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[he negative. population. trenas /. most of the: 1CAs for Mojave. Desert
[ortoIses Inajcate that /s SPecies IS 0/ the: path o) extinction unaer
current conaltions (Allisen and MclLuckie 201.8).
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[he negative. population. trenas /i most of the: 1CAs for Mojave. Desert
[ortolses Inajcate that this Species IS on the.: path (o extinetion unaer
current conaitions (Allison and Mcluckie 201.8).
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LS. Fish & Wildlife Service

Revised Recovery Plan
for the Mojave Population
of the Desert Tortoise

(Gopherus agassizit)

RANGE-WADE PRIORINHNES




=y Habitat restoration

Decrease predator access to human subsidies
Targeted predator control

E— x ke management

Restore roads
Sign and fence protected areas

Decrease predator subsidies

Install and maintain human barriers (WUI)
Install and maintain human barriers (preserves) g

Manage disease in wild populations
Jlargeted predator control
Restore habitat (toxicants/unexploded ordnance)

Fire management planning and implementation |

Manage disease in captive population " - -
Designate and close roads (travel mgmt plan) TO rto I S e b ar r I e r fe n C I n g
Speed limits
Connect habitat (culverts/underpasses)
Control dogs

Landfill management E d u Catl O n
Minimize wild horse and burro impacts

Install and maintain tortoise barriers (open OHV areas)
Restore habitat (garbage clean up)

Land acquisition (old DSS model ranking)

Restrict OHV events
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Many habitat restoration projects are
Peing Implemented

Questions re: effectiveness of
different methods

s USGS/BLM work in West Mojave
n Clark County Symposium g ‘
Priorities for wide-ranging, NigE s e i - ALY
LBIguIteus need?

= Collaborative proposal to
develop prioritization tool

Native seed sources
Durability




We are more effectively

of ravens
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We are more effectively assessing impacts
of ravens

Education efforts
.. ;Subsidies!
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Tortoise exclusion fencing priorities have been
identified

Transportation Ecology
Warkshop

Regulatory hurales
Abllity to use mitigation
funds to install

DOT ROW: authoerization Vs
maintenance responsibility.
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FARGE-SCALE RECOVERY IINIFIATHVES



Desert Tortoise RASP Focus Areas | it s

\ e "7 U Recovery and Sustainment

North Range | BLM Non-Consarvation Lands
| BLM Cpan OHV Area

L
CA Lands Commission Lands
Heavily Disturbed or Developed Land a r e S I
|| Jonnsan vailey Shared Use Area I I I

| Mutary

1 Legislatively and Legally Protecied Areas
I Fe irwin Expansion Mitigaton Lands

National Forest
I 1O Conservation Lands ard Mibgation Banks
Wilderness Areas

oo — Reinitiation of consultation
e 1 for-heavy maneuver

" installation BOs (Fort liwin

and MCAGCC)

= Recovery commitment
= S5-year plans (NFWE)

~ Marine Corps Air Ground
= Combat Center




Connectivity WWhite Paper

Framework for MDT recovery &

- ZUSGS

= Historic connectivity & challenges It

s Structure and-dynamics of -
tortoeise poepulations . T

Recent research

Obis po
o

Management implications L~
= Managing entire matrix B i
f 4 . Omnidirectional Connectivity Model
= LLimit surface disturbance — N :
— l e Santa Ana Murmieta

= Road mortality & passage — “.,

Department of Defense

= Adaptive management 0 2040 0 120 1o
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Strategic population augmentation can build a bridge

between mitigation translocations and species
recovery

&N

o | _ Population Augmentation Translocation of Mojave
Guidelines for Hemtrnduchnns_and Strategy for the Desert Tortoises from iject
Other Conservation Translocations . . .

Mojave Desert Tortoise Sites:

Recovery Program <:| Plan Development Guidance
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Strategic population augmentation can buila
a bridge between mitigation translocations
and Species recovery

McCullough]
Rarge




DISCUSSION OF OBSTIACLLES



Habitat Restoration

Native seed SoUrCes

= FUnding

Durability: of restoration sites

= OHV: enforcement

= Applicability’ of restoration’ as mitigation

= |ong-term funding for foellow-up: treatments

= | ong-term protection from future land-use authoerizations



Predator Control

Reducing raven sulsidies

= Federal, state; local rules and regulations

= [lack of cohesive, desert-wide outreach pregram
= Need to evaluate effectiveness of sulsidy: control




Highway: Fencing

NEPA, NIHPA compliance for “preactive™ fencing

Ability tor use mitigation funds to: Install

= Reclaimed hahitat value

= Durability of reclaimed hahbitat

= | ong-term management

= Mitigation for less of “sink habitat™ In shoulder/median

DOT ROW: authoerization Vs maintenance responsibility
= Funding for maintenance
= Encroachment permitting




How can the MOG and RITSs be more
effective?

Disparate funding sources

x REAT/DMG raven accounts with
NFEWE

= NV BLLM remuneration; fees
= NV USEWS mitigation fees
= Clark County MSHCR/SNPLMA —_——
= Washington County HCP Py

funding” project list

MOG Spring Meeting
+ Review updated “need-funding” list

+ Identify shared resources, funding
opportunities, and initiatives

No'dedicated funding pool, e e

) for next year

regulatory hurdles



A potential approach

Adapt Recoyery and Sustainment Partnership: strategy: in
the West Mojave as a model for the MOG to step down
fecovery Implementation range-wide

s Focus on MOG priorities and ether recovery unit-specific Neeads
= [HOW 10’ oVercome: olhstacles

Agencies contribute to funding poeol for REPS under
regional implementation plans (e.q., 5-yr plans with RITS)
s Measure progress by monitoring specified metrics

x E.0., California raven management
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