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Hi Justin,

Here is my comments on the SSA. Your team did a fantastic job. | also forwarded to Quinn
Young at the SO so she may have additional comments.

Thank You,

From: Barrett, Justin S <justin_barrett@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 8:47 AM

To: Kacey KC <kaceykc@forestry.nv.gov>; jchrist@forestry.nv.gov <jchrist@forestry.nv.gov>; James
<jdmore@heritage.nv.gov>; Wickham, Perry B <pwickham@blm.gov>; Balmer, Daltrey J
<dbalmer@blm.gov>; Distel, Scott J <sdistel@blm.gov>; Crosby, Brandon J <bcrosby@blm.gov>;
Young, Quinn H <gyoung@blm.gov>

Cc: Kulpa, Sarah <sarah_kulpa@fws.gov>; Jackson, Marc A <marc_jackson@fws.gov>

Subject: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm's buckwheat

Good morning everyone,

As many of you know, the Reno Fish and Wildlife Office (RFWQ) has been working on the Species
Status Assessment for the Tiehm's Buckwheat. We are soliciting partner reviews of the information
contained in this report. Partner reviewers will have approximately three weeks to review and
provide comments back to the RFWO. We know this is an unusually short timeframe

for partner review, and apologize in advance. But we are under a very tight time constraint, and
hope that partner reviewers might be able to accommodate this request.

We are seeking advice on your policy described in our document as well as identifying and
characterizing scientific uncertainties, as well as ensuring the accuracy of the information in this
report. Specifically, we ask partner reviewers to focus their comments on the following:

(1) Have we assembled and considered the best available scientific and commercial information
relevant to this species?

(2) Is our analysis of this information correct?

(3) Are our scientific conclusions reasonable in light of this information?

(4) Have we correctly characterized regulations relevant to the Rhyolite Ridge area?

So that we may fully consider any input and coordinate other partner review comments, we are
requesting partner review comments by March 12, 2021. If you are willing to review but are unable
to complete your assessment during this time period, please let me know when we may anticipate
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Sheet1

		Reviewer Name		Section		Page		Line #		Comment

		Brandon Crosby 		3.1.1		26		39		The text states that 3.5 ac of disturbance occurred within Eriogonum tiehmii habitat according to the Plan of Operations (Ioneer 2020c, p. 5). No occupied habitat according to the latest mapping by EM Stratagies was impacted by Notice activities. The bulk sample which is roughly 15x15 did occur just outside mapped habitat in subpopulation 1.The PoO does not state that the disturbance occured within occupied habitat. 

		Brandon Crosby 		4.1.1		39		7		Perhaps I am misinterpreting the text if so please disregard. The proposed project would impact (between 11,701–16,205 plants depending on whether damaged plants recover from herbivory) which is more than 27 percent of the remaing plants post herbivory. 
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receiving your comments. We value your input and understand that your time is valuable and
limited.

You can provide your comments in any format you are most comfortable using. However, if possible
please use the Comment Matrix provided. Please use track changes if you choose to make changes
or comments in the document. Please be aware that your completed review of the species report,
including your name and affiliation, will be included in the administrative record for this evaluation
and will be available to interested parties upon request.

If you have any questions about the draft SSA report, or our listing policies in general, please feel
free to contact me at any time. Please submit your comments and associated materials to the
following email addresses:

sarah_kulpa@fws.gov
justin_barrett@fws.gov
REWOmail@fws.gov

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Justin

Justin Barrett

Assistant Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Reno Field Office

Phone: 775-861-6338

https://www.fws.gov/reno
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From: Youn uinn H

To: Kulpa, Sarah

Cc: Kendra Nitta - Federal Internal Coach; Anderson, Erica L; Crosby, Brandon J; Dow, Kimberly D; Barrett, Justin S
Subject: Re: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm"s buckwheat

Date: Monday, March 15, 2021 8:47:05 AM

Attachments: Outlook-0Oknxvfyc.png

Eriogonum tiehmii Reviewer Comment Matrix BLM NV Quinn Young.xIsx

Hi Sarah,
Here are my comments for the partner review of the Tiehms buckwheat SSA.
Thank you for the opportunity to review and provide comments.

Best,
Quinn

Quinn Young

Vegetation Management Specialist - Weeds Program State Lead and State Monitoring
Coordinator (AIM/HAF)

Bureau of Land Management
Nevada State Office

(775) 861-6475 Office
(775) 861-6712 Fax

aim.landscapetoolbox.org/aim-data-portal

Weeds Share Point

From: Kulpa, Sarah <sarah_kulpa@fws.gov>

Sent: Thursday, March 11, 2021 8:37 AM

To: Young, Quinn H <gyoung@blm.gov>

Subject: Fw: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm's buckwheat

Hey Quinn!

| just wanted to check in to see if you planned on providing any comments as part of the partner
review for the Tiehm's SSA. Our solicitor is working with your BLMs solicitors, and all the solicitors
are going to review once all comments are in. If you are going to provide comments and add to
Brandon's, can you also cc' your solicitors - Erika Anderson and Kendra Nitta (I hope | spelled those
right)? If you aren't going to add additional comments, just let me know, and | will let my solicitor
know.

Thanks!
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Sheet1

		Reviewer Name		Section		Page		Line #		Comment

		Quinn Young		Exec Summary		6		22		Looking at Grady 2012, he uses the term edaphic generalist.   However,from the mapped distribution,  it does seem this species is a narrow endemic (barring information on dispersal barriers).  When I read the term:'best" I considered that one could then interpret that this species could grow in other soil conditions and has a "preference."  However, it does appear that this species is associated with a specific  soil formation which could be assumed as a habitat requirement.  I appreciate that there is discussion on the need for research, but I questioned the terms, "best" and "preference."

		Quinn Young		2.4 Habitat and Ecological Needs		18		7 & 22-23		Is there more information from the USDA NRCS Soil Survey that helps describe these soils and parent material - especially how they are mapped in other locations nearby or in Nevada?

		Quinn Young		2.4 Habitat and Ecological Needs		18		40-42		Related content to support my comment for "Exec Summary, page 6, line 22"

		Quinn Young		2.4 Habitat and Ecological Needs		19		5		Again, question about using the term "preference" and "best" rather than use of a term such as 'requirement' to demonstrate the need for the unique soils until other research demonstrates otherwise.

		Quinn Young		3.2 Conservation Measures and Regulatory Mechanisms, BLM		36		6		This statement, "BLM’s regulations do not require the same evaluation of sensitive species" is incorrect.  BLM Manual section 6840 directs BLM to consider potential impacts to BLM-designated Sensitive Species (not just T&E). Specifically, BLM  proposed actions need to demonstrate there is at least one alternative that conserves the species and its habitat and "does not contribute to the need to list."

		Quinn Young		3.2 Conservation Measures and Regulatory Mechanisms, Ioneer		36		33		Is Rae Selling Bery Seed bank actually at Portland State University (Not OSU)?

		Quinn Young		3.3 Summary of Current Condition		37		2 thru 4		Again, question about using the term "favorable," "preference" and "best" rather than use of a term such as 'requirement' to demonstrate the need for the unique soils until other research demonstrates otherwise.









SSS

				.06 Policy. Actions authorized by the BLM shall further the conservation and/or recovery of federally listed species and conservation of Bureau sensitive species. Note that “conservation” has a different meaning depending on whether it is referring to ESA listed species or Bureau sensitive species. See glossary. Bureau sensitive species will be managed consistent with species and habitat management objectives in land use and implementation plans to promote their conservation and to minimize the likelihood and need for listing under the ESA.
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Sarah

Sarah Kulpa

Restoration Ecologist/Botanist
Reno Fish and Wildlife Office
1340 Financial Blvd. Suite 234
Reno, Nevada 89521

(775) 861-6340

From: Crosby, Brandon J <bcrosby@blm.gov>

Sent: Monday, March 8, 2021 1:03 PM

To: Barrett, Justin S <justin_barrett@fws.gov>

Cc: Balmer, Daltrey J <dbalmer@blm.gov>; Kulpa, Sarah <sarah_kulpa@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm's buckwheat

Hi Justin,

Here is my comments on the SSA. Your team did a fantastic job. | also forwarded to Quinn
Young at the SO so she may have additional comments.

Thank You,

From: Barrett, Justin S <justin_barrett@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 8:47 AM

To: Kacey KC <kaceykc@forestry.nv.gov>; jchrist@forestry.nv.gov <jchrist@forestry.nv.gov>; James
<jdmore@heritage.nv.gov>; Wickham, Perry B <pwickham@blm.gov>; Balmer, Daltrey J
<dbalmer@blm.gov>; Distel, Scott J <sdistel@blm.gov>; Crosby, Brandon J <bcrosby@blm.gov>;
Young, Quinn H <gyoung@blm.gov>

Cc: Kulpa, Sarah <sarah_kulpa@fws.gov>; Jackson, Marc A <marc_jackson@fws.gov>

Subject: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm's buckwheat

Good morning everyone,

As many of you know, the Reno Fish and Wildlife Office (RFWQ) has been working on the Species
Status Assessment for the Tiehm's Buckwheat. We are soliciting partner reviews of the information
contained in this report. Partner reviewers will have approximately three weeks to review and
provide comments back to the RFWO. We know this is an unusually short timeframe

for partner review, and apologize in advance. But we are under a very tight time constraint, and
hope that partner reviewers might be able to accommodate this request.

We are seeking advice on your policy described in our document as well as identifying and
characterizing scientific uncertainties, as well as ensuring the accuracy of the information in this
report. Specifically, we ask partner reviewers to focus their comments on the following:

(1) Have we assembled and considered the best available scientific and commercial information



relevant to this species?

(2) Is our analysis of this information correct?

(3) Are our scientific conclusions reasonable in light of this information?

(4) Have we correctly characterized regulations relevant to the Rhyolite Ridge area?

So that we may fully consider any input and coordinate other partner review comments, we are
requesting partner review comments by March 12, 2021. If you are willing to review but are unable
to complete your assessment during this time period, please let me know when we may anticipate
receiving your comments. We value your input and understand that your time is valuable and
limited.

You can provide your comments in any format you are most comfortable using. However, if possible
please use the Comment Matrix provided. Please use track changes if you choose to make changes
or comments in the document. Please be aware that your completed review of the species report,
including your name and affiliation, will be included in the administrative record for this evaluation
and will be available to interested parties upon request.

If you have any questions about the draft SSA report, or our listing policies in general, please feel
free to contact me at any time. Please submit your comments and associated materials to the
following email addresses:

sarah_kulpa@fws.gov
justin_barrett@fws.gov
REWOmail@fws.gov

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Justin

Justin Barrett

Assistant Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Reno Field Office

Phone: 775-861-6338

https://www.fws.gov/reno
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