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From: Jim Morefield
To: Kulpa, Sarah; Barrett, Justin S; RFWO Correspondence, FW8
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm"s buckwheat
Date: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 5:38:19 PM
Attachments: Reviewer Comment Matrix NDNH 2021-03-10.xlsx


 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.


Hi all,


Please find attached the Comment Matrix constituting the partner review from the Nevada Division of Natural Heritage.


Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this draft document.


--Jim Morefield


~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^
James D. Morefield, Ph.D., Supervisory Botanist
Nevada Department of Conservation & Natural Resources
Division of Natural Heritage
901 South Stewart Street, suite 5002
Carson City  NV  89701-5245  U.S.A.
direct tel: (775) 684-2902
general tel: (775) 684-2900
email: jdmore@heritage.nv.gov
web: https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?
url=http%3A%2F%2Fheritage.nv.gov%2F&amp;data=04%7C01%7Csarah_kulpa%40fws.gov%7C23030fa425a344b9378808d8e42e57de%7C0693b5ba4b184d7b9341f32f400a5494%7C0%7C0%7C637510234985828727%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&amp;sdata=fToFzViOLhDDAmw1uL1dhzGGl8JxUDbfBJans%2FeLCAE%3D&amp;reserved=0
~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^~^


________________________________________
From: Barrett, Justin S <justin_barrett@fws.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2021 08:47
To: Kacey KC; John Christopherson; Jim Morefield; Wickham, Perry B; Balmer, Daltrey J; Distel, Scott J; bcrosby; qyoung
Cc: Kulpa, Sarah; Jackson, Marc A
Subject: Partner review request of SSA for Tiehm's buckwheat


Good morning everyone,


As many of you know, the Reno Fish and Wildlife Office (RFWO) 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<mailto:sarah_kulpa@fws.gov>
justin_barrett@fws.gov<mailto:justin_barrett@fws.gov>
RFWOmail@fws.gov<mailto:RFWOmail@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://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fws.gov%2Freno%2F&amp;data=04%7C01%7Csarah_kulpa%40fws.gov%7C23030fa425a344b9378808d8e42e57de%7C0693b5ba4b184d7b9341f32f400a5494%7C0%7C0%7C637510234985838678%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&amp;sdata=GE0phj8dYYCD4wEQvEWpk6EBtCN2tbT7RcWLykaqUzw%3D&amp;reserved=0


[cid:cd76c6f9-a3fd-435d-a272-4166ed120d3b]
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Sheet1


			Reviewer Name			Section			Page			Line #			Comment


			J.D. Morefield			Exec			6			14			change "pale, and yellow" to "pale yellow"


			J.D. Morefield			Exec etc.			6 etc.			17 etc.			search and replace all occurrences of "Esmerelda" with "Esmeralda"


			J.D. Morefield			Exec			6			33-34			listing climate change only under anthropogenic threats implies that the current climate threats to the species are 100% anthropogenic.  While they likely are largely anthropogenic, the other anthropogenic threats can also be exacerbated by any natural climate change signals, now or in the future.


			J.D. Morefield			1.4.2.			13			1			correct spelling of Manual


			J.D. Morefield			2.3 & 2.6			16 & 22			17-20 & 25-27			These data are strong circumstantial evidence that Subpopulation 6 (and especially 6b) may be the most resilient of the 8 subpopulations, based on its high density, size-class distribution, higher elevation, and north aspect likely allowing the site to receive and better retain somewhat higher precipitation amounts.  Loss of this subpopulation may have an outsized impact on overall long-term viability and resiliency of the species population, beyond just the numeric loss in redundancy and representation. I suggest that this be considered in subsequent analysis and synthesis.


			J.D. Morefield			2.3			17			1			Remove the word "while" and begin the sentence with "Another"


			J.D. Morefield			2.4			18			9			Would the outcrop be better characterized as "lithium-boron clay"?


			J.D. Morefield			2.6 etc.			22 etc.			27 etc.			Although it seems to be an uphill battle anymore, "data" should be treated as plural, "These data also indicate…"


			J.D. Morefield			3.1.1.			28			1			Not sure what a "physiological soil crust" is


			J.D. Morefield			3.1.1.			28			42			fix typo in "Halogeton"


			J.D. Morefield			3.1.2.			30			18			should be "McDade" not "McCade"


			J.D. Morefield			4.1.3 & 6.0			44 & 54			5 & 33			don't think "inundations of" is quite the right choice here.  How about "saturation by"


			J.D. Morefield			5			general			general			Regarding future scenarios, you note in earlier sections that the current Ioneer mining proposal may not be the only mining proposal going forward, nor the one that eventually gets implemented.  Other future mining proposals could impact less, more, or all of the habitat.  So you might want to consider how much to make your future scenario considerations dependent only on the proposal that is currently being pursued.


			J.D. Morefield			5.1, 5.5			48, 49, 52			25, 8, 33			"continued physiology and viability" seems awkward here.  Would "physiology and continued viability" be better?


			J.D. Morefield			5.2			49			16			maybe clarify here that transplanting would be "ultimately unsuccessful", even if initially successful in the short term.


			J.D. Morefield			5.3			50			33			maybe clarify here that transplanting would be "ultimately unsuccessful", even if initially successful in the short term.


			J.D. Morefield			5.5			52			20			I think this section is supposed to be numbered 5.5, not 5.4.


			J.D. Morefield			6			53			38-40			I don't think we can say for sure that mineral exploration "resulted in the introduction" of Halogeton glomeratus to the habitat.  My visual observations in 2020 suggested that it definitely contributed to its spread.  But I don't think we know exactly when or how the first plants were introduced.  Halogeton has been in Esmeralda County since at least 1969 based on SEINet records.


			J.D. Morefield			6			54			3			"plant" should be plural "plants"


			J.D. Morefield			6			54			11			don't know if the unusual word"permeant" was intentional here, or maybe a typo for "permanent"?


			J.D. Morefield			7			57 etc.			3 etc.			several of the URLs in the web references have only partially formed hyperlinks


			J.D. Morefield			7			57			34-35			NDNH would like to get a copy of Caicco & Edwards 2007, which was not previously in our files.


			J.D. Morefield			7			63			1			this should be cited as "Morefield, J. (ed). 1995. Current knowledge and…" per its title page.


			J.D. Morefield			7			66			9			I think the species name here should be spelled "jaegerianus"
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