
Questions:  
1. When is the first RD meeting?  Has the first one been cancelled, with theWe recommend the first meeting 

be changed to the being the week of May 17 to allow adequate time to complete a draft of the species 
report.  We also recommend that if a second RD meeting is needed it be separated from the first meeting 
by enough time to allow for any follow-up work (e.g., 1 month rather than 1 week).? 

2. When can we expect the model outputs? (by model type, effort) 
 
 
What the Species Lead Team would like to see in a draft report by April 1: 

• One consolidated document 
o The document should include clarification on how the chapter authors addressed the concerns of 

reviewers 
o For each threat chapter the draft document should contain:  

 What has changed from 2010 
 Information from the general data call 
 Spatial Data 

• Risk/disturbance (direct footprint) 
• Conservation Efforts 

o CED data for that particular threat 
o NRCS data (if applicable) 

• FIAT report (if applicable) 
• Final BLM/FS allocation data 

 Any new literature on the threat 
o All articles and reference materials cited in the various chapters of the species 

report should be stored in the RefWorks database. 
• All pdf documents of articles and reference materials should be uploaded  to 

the References and Citations file on SharePoint and using the naming 
convention in the SOP. 

o Direction on whether or not a Columbia Basin DPS analysis needs to be part of the species 
report; and species-specific criteria we should use to analyze discreteness and significance for 
this population (e.g., using the DPS framework document as a starting point). 

 
What the SLT acknowledges is missing by April 1needs by April 15: 

• Regulatory Mechanisms – propose the review process developed (data sheets, etc.) be completed andFO 
leads to compilelied at the MZ level by mid-April. 

o This should be completed by the field and provided to the SLT 
• Criteria for assessing if there are any potential distinct population segments 

o These should be identified with concurrence by regional leadership and listing personnel 
o Suggest dusting off the initial discussions from about a year ago as a starting point 

• We may not (likely won’t) have BLM/FS allocative spatial data in time for each chapter author to include 
in their analysis by April 1. 

• FIAT report (if applicable) – we likely will not have the FIAT step-down assessments and associated spatial 
data for the fire, invasives, and conifer chapters in time for authors to include in their analysis by April 1; 
propose that this should be completed by authors and provided to SLT by mid-April. 
•  

 
 
Additional resources requested: 

• GIS support (SLT needs to review the work plan drafted by Kate Norman) 
• We would like Amy Nicholas to be available to assist with tracking down details from chapter writers as 

needed and technical editing.  Her experience with the 2010 finding would be valuable in assessing the 
changes from 2010 to 2015 
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• Chapter writers will need to prepare any slide presentations for the RD meeting. 
 
 
Sequestration: 

• Week of April 20 
• Location options: 

o Denver, Rocky Mountain Arsenal 
o Portland, refuge ?Tualatin NWR or State Building 
o San Diego, San Diego NWR 
o Phoenix 

• Location criteria: 
o meeting room with internet access 
o NOT co-located with a “home” office  
o close to hotel/food 

 


