
From: Mackey, Dennis
To: Jody Bush
Cc: Michael Carrier; Kathleen Hendricks
Subject: Fwd: GRSG: Draft Federal Plan Review
Date: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 4:49:25 PM
Attachments: 2015-04-22_BLM-USFS_IDAHO_BLM-USFS_EIS_Plan_Review.xlsx

Hi Jodi:

Good talking with you today.

See the email below between Jason and Jeff. This is another rush assignment on
SG. Hopefully they will be able to talk and do cross-State coordination, but it is due
to R6 this Friday.

Let me know if you have any concerns, otherwise I'll just plan on letting those guys
work through things.

Jason and I are both out Friday, but Mike and Kathleen will be in the office.

Thanks.

Dennis
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Pyron, Jason <jason_pyron@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 4:23 PM
Subject: Fwd: GRSG: Draft Federal Plan Review
To: Kathleen Hendricks <kathleen_hendricks@fws.gov>, Dennis Mackey
<dennis_mackey@fws.gov>

FYI... I'm trying to coordinate with Jeff to the extent possible given the tight time
frame on this.  Just wanted to give you a heads-up in case you wanted to reach out
to Jody etc.

Thanks,
Jason

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Pyron, Jason <jason_pyron@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 4:22 PM
Subject: GRSG: Draft Federal Plan Review
To: Jeff Berglund <jeff_berglund@fws.gov>

Hey Jeff,

Sorry I didn't get a chance to call you back today, but have been busy working on
this as well as other issues.  I've attached my draft responses for Idaho.  They are
fairly generic and maybe applicable to the MT portion of the Plan.  We need to
figure out how to best address the differences for the SW MT portion... we may
want to fill out a separate row in the excel spreadsheet.?.? Thoughts?  The one area
that would make sense to change for sure is the Adaptive Management portion.  I
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1. Review BLMUSFS EISs Here!

		Worksheet for BLM and USFS Regulatory Mechanisms - EIS REVIEW -  DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -   - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTEDISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE																																																																								DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -   - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRBUTE																DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -   - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE																DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -   - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT  DISTRIBUTE																DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -   - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT 																DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -   - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT DISTRIBUTE -  - DRAFT & PRE-DECISIONAL - DO NOT 

		INSTRUCTIONS:  		Step 1: Provide your name and the date of your review.     (Save your file often!)  WORK ON SHAREPOINT FILE & WILL UPLOAD YOUR CHANGES AUTOMATICALLY!
Step 2: Provide details about the EIS that you are reviewing.   YELLOW FIELDS ARE REQUIRED!  Drop down boxes may appear.
Step 3: Update the EIS's completion status and the chapters available for you to review. 
Step 4: Based on the information available to you right now, evaluate the EIS's effectiveness to remove or reduce potential threats.  Your evaluation may change later.  														Contact Craig with any questions. (303) 236-4749

																		MAP OF THE BLM / USFS EIS PLANNING AREAS: http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/more/sagegrouse/documents_and_resources/blm_usfs_grsg_planning.html								A LATER EVALUATION UNDER PECE MAY BE REQUIRED - THIS IS A FIRST STEP SCREEN FOR PLAN IMPLEMENTATION.  								LATER EVALUATION MAY BE REQUIRED UNDER PECE FOR NON-REGULATORY COMPONENTS - THIS IS A FIRST STEP SCREEN ONLY
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																										Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated / Small Population Size								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing / Range Management								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								If you need to enter more potential threats, copy these 4 columns, and paste into the next 4 columns to the right. 								If you need to enter more potential threats, copy these 4 columns, and paste into the next 4 columns to the right. 								If you need to enter more potential threats, copy these 4 columns, and paste into the next 4 columns to the right. 

		State Plan Review - STEP 2: BLM / USFS EIS Information 																				STEP 3: Completion and Implementation Status 				STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness: Agricultural Conversion  								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Fire  								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Infrastructure  								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Noxious Weeds, Annual Grasses (NW AG)								STEP 4: Evaluate Effectiveness - Urbanization								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Conifer Encroachment 								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Free Roaming Equids								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Isolated / Small Population Size  								STEP 4: Evaluate Effectiveness - Recreation  								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Energy Development  								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Grazing / Range Management 								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Mining								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Sagebrush Elimination								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Other 								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Other 								STEP 3: Evaluate Effectiveness - Other 

		Name of the BLM or USFS EIS  		Assigned Reviewer		YOUR NAME		Date of EIS		Agency(s)		MZ		States		MZs		Plan Chapters Available for Review		Adaptive Management (Triggers & Responses) 		EIS Status 
(Implementation) 		EIS Status - 
Narrative 		Ag Conversion		Ag Conversion - How?		Ag Conversion - Effective?		Ag Conversion - Effectiveness Narrative		Fire		Fire - How?		Fire - Effective?		Fire - Effectiveness Narrative		Infrastructure		Infrastructure - How?		Infrastructure - Effective?		Infrastructure - Effectiveness Narrative		 Weeds, Annual Grasses		Noxious Weeds Annual Grasses - How?		NW AG Effective?		NW AG - Effectiveness Narrative		Urbanization		Urbanization - How?		Urbanization - Effective?		Urbanization - Effectiveness Narrative		Conifer Encroachment		Conifer Encroachment - How?		Conifer Encroach. - Effective?		Conifer Encroach. - Effectiveness Narrative		Free Roaming Equids		Free Roaming Equids - How?		Free Roaming Equids - Effective?		Roaming Equids - Effectiveness Narrative		Isolated Small Pops		Isolated Small Pops - How?		Isolated Small Pops - Effective?		Isolated Small Pop - Effectiveness Narrative		Recreation		Recreation - How?		Recreation - Effective?		Recreation - Effectiveness Narrative		Energy Development		Energy Development - How?		Energy Development - Effective?		Energy Dev. - Effectiveness Narrative		Grazing		Grazing - How?		Grazing - Effective?		Grazing - Effectiveness Narrative		Mining		Mining - How?		Mining - Effective?		Mining - Effectiveness Narrative		Sagebrush Removal		Sagebrush Removal - How?		Sagebrush Removal - Effective?		Sagebrush Removal - Effectiveness Narrative		Other		Other - How?		Other- Effective?		Other - Effectiveness Narrative		Other		Other - How?		Other- Effective?		Other - Effectiveness Narrative		Other		Other - How?		Other- Effective?		Other - Effectiveness Narrative

		What is the name of the BLM or USFS EIS that you are reviewing?		Plan Assigned To		FWS Reviewer Name		MM/DD/YYY or MM/YYYY or YYYY (for the version you are reviewing)		Responsible Agency(s)		What WAFWA management zones? 		States covered by the plan		List the WAFWA Management Zones where the plan applies		Which Chapters of the plan were available for you to review right now?  List and provide a narrative about completion if needed. 		List the EIS's triggers and responses. 
(To make a list within the cell, click ALT-Enter). Provide a list or brief summary, but enough information so that someone unfamiliar with the plan would understand the most important and effective triggers. 		Is the EIS Complete?
Click a cell to select from the drop-down list.		Enter explanation regarding EIS completion and implementation if needed. 		Potential Threat		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		If needed, provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  Select NA if the EIS was not designed to address this threat. 		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 		Potential Threat 		Briefly describe how the EIS addresses the identified threat.  Indicate whether the EIS was designed to address this threat.		Does the EIS effectively remove or reduce the identified threat?  		Provide brief narrative for the identified threat's effectiveness evaluation. 

		Oregon Sub-regional GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Idaho and Southwestern Montana Sub-regional GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS				Jason Pyron		April, 2015		BLM and USFS						MZ IV		Chapter 2		Idaho has soft (10%) and hard triggers (20%) for changes in populations and habitat.  These triggers are applied to 4 conservation areas across the State.  These conservation areas were delineated based on the two metapopulations within Idaho and differences in where the primary threats are expressed within each of these metapopulations. Changes in habitat and populations are monitored and reported on an annual basis across all landownerships within the Priority Habitat Management Areas (PHMAs) and Important Habitat Management Areas (IHMAs) for the 4 conservation areas.  If a soft trigger has been tripped within the PHMA or IHMA for a conservation area, the Governor's Sage-grouse Implementation Team will review recommendations provided by the sage-grouse technical team to determine if and what the appropriate responses should be to ammelioriate the cause for decline.  If and when appropriate, these recommendations will then be provided to the associated land management agencies for further environmental review and associated implementation. If a hard trigger has been tripped within a conservation area, the Implementation Team will review reommendations provided by the sage-grouse technnical team to determine if and what the appropriate responses should be to ammelioriate the cause for decline. Additionaly, conservation measures that apply to the PHMA would be applied to the PIMA within the appropriate conservation area(s). When appropriate, if either soft or hard trigger(s) are tripped interagency and cross-state coordination will be initiated. The ADPP also includes the National Policy Team (NPT) 'drop-in' language for Adaptive Management.		Incomplete - Provide Narrative. 		No, the Record of Decision is currently planned to be signed during the summer of 2015.		Ag Conversion		Yes, the threat of Ag Conversion is addressed through conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Ag Conversion is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT). BLM/FS are committing to retain management of lands within the PHMA and IHMA for sage-grouse. Lands within those areas would only be available for disposal or exchange where it could be demonstrated that it would result in long-term benefits for sage-grouse.		Fire		Yes, the threat of fire is addressed through fire management, fuels management, and restoration conservation measures in the ADPP.		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Fire is a primary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures identified in the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT).  BLM/FS have identified priority areas for prevention, suppression, and restoration treatments through the Fire and Invasive Assessment Team (FIAT) reports. They have further supported these recommendations through quantitative modeling efforts conducted with the Vegetation Development Dynamics Tool (VDDT). These modeling efforts have resulted in 10-year treatment targets for sage-grouse population areas in Idaho. The extent of the effectiveness of these measures and the ability to reach the associated 10-year targets will be contingent upon the level of funding received to plan and implement the identified actions. 		Infrastructure		Yes, the threat of Infrastructure is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Infrastructure is a primary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT).  BLM/FS have committed to implementing exclusion, avoidance, and minimization conservation measures; one of which is the 3% Anthropogenic Disturbance Cap.  The ADPP includes the 'drop-in language' agreed upon by the NPT for land use allocations, mitigation, and lek buffers. 		Weeds and Annual Grasses		Yes, the threat of Noxious Weeds and Annual Grasses is addressed through conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Annual Grasses are a primary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures identified in the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT).  BLM/FS have identified priority areas for annual grass treatments through the Fire and Invasive Assessment Team (FIAT) reports. They have further supported these recommendations through quantitative modeling efforts conducted with the Vegetation Development Dynamics Tool (VDDT). These modeling efforts have resulted in 10-year treatment targets for sage-grouse population areas in Idaho. The extent of the effectiveness of these measures and the ability to reach the associated 10-year targets will be contingent upon the level of funding received to plan and implement the identified actions. 		Urbanization		Yes, the threat of Urbanization is addressed through conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Urbanization is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT). BLM/FS are committing to retain management of lands within the PHMA and IHMA for sage-grouse. Lands within those areas would only be available for disposal or exchange where it could be demonstrated that it would result in long-term benefits for sage-grouse.		Conifer Encroachment		Yes, the threat of Conifer Encroachment is addressed through conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Conifer encroachment is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures identified in the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT).  BLM/FS have identified priority areas for conifer removal through the Fire and Invasive Assessment Team (FIAT) reports. They have further supported these recommendations through modeling efforts conducted with the Vegetation Development Dynamics Tool (VDDT). These modeling efforts have resulted in 10-year treatment targets for sage-grouse population areas in Idaho. The extent of the effectiveness of these measures and the ability to reach the associated 10-year targets will be contingent upon the level of funding received to plan and implement the identified actions. 		Free Roaming Equids		Yes, the threat of Free Roaming Equids is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Free roaming equids are a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT). The ADPP includes the 'drop-in language' agreed upon by the NPT.		Isolated Small Pops		No, the threat of Isolated Small Pops is not addressed in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		NA - Not Applicable - The plan was not designed to address this threat. 		NA		Recreation		Yes, the threat of Recreation is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Recreation is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT). BLM/FS limit off-highway vehicle use to existing roads and trails within the PHMA and IHMA. Travel managment planning would be completed in all field offices, would minimize adverse impacts to GRSG, and would emphasize having a neutral or net positive impact on sage-grouse.		Energy Development		Yes, the threat of Energy Development is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Energy Development is a primary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT).  BLM/FS have committed to implementing exclusion, avoidance, and minimization conservation measures; one of which is the 3% Anthropogenic Disturbance Cap.  The ADPP includes the 'drop-in language' agreed upon by the NPT for land use allocations, mitigation, and lek buffers. 		Grazing		Yes, the threat of Grazing is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Grazing is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT). BLM/FS would implement conservation measures that manage grazing consistent with local ecological conditions and conserve the essential habitat components for sage-grouse. They have committed to implement monitoring and adaptive managment as identified in the 'drop-in language' agreed upon by the NPT.		Mining		Yes, the threat of Mining is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Mining is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT). BLM/FS have committed to request withdrawls for locatable minerals for the Sage-grouse Focal Areas.  They have also committed to implementing a mitigation strategy that includes the 'drop-in language' as agreed to by the NPT; ensuring a net conservation benefit to sage-grouse.		Sagebrush Removal		Yes, the threat of sagebrush removal is addressed through several conservation measures in the Administrative Draft Proposed Plan (ADPP).		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Sagebrush removal is a secondary threat in Idaho. Conservation measures implemented through the ADPP would remove or reduce the threat within the Priority Areas for Conservation (PACs) to adequately meet the associated objectives identified in the Conservation Objectives Team Report (COT).  The BLM/FS have included commitments to manage seasonal sage-grouse habitats to meet desired conditions.  These desired conditions are well supported by peer-reviewed literature.  The ADPP also includes the 'drop-in language' agreed upon by the NPT for prescribed fire.		Other								Other								Other

		Nevada and Northeastern California Sub-regional GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Utah Sub-regional GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		NW Colorado GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		9-Plan GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Lander RMP/EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Bighorn Basin RMP/EIS Supplement 																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Buffalo RMP/EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Billings/Pompey's Pillar NM RMP/EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Lewistown GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		HiLine RMP/EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		Miles City RMP/EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		North Dakota GRSG RMP Amendment / EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other

		South Dakota RMP/EIS																								Ag Conversion								Fire								Infrastructure								Weeds and Annual Grasses								Urbanization								Conifer Encroachment								Free Roaming Equids								Isolated Small Pops								Recreation								Energy Development								Grazing								Mining								Sagebrush Removal								Other								Other								Other



		CONTACT CRAIG HANSEN WITH ANY QUESTIONS  
(303) 236-4749						15 EISs.  























































































































































































































































































































































































































































WORK LEFT TO RIGHT FOR EACH BLM/USFS EIS



Team Roster

		STATE		TEAM MEMBER

		UT

		MT

		NV

		SD

		ND

		WY

		CO

		OR

		WA

		ID

		CA





MetaData

		Data contained within this Excel workbook are for U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service use only

		Draft and predecisional

		The FWS evaluation information provided in this file is deliberative, pre-decisional, and not for distribution.

		The purpose of the worksheet is to consolidate information for State, local and other Federal (non-BLM, non-USFS, non-NRCS) conservation planning efforts. 

		The worksheet guides Service biologists to provide information about these types of plans. 





Data Dictionary

		Plan Type		Plan Status 		Regulatory Question 		Potential Threats		Effectiveness Criteria 

Lief Wiechman: Lief Wiechman:
I don't know… but could information from the 2010 finding (Factor D) describe some of the 'inadequate' measures identified for updating?		Threat Regulatory Specific 		YES NO NA		BLM USFS Responsible Agencies

		BLM Federal Land Use Plan 		Yes, But it has not been implemented 		Yes, the Plan has conservation components that are legally binding and enforceable. 		Agricultural Conversion		Yes - supported by documentation provided by partner/proponent (Cite document and relevant section/pages)		Yes, the conservation component(s) addressing this threat are legally binding and enforceable. 		Yes		BLM only

		County Government Plan		Yes, And the Plan is being implemented 		No, the Plan does not have conservation components that are legally binding and enforeceable. 		Fire		Yes - well supported in the peer-reviewed literature and/or in reports/gray literature(Cite one or two references supporting conclusion)		No, the conservation component(s) addresing this threat are NOT legally binding and enforeceable. 		No		USFS only

		Local Government Plan		Yes - other (Narrative explanation in text box)		Mix, the Plan has both regulatory and non-regulatory components 		Infrastructure		Yes - other  (Narrative explanation in text box)		Other - provide narrative in effectiveness narrative.		NA - Not Applicable 		BLM and USFS

		Other Regulatory Mechanisms, Plans, Policies		No, The Plan is incomplete, but revisions are underway				Noxious Weeds / Annual Grasses		No - Plan untested or not known to be effective		The plan does not address this threat. 				Other 

		State Conservation Plan		No, The Plan is incomplete and no revisions are underway or planned				Urbanization		No - effectiveness info provided is absent or inadequate

		Tribal Conservation Plan		No - Other (Narrative explanation in text box) 				Conifer Encroachment		No - threat not present for MZ specified

		USFS Federal Land Use Plan						Free Roaming Equids		No - plan does not meet stated objective

		Non-regulatory Conservation Strategy						Isolated / Small Population Size		No - does not provide a conservation benefit to the species (Explain conclusion ; 1-2 sentences)

		Wildfire Pre-Suppression Planning Efforts 		Complete				Recreation 		No - other (Narrative explanation in text box)

				Incomplete - Provide Narrative. 				Energy Development 		NA - Not Applicable - The plan was not designed to address this threat. 

				Other - Provide Narrative 				Grazing / Range Management 

								Mining 

								Sagebrush Elimination 

								Other  (Provide description in how narrative)
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figured that you would have some standard language for the others that you could
drop in for this one.  I'm in most of the day tomorrow and it maybe easiest to
discuss over the phone...

Thanks!
Jason

-- 
Jason Pyron
Sage-Grouse Coordinator - Candidate Conservation
Idaho Fish & Wildlife Office
1387 S Vinnell Way, Room 368
Boise, Idaho  83709
Office (208-685-6958), Fax (208-378-5262)
jason_pyron@fws.gov

-- 
Jason Pyron
Sage-Grouse Coordinator - Candidate Conservation
Idaho Fish & Wildlife Office
1387 S Vinnell Way, Room 368
Boise, Idaho  83709
Office (208-685-6958), Fax (208-378-5262)
jason_pyron@fws.gov

-- 
Dennis Mackey
Deputy State Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Boise, Idaho  
Office: 208-378-5267
Cell: 208-860-1970 

mailto:jason_pyron@fws.gov
mailto:jason_pyron@fws.gov

