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Hi everyone - 

Just in case you've forgotten the other sage-grouse assignment the Fabulous Ron
and Mary are here to help.  As you recall our next assignment is to look at buffers. 
The assignment is to look at the buffers outlined in the USGS buffer report (just
released) and compare those with the BLM/FS planning documents.  The two
questions to be answered are:

1.  Are the buffers in the planning documents consistent with the recommendations
in the USGS buffer report?
2.  If the buffers are not consistent, are there other measures that provide the same
conservation benefit (such as TLS, density limits, etc.).

Ron came up with this table, Mary enhanced it and I think it's a simple and elegant
way to address this assignment.  So please use this as a template for our next
assignment (due date not yet assigned, but soon).  For those of you on the GB side
you can use the table Ron and Mary have filled in for NV/CA.  I have modified the
table for those of you on the RM side but encourage you to look at the GB table to
get a feel for how to fill it out.

Thanks to Ron and Mary for pulling this together!  (digging around for my gold stars
- I know they are here somewhere....).

pat
----------

-
-- 
Pat Deibert, PhD
Certified Wildlife Biologist® 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5353 Yellowstone Road, Suite 308A
Cheyenne, WY  82009
307-772-2374, ext. 226

got leks?
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		[bookmark: _GoBack]USGS CATAGORY

		LITERATURE RANGE

		INTERPRETED RANGE

		NV-CA

		OR

		ID

		UT



		SURFACE DISTURBANCE



		2.00 – 12.4 miles

		3.00 – 5.00 miles

		4.00 miles (1 mile for range structures from meadows, seeps, springs)

		

		

		



		LINEAR FEATURES

(roads)

		0.25 – 11.2 miles

		3.10 – 5.00 miles

		(No new roads in PHMA & GHMA except for public safety, administrative needs or existing rights; no new major utility corridors)

		

		

		



		ENERGY DEVELOPMENT

(facilities, wells, wind turbines*)

		2.00 – 12.4 miles

		3.10 – 5.00 miles

		(No new wind, solar, compressor stations in PHMA and GHMA)

		

		

		



		TALL STRUCTURES

(wind turbines, cell towers, telephone & electrical lines and towers, light poles)

		0.60 – 11.2 miles

		2.00 – 5.00 miles

		3.00 miles (retrofit existing tall structures with anti-perching devices within 4 miles)

		

		

		



		LOW STRUCTURES

(fences)

		0.12 – 3.20 miles

		1.20 – 3.20 miles

		1.25 miles

		

		

		



		ACTIVITIES

(noise)

		0.12 – 3.00 miles

		0.12 – 3.00 miles

		<= 10 dB above ambient at lek boundary

		

		

		





Great Basin Region - Comparison of Plan Lek Buffers to USGS Recommended Buffers



* wind turbines discussed primarily in tall structures



		

		Meets or exceeds USGS recommendation



		

		Probably meets USGS recommendation, but a different scale is used 



		

		Does not meet USGS recommendation




















		USGS CATAGORY

		LITERATURE RANGE

		INTERPRETED RANGE

		ND/SD

		MT

		CO

		WY



		SURFACE DISTURBANCE



		2.00 – 12.4 miles

		3.00 – 5.00 miles

		 

		

		

		



		LINEAR FEATURES

(roads)

		0.25 – 11.2 miles

		3.10 – 5.00 miles

		 

		

		

		



		ENERGY DEVELOPMENT

(facilities, wells, wind turbines*)

		2.00 – 12.4 miles

		3.10 – 5.00 miles

		

		

		

		



		TALL STRUCTURES

(wind turbines, cell towers, telephone & electrical lines and towers, light poles)

		0.60 – 11.2 miles

		2.00 – 5.00 miles

		

		

		

		



		LOW STRUCTURES

(fences)

		0.12 – 3.20 miles

		1.20 – 3.20 miles

		

		

		

		



		ACTIVITIES

(noise)

		0.12 – 3.00 miles

		0.12 – 3.00 miles

		

		

		

		





[bookmark: _GoBack]Rocky Mountain Region - Comparison of Plan Lek Buffers to USGS Recommended Buffers



* wind turbines discussed primarily in tall structures



		

		Meets or exceeds USGS recommendation



		

		Probably meets USGS recommendation, but a different scale is used 



		

		Does not meet USGS recommendation














