Comment [GMS1]: Is this a draft framewor(™
/{ Comment [Craig2]: Initially it was a propog” .
/ | Deleted: proposed ]

DRAFT, PREDECISIONAL DELIBERATIVE, INTERNAL WORKING DOCUMENT — NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION
LAST UPDATED: 1/22/2016 2:34:00 PM

Deleted: , or “hotspots,” ]
Deleted: }
Comment [GMS3]: | don't understand why[ﬂ
Comment [Craig4]: Sentence 1: See Bene[ﬂ
/’{ Comment [Craig5]: Fine. But Somewhat ﬁ
/[ Deleted: variability ]
Deleted: the following ...his framework bullﬁ
‘/ | [ comment [Craig6]: SUGGEST REJECT: | __|
“/ ‘,r‘ /{Comment [Craig7]: REJECT DELETION: ﬁ
1]/ | Deleted: ]
i /{ Deleted: “hotspots” ]
/{Comment [Craig8]: REJECT: It does morﬁ

Aﬂramework for identifying, documenting, and mapping
concentrations_of potential threats to the Greater sage-grouse
(Centrocercus urophasianus) during the 2015 status review

Drafted by the Potential Threats Concentration Team - July 11, 2014

Purpose
This document provides a framework to identify, document, and map concentrations of potential threats
to the Greater sage-grouse during the 2015 status review. Our previous status review identified that
potential threats may operate equally across the entire range of the Greater sage-grouse, or they may
be concentrated within specific geographic areas. Due to this uncertainty, this framework will be used
to identify, refine, and map geographic “areas of interest” where [potentialthreats to the Greater sage-
grouse may be concentrated. By identifying concentrations of potential threats to the Greater sage-
grouse, the framework collects, organizes, and creates
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Potential threats to the Greater sage-grouse may occur range-wide, or they may be localized, isolated,
or concentrated within a particular area. This framework will be used to identify, document, and map
concentrations of threats to the Greater sage-grouse for the status review. The framework is one
component of the status review process, linking efforts from the multiple status review teams (e.g., Data
Call, DPS, GIS, and Modeling) to ensure that differences in the magnitude, scope, and geographic
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The first step is to compile and maps available data regarding threat concentrations from the existing
literature, status reviews, and reports, such as the Conservation Objectives Team (COT) final report
(February 2013). These early maps of threat concentrations will inform and help direct the modeling
efforts. The framework will then be used by the modeling and data call teams to further investigate,
refine, and map the spatial distribution of threats. Through a feedback loop, the framework will be used
to identify data needs regarding threats concentrations, and will be used by other teams to improve the
resolution of both the spatial data and models at appropriate scales. Finally, by visually illustrating
gradients of threats, the concentration Imaps generated through this process will provide spatial threat
information for use in the status review.
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Phase 1: First Product

The threats concentration team reviewed the existing literature, the March 23, 2010, finding, the COT
Report (2013), and other sources of information to compile already available, well-documented

information regarding concentrations of threats. /[ Deleted: potential

Table 1 summarizes information and available maps regarding the concentration of threats to the /[ Deleted: potential

Greater sage-grouse from the COT Report (2013) and the Near-Term Greater-Sage Grouse
Conservation Action Plan (COT Team 2012). The USGS’ Summary of Science open-file report (Manier

et al. 2013) provides additional detail and resolution regarding the spatial distribution and concentration /[Deleted: will
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Table 1. Potential threats and potential concentrations as documented in COT Report (2013) and the Conservation
Action Plan (COT Team 2012).
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