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Disclaimer
The proposed framework proactively seeks and documents the best available scientific information
regarding the concentration and spatial extent of potential threats to the Greater sage-grouse. The
framework does not preemptively evaluate any of the collected information using the Service’'s SPR
policy, or any other Federal policies or regulations. The proposed framework does not determine the
status of any portions of the Greater sage-grouse’s range, nor does it evaluate the potential
significance of any portions within the range. However, the information collected by the framework
would be readily available throughout the status review process and could be used at a later time, if
needed, to evaluate significant portions of the Greater sage-grouse’s range under the Service's SPR
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policy. Because information regarding potential threats and their concentrations will be useful
throughout the status review, this information will also be used to inform other aspects of our analysis.
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The Framework

Potential threats to the Greater sage-grouse may occur range-wide, or they may be localized, isolated,
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e Phase 2 - Refine: During the early phases of the status review (e.g., data call and collection),
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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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