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Preliminary data from the Bodie Hills pronghorn project (CDFW
unpublished data) indicate that pronghorn selected for low
sagebrush and big sagebrush shrublands and avoided pinyon-
juniper forest. However, pronghorn migrated through a rather
dense 6 km wide PJ forest belt that separated lower elevation
winter and upper elevation summer range habitat
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Bi-State Distinct Population
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What we learned yesterday

There is more pinyon
now than historically

Pinyon changes
understory

Woodlands vs.
Expansion

Sage-grouse require
healthy sagebrush
systems

Sage-grouse avoid
pinyon

General Habitat Use Periods

Use periods may vary based on elevation, location,
and annual weather conditions
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How do we address the loss of habitat from Conifer
Expansion in the Bi-State?

e Completed to date:
Approximately 20,000
acres
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Bi-State Action Plan
e 2012 Action Plan:

BI-STATE ACTION PLAN

“roadmap to R
conservation” FWS A

March 15, 2012

— Best available
science

— Based on a long
history of
conservation, not
just a response to
potential listing

— Collaborative
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Conservation Planning Tool (CPT)

¢ Phase | Conifer

e Good understory

e 0.5 miles from lek
Lek — 1 Ranks Highest Priority

Inputs:

e Habitat characteristics
good for grouse

e Distance to lek

e Thousands of grouse

telemetry locations *  True woodland
e Little understory

e Closetoalek
Ranks low: Not treated

Output:

Ranking for a piece
of ground as it
relates to grouse
and then a relative
rank of how good it

| Y 2 L

would be if trees «  Phase | Conifer

Were removed. b GOOdiunderStory
e 2.5 miles from alek

Ranks Moderate Priority
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Potential
Conifer
Treatment
Areas
[ PineNuts ~ [RONGE
| Mt.Grant  [NyPRy
25,903
18,403
26,094
120

Not Pinyon-Juniper 2,058,146
Pinyon-Juniper Cover 1,501,893
Class 1 (1-10% Pinyon-

Juniper Cover)

Pinyon-Juniper Cover 526,260
Class 2 (10%-20%

Pinyon-Juniper Cover)
Pinyon-Juniper Cover 441,530
Class 3 (20%-30%

Pinyon-Juniper Cover)

All Pinyon-Juniper in 2,469,683

Bi-State

Percent

age

45%

33%

12%

10%

55%



Bi-State Sage-grouse Management
#  Bird Locations - Telemetry Data (2004-201%
] Proposed Crtical Habiat
Land Ownership
L =
© Bureau of Land Management State
Bureau of Reclsmation | PivalsOher
US Forest Servics




° ’Go to the field and assess

— Age trees, look at
understory v i

g Incorpora,tg__atbgt giSources
= Wl|d|lfe 2 ;L’;“ s e
= Plants
e Cultural

o Determine S|te speC|f|c
treatmént type

- Lop pland scatter |
£7.Cut, pile and b%m
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Project Prioritization

e USDA/BLM committed to completing projects with the
highest priority for grouse first

e Use science based approach (CPT) as a guide for
prioritization

e Refine priorities with local knowledge and incorporate
benefits or reduce impacts to other resources

e Adapt as we learn more
 Not targeting old growth or true woodland sites

e Overall a small percentage of existing conifer would be
removed
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Trees per age category9 years after cut

18

16
16 15

14

12

10

number of trees

Number of Trees

10-19 20-29 30-39 40-19 3 ,:J oA
Age of Trees 5
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Is it a never ending process?




You will make
mistakes...but learn
from them
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