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Introduction

A Our problems are getting bigger, e.g., carbon

A Technological interventions are getting bigger,
e.g., massive renewable energy and
transmission development

A Our conservation assessment and interventior
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Introduction

This session will:
A first present & discuss some large initiatives

A Second will present & discuss some approaches,
the technical, scientific, and structural backbones

A For discussion, questions will be presented to the
panelists but the audience is encouraged to ask
your own.

A Questions for individual speakers can be
addressed during the discussion session but are
encouraged for after session follow up if highly
specific to that presentation




Jeff Parrish

Freedom to Roam




Bruce BeardDoD

SERPAS and WRP




Kurt Menke

WildlandsNetwork: Continental
Scale Conservation in Eastern an
Western North America
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A Wildlands Project warmed in 1991by
conservation biologists and conservation
advocates

A Drawing fromisland Biogeographthey
recognized that protected areas were too few
and too isolated to support a full range of
biodiversity and that fragmented habitat is a
recipe for extinction
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A From this emerged eontinental visionto
protect and restore the ecological integrity of
North America

A Maintenance and restoration déndscape
connectivity¢ at many scaleg has emerged
as core strategy

NETWORK

RECONNECTING NATURE IN NORTH AMERICA



A A decade ago, Wildlands Network first
identified four majorcontinental wildwaysc a
jumping off point

A Conservation biologists believed these
wildways must b&econnected, restored and
protectedif wild nature in North America was
to survive into the distant future.
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The basic building block used to begin the protection of
Wildways is a mapping process we call a Wildlands Network
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principles:

1. Establish planning boundarigsased on ecological features

2. Compile existing datan biological resources and identify those that ar
most representative of biodiversity

3. Set clear biodiversity conservation goadsd carry out explicit and
objective modeling and other analyses in support of those goals

4. Evaluatethe degree to which conservation goals are currently being m
In existing areas andentify new areasneeded to meet those goals

5. Involve a broad array of stakeholdera design and implementation
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Wildlands Network Design
Existiog Protected Areas
o8 coe
Proposed Protected Areas
: Study Area

Linkage

by

'_\— WILDLANDS
DAIEZ NETWO
www.wildlandsnetwork.org

Copyright © 2009~




New MeXICOo Highlanc

SITEarxan

Analysis

1. Focal Species
A Highly interactive
A High ecological

Importance

2. Representation of
Vegetation Types
A Coarse filter

3. Special Elements

A Rare

species/ecosystems

Ve

A Fine filter
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» M ocal Species

Crlzaly Bear Cores
Elk Winter Ranga Cores

Elk Winter Range Minimum Patches

Elk Summer Range Cores

Elk Summer Range Minimum Patches
Beaver Habitat (with 200m buffer)

Bighom Sheep Minimum Patches
Highom Sheep Stepping Stones
Northern Black Bear Cores
Southern Black Bear Cores

Black Bear Minimum Patches

Representation of Vegetation Types

Barren

Basin/Playa

Broadieaf Evergreen Interior Chaparral
Chihuahuan Broadleal Deciduous Desert Scrub

Chihushuan Broadleal Evergreen Desert Scrub

Chihushuan Desert Scrub

Chihuabuan Foothil.piedmont Desert Crassland
Chihuahuan Lowland/Swale Desert Grasstand

Craminoid Wetlands

Great Basin Broadleal Deciduous Desert Scrub
Great Basin Foothill-Piedmont Grassland
Creat Basin Lowland/Swate Grassiand

GCreat Basin Microphyllous Desert Scrub
Madresn Closed Conifer Woodland

Madrean Lower Montane Conifer Forest

Madrean Open Oak Woodland
Mid-grass Prairie
PMains-mesa Broadleal Sand-scrub

Special Elements

Roadless Areas

G1 Species

G2 Species

S1 Species

important Bird Areas - Accepted
Important Bird Areas - Proposed

Old-growth Forest (with a S500m buifer)

Table 7.1 Target Goals for SITES Inputs

Goal (%)

10
25
15
15
15
15
15

100

Focal Species

Black Bear Stepping Stones
Northem Mountain Lion Cores
Southern Mountain Lion Cores
Mauntain Lion Minimum Pstches
Mountain Lion Stepping Stanes
American Marten Cores

American Marten Minimum Patches
American Marten Stepping Stones
Wolf Cores

Wolf Minimum Patches

Wolf Stepping Stones

Representation of Vegetation Types

Riverine/Lacustrine

Rocky Mountain Alpine Forb Tundra

Rocky Mountain Alpine Graminoid Tundra

Rocky Mountain Lower Mantane Conlfer Forest

Rocky Mountain Montane Deciduous Scrub

Rocky Mountaln Montane Forested/Shrub Wetfands
Rocky Mountain Montane Scrub And Interior Chaparral
Rocky Mountain Subalpine And Montane Grassland
Rocky Mountain Upper Montane Conifer Forest

Rocky Mountain/Great Basin Closed Conlfer Woodland
Rocky Mountain/Great Basin Open Coniter Woodland
Rock Outcrop

Short Grass Steppe

Southwest And Plains Forested/shvub Wetlands
Subalpine Broadieaf Forest

Subaipine Conifer Forest

Tall Grass Prairie

Upper Montane Open Conifer Woodland
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INEW IVIEXICO HIghnianc

VWildiands Network
Design

New Mexico Highlands Wildlands Nerwork Design

Final Map

Composition
1. Cores
2. Compatible Use
Areas
3. Corridors
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VWildiands Network
Design

Priority Barriers
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Collect data across the Spine of the Continent Wildway

I Protected areas
I Priority Conservation Areas
I Wildlife Linkages

i/ fAYLFGS / KFEy3S REFEGEXLIRGSYGALt &L

I Protections in Progress
Looking for implementation GAPS
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Protected Areas
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Multiple Species 2090 Projected Ranges
Protections in Progress (8,113,731 ac)
Protected Areas (116,243,984 ac)
Prionity Conservation Areas

Wildiife Linkages

Spine of the Continent (692,133,898 ac)
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Questions?

Kurt Menke Kim Vicariu

Birddos Eye View GI S Wildlands Network
kurt@BirdsEyeViewGIS.com kim@wildlandsnetwork.orqg
www.BirdsEyeViewGIS.com www.wildlandsnetwork.org

BIRD'S EYE VIEW GIS


http://www.birdseyeviewgis.com/
http://www.birdseyeviewgis.com/
http://www.birdseyeviewgis.com/
mailto:kim@wildlandsnetwork.org
http://www.wildlandsnetwork.org/

Discussion One

1.

W
ro

W

nat does It take to get an initiative
ling?

nat are the roles and appropriate/

necessary players?
What does it take to keep it going?

What Is the role of science and when does |
come In?

What are the next big problems your
Initiatives see on the horizon?



Break



Jon Oetting, FNAI

Update on Statewide Conservatior
Planning Efforts in Florida




Jon Oetting
Florida Natural/Areas o«
Inventory) ry

Gary Knight



Critical-Lands and\/\Vaters
ldentification Project(CLIP)

A Statewide natural resource spatial database
A Prioritizes Biodiversity, Landscapes; | & Water

: Ideatifies Florida’s “Green Inf:astruciuve”:
ecosystem function, biodiversity, and the
health of human communities are linked.

A Not a conservation plan I no actions

A Decision support I helps identify tradeoffs

Gary Knight
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200067 Century Commission asked: - <=«
or CLIP" =

2006 712008 - CLIP:Database version 1.0 =«
development; coordination -
with FWC Cooperative
Conservation Blueprint

2008 - 2009: CLIP priorities complete;
Gather feedback on CLIP;

focus on Blueprint

2009 1 present: Began CLIP version:-2:0
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REesource-Categories & Core PData-1 » =~
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L. StrategiC Hanitat Conservation Areas ;1 .\ -~ -
2. Blodiversity HOtspots: - 1+~
5. Rare-Species nabitat Conservation PHOrMUes - - /1=
4. Under -Protected Natural Communities = -

1. Ecological Greenways
2. Landscape Integrity

Surface Water

1. Significant Surface Waters

2. Natural Floodplain
3.. Wetlands




Combined Model

Biodiversity

3

Landscape

1

Surface Water

4&

Ground Water

A

Marine

A

Strategic Habitat
Conservation Areas

Florida Ecological
Greenways Network

Significant
Surface Waters

Surficial Aquifer
Vulnerability

Shoreline
Complexity Index

Under-Protected
Natural Communities

Landscape Integrity

Natural Floodplain

Floridan Aquifer
Vulnerability

Hard Bottom/
Coral Habitat

Biodiversity
Hotspots

Rare Species Habitat
Conservation Priorities

Wetlands

Intermediate Aquifer
Vulnerability

Seagrass Habitat

Figure 16. There are 15 core data layers that are organized into 5 resource categories: Biodiversity, Surface Water,Mandscap
and Groundwater. Then, the aggregated CLIP Priorities are selected using a combinatiorbafedeslections and overlap

between core data layers in the Biodiversity, Surface Water, and Landscape categories. In the CLIP Database Versitanade0, the
DQG *URXQGzZDWHU UHVRXUFH FDWHJRULHY DQG FRUH GDWD DUH FRQ¥Wb&HUH
integrated with the other resource categories in future iterations of CLIP.



