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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Haliaeetus leucocephalus  
[Bald Eagle] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Jeff Jewkes, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/8/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

 
No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No__X_ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern ___X___ 
 

Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) indicates that there are 
minimal threats/risks to the species or its habitat in the plan area.  

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species:  Haliaeetus leucocephalus  [Bald Eagle]        
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – ‘Wildlife Species of Concern’ (UDNR 2015) 
CO – ‘State Threatened’ (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT- S2 (NatureServe 2015) 
CO – S1B, S3N (NatureServe 2015) 
 
UT - Species of Greatest Conservation Need (WAP 2015) 
CO - “Tier 2” priority and ‘SC’, “special concern” (SWAP 2015). 

USDA Forest 
Service 

This species is currently listed as a Sensitive Species for the Manti-La Sal 
National Forest and three adjoining National Forests; the Fish Lake, 
Ashley, and Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forests (USFS 2013).  
 

USDI FWS Delisted in 2007. 
Other Navajo Nation’s Threatened and Endangered Species List:  Group 2, 

“Species or subspecies whose prospects of survival or recruitment are in 
jeopardy” (NNDFW 2008). 
 
This species is protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act. 

 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes__X__   No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  Haliaeetus leucocephalus  [Bald Eagle] 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

0 
breeding 

pairs 

(UDNR 2003, Boschen 1997, 
UDWR 2015) 

Year Last Observed N/A  
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes____     No__X_ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   

Yes_ __     No_ X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation, 
 

Not as a breeding population.  No documented breeding has occurred in 
the planning area.  3 – 5 perch/nesting structures were constructed by 
the Manti-La Sal NF on the shoreline of Joe’s Valley Reservoir in 1991.  
Based upon all my years working on the Manti-La Sal National Forest, no 
bald eagles have ever documented using these structures; however, they 
have been actively used by osprey (J. Jewkes, pers. comm. 2016).   

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area 
 
Bald eagles are winter migrants within the plan area.  Utah hosts one of the 
largest state populations of wintering bald eagles, with twenty-five to thirty 
percent of western eagles spending the winter in Utah, indicating the 
significance of Utah's winter habitat.  The highest numbers of bald eagles in 
Utah occur in January and February, and most begin heading north again in 
March (Parrish and Walters 2009).  This species is exceptionally rare as a 
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breeding species in Utah (UDNR 2003). There has been no documented 
nesting within the planning area; however, the plan area receives limited use 
during the late fall/early winter.   After reservoirs have frozen over, bald 
eagles transition to the lower elevation cottonwood galleries/river corridors 
near the plan area boundary moving out of the plan area.  Most occurrences 
are on these lower elevational sites.  Currently, eleven bald eagle pairs are 
known to nest in widely scattered locations throughout Utah (Parrish and 
Walters 2009).  There has been successful nesting in the Castle Dale area, 
approximately 7 – 8 miles from the plan area.    
 
Graph 1. Bald Eagle Breeding Pairs 1963 – 2006; Lower 48 States (USDI 2015).  

 

Between the early 1980's and 2000, most States conducted annual bald eagle 
surveys. Since then, many states recognized that annual surveys were no 
longer necessary. That is why you will not see annual data after 2000 (USDI 
2015).  

b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
Overall threats or risks to bald eagles include:  shooting/trapping, pesticides, 
ingestion of plastics or lead, collisions, and electrocutions (NatureServe 2015, 
Buehler 2000).  Overall threats to the habitat include: loss of roosting/perch 
habitat near shorelines and along cottonwood galleries (UDNR 2003, Buehler 
2000).  
 
Specific threats to bald eagles in or near the planning area would be 
shooting, ingestion of lead, collisions, and electrocutions.  Specific habitat 
threats or risks within the planning area would be the loss of cottonwoods 
along stream or river corridors.   
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Climate change is not considered a substantial risk for bald eagles in Arizona 
which is similar to Utah, in that it mainly supports wintering eagles; although, 
Arizona does have more breeding pairs than Utah (Bagne and Finch 2013).   
Climate change may impact bald eagles with warmer temperatures projected 
with greater warming in winter than in other seasons resulting in changes 
likely occuring sooner on wintering grounds than in areas where eagles only 
occur in summer (Bagne and Finch 2013). The most likely impact would occur 
with reservoir levels declining due to increasing droughts impacting wintering 
eagles in the southwest (Bagne and Finch 2013).  Populations of bald eagles 
in Arizona were found to be only somewhat more vulnerable with climate 
change projections (Bagne and Finch 2013).   
 

c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 
for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation 
Bald eagle populations in the contiguous lower 48 states have shown 
steady increase in breeding pairs 1963 (USDI 2015), Utah hosts one of 
the largest wintering populations of bald eagles and there are minimal 
threats area currently identified within the forest plan area.    
 

4. Range Maps 
 

 
Map 1. Bald Eagle distribution map (NatureServe 2015). 
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Map 2. Number of Bald Eagle breeding pairs in 48 contiguous United States; 1963 data 
from National Audubon Society count; more recent data compiled from state surveys by 
J. Millar, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USDI 2007). 

5. Literature Cited 

Bagne, Karen E.; Finch, Deborah M. 2013. Vulnerability of species to climate change in the 
Southwest: threatened, endangered, and at-risk species at Fort Huachuca, Arizona. Gen. 
Tech. Rep. RMRS-GTR-302. Fort Collins, CO: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest 
Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station. Pages 10-11, 14, 75-79. 
 
Boschen, N. 1997.  Bald Eagles in Southeast Utah:  1997 Nesting Season. 
 
Buehler, D. A. 2000. Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). In The Birds of North America, 
No. 564 (A. Poole and F. Gill, Eds.). The Birds of North America Online, Ithaca, New York. 
NatureServe. 2015. NatureServe Explorer: An online encyclopedia of life [web 
application]. Version 7.1. NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. Available 
http://explorer.natureserve.org. (Accessed: May 23, 2016). 
 
Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP). 2015. Tracked Bird 
Species. http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/birds.asp. 
 
Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP). 2015. Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan: A 
plan for conserving wildlife in Colorado. Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Denver, CO. 865 
pgs. http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx 
 
Jewkes, J. 2016. Personal communication via telephone, June 1, 2016. Tiffany Cummins, 
MLNF. 
 
 
  

http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/506/?__hstc=75100365.93c3254d8d3f2bdc143b4a07a198e32f.1461966342132.1461966342132.1461966342132.1&__hssc=75100365.1.1461966342132&__hsfp=1078830981
http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/birds.asp
http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx
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NatureServe 2015. NatureServe Explorer: An online encyclopedia of life [web 
application]. Version 7.1. NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. Available 
at http://explorer.natureserve.org   
 
Parrish, J. and B. Walters (Eds.) 2009. Bald Eagle (Halaieetus leucocephalus). Utah Division 
of Wildlife Resources, Wildlife Notebook Series No. 3. Project WILD, Utah Division of 
Wildlife Resources, 1594 West North Temple, Salt Lake City, UT 84116. 
 
Navajo Nations Department of Fish and Wildlife (NNDFW). 2008. Navajo endangered 
species list; resource committee resolution. http://nndfw.org/nnhp/nnhp_nesl.pdf 
 
Utah Department of Natural Resources (UDNR). Division of Wildlife Resources. 2015. 
Utah Sensitive Species List. 
 
_______________________________________; Bosworth III, William R.; Division of 
Wildlife Resources; and Utah Natural Heritage Program. 2003.  "Vertebrate Information 
Compiled by the Utah Natural Heritage Program: A Progress Report”. All U.S. 
Government Documents (Utah Regional Depository). Paper 411. 
 
Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR). 2015.  Utah Division of Wildlife Resources 
raptor data. 
 
Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Joint Team. 2015. Utah Wildlife Action Plan: A plan for 
managing native wildlife species and their habitats to prevent listing under the 
Endangered Species Act. Draft version 2.0. DWR Publication No. 15-14. Utah Division of 
Wildlife Resources, Salt Lake City, UT. 400 
pgs. http://wildlife.utah.gov/wap/wap2015draft2.pdf  
 
U.S. Forest Service (USFS). 2013. Proposed, Endangered, Threatened and Sensitive 
Species List, R4. Known / Suspected Distribution by Forest. 
 
U.S. Department of the Interior (USDI). U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 2015.  Graph of 
Estimated Pairs of Bald Eagles in the Lower 48 States from 1963 – 2006.   
 
________________________________. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2007.  Map of 
Estimated Number of Bald Eagle Breeding Pairs by State.   

http://explorer.natureserve.org/
http://nndfw.org/nnhp/nnhp_nesl.pdf
http://wildlife.utah.gov/wap/wap2015draft2.pdf
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Setophaga graciae  
[Grace’s warbler] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: B. Smith, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/14/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern _X__ 

 
 
Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) shows that the species is 
regularly found in suitable habitat in the plan area. Current management of ponderosa 
pine in the plan area is compatible with habitat requirements of the species so there is 
not substantial concern for its persistence in the plan area.  
 
Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species: __Grace’s warbler_____________ 

 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5/N5B (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT - Not listed (UDNR 2003). 
CO – Not listed (CNHP 2015). 

State List 
Status 

UT – S2/S3B (NatureServe 2015) 
CO – S3B (NatureServe 2015) 
 
UT - Not in Utah’s Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 
CO - Tier II species in the Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not on the Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) list (USFWS 2008) for 
BCR 16 

Other IUCN Red List Category – LC Least concern (IUCN 2007) 
 
 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes_X__     No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  _Grace’s Warbler_____________ 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

164 BCOR 2016,  
District point-counts and District 
observations (MLNF 2014),  
BBS (Sauer et al. 2014) 

Year Last Observed 2015 Pollock and Carlisle 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes_X__     No___ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area. 

 
This migratory bird species is common in appropriate habitat of montane 
pine (ponderosa pine on the MLNF) and pine-oak forest in the plan area 
(Stacier and Guzy 2002, Parrish et al 2002).  
 
There is no population trend data specific to the Manti-La Sal NF, but regional 
trend over the last 20 years may be downward (Sauer et al 2014).  However, 
this data must be used with caution due to the small sample size for the 
species. Parrish et al (2002) indicates an ‘Apparently Stable or Trend 
Unknown’ for the species throughout all of Utah.  
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b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
The Partners In Flight Landbird Conservation Plan (Rosenberg et al 2016) 
includes Grace’s warbler as a Watch List species due to population declines 
and moderate to high threats, including a moderate threat to breeding 
habitat. Timber harvest with complete removal of pines is historically the 
greatest threat, and habitat alteration and fragmentation remain the main 
concern (Stacier and Guzy 2002).  
 
In more recent years, forests managed to restore natural densities and 
structure have the highest breeding densities of this pine-specialist 
(NatureServe 2015). Wildfire, urbanization and conversion to crop land (an 
issue in Mexico) are also potential threats. While there may be broad-scale 
effects from climate change such as increased temperatures and summer 
drought stress and increased areas burned, ponderosa pine habitats are 
expected to persist due to their drought and fire tolerance (IAP 2016).  

 
c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 

for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No__X_ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 

Grace’s warbler is regularly found in suitable habitat in the plan area, 
including managed ponderosa pine stands, indicating a secure population 
(MLNF 2014, B. Smith pers. obs. 2016). Current management of 
ponderosa pine in the plan area is compatible with habitat requirements 
of the species so there is not substantial concern for its persistence in the 
plan area. 
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4. Range Map 

 
Map 1. Range map for Grace’s warbler (Setophaga graciae), breeding and non-
breeding ranges (NatureServe 2015). 

5. Literature Cited 
 
Bird Conservancy of the Rockies (BCOR). 2016. The Rocky Mountain Avian Data Center 
(RMADC) [web application]. Brighton, CO.  http://adc.rmbo.org.  (Accessed: May 16, 
2016). Compiles IMBO and RMBO data from Manti-La Sal National Forest surveys.  
  
Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP). 2015. Tracked Bird 
Species. http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/birds.asp. 
 
Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP). 2015. Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan: A 
plan for conserving wildlife in Colorado. Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Denver, CO. 865 
pgs. http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx 
 
Intermountain Adaptation Partners (IAP). 2016. DRAFT Vulnerability Assessment 
Summary. 116 pgs. http://adaptationpartners.org/iap/ 
 
Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF). 2014. Bird point count data and wildlife 
observations – Grace’s warbler.  MLNF, Moab District.  

http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/birds.asp
http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx
http://adaptationpartners.org/iap/
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NatureServe. 2015. NatureServe Explorer: An online encyclopedia of life [web 
application]. Version 7.1. NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. Available 
http://explorer.natureserve.org. (Accessed: May 10, 2016). 
 
Parrish, J. R., F. P. Howe and R. E. Norvell. 2002. Utah Partners in Flight Avian 
Conservation Strategy Version 2.0. Utah Partners in Flight Program, Utah Division of 
Wildlife Resources, 1594 West North Temple, Salt Lake City, UT 84116, UDWR 
Publication Number 02-27. i–xiv + 302 pp. 
 
Pollock, J. and J. Carlisle. 2015. Integrated monitoring in bird conservation regions 
(IMBCR) in Utah. 2015 field season summary for transects funded by the USFS Manti-La 
Sal national Forest. In Conjunction with the Intermountain Bird Observatory (IMBO), 
Boise, Idaho. 
 
Sauer, J. R., J. E. Hines, J. E. Fallon, K. L. Pardieck, D. J. Ziolkowski, Jr., and W. A. Link. 
2014. The North American Breeding Bird Survey (BBS), Results and Analysis 1966 - 2013. 
Version 01.30.2015. USGS Patuxent Wildlife Research Center, Laurel, MD. Available 
at http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/bbs/bbs.html (Accessed: May 10, 2016). 
 
Smith, B. 2016. Personal observations by Wildlife Biologist over 16 years on the MLNF, 
Moab/Monticello District.  
 
Stacier, Cynthia A. and Michael J. Guzy. 2002. Grace's Warbler (Setophaga graciae), The 
Birds of North America Online (A. Poole, Ed.). Ithaca: Cornell Lab of Ornithology; 
Retrieved from the Birds of North America 
Online: http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/677 
 
International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN). 2007. The IUCN Red List of 
Threatened Species. http://www.iucnredlist.org. (Accessed: May 06, 2016). 
 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). 2008. Birds of Conservation Concern 2008. 
United States Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service, Division of Migratory 
Bird Management, Arlington, Virginia. 85 pp. [Online version available at 
<http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/>] 
 
U.S. Forest Service (USFS). 2013. Intermountain Region (R4) threatened, endangered, 
proposed and sensitive species: known / suspected distribution by Forest. 
 
Utah Department of Natural Resources (UDNR); Bosworth III, William R.; Division of 
Wildlife Resources; and Utah Natural Heritage Program. 2003.  "Vertebrate Information 

http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/bbs/bbs.html
http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/677
http://www.iucnredlist.org/
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Compiled by the Utah Natural Heritage Program: A Progress Report”. All U.S. 
Government Documents (Utah Regional Depository). Paper 411. 
 
Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Joint Team. 2015. Utah Wildlife Action Plan: A plan for 
managing native wildlife species and their habitats to prevent listing under the 
Endangered Species Act. Draft version 2.0. DWR Publication No. 15-14. Utah Division of 
Wildlife Resources, Salt Lake City, UT. 400 
pgs. http://wildlife.utah.gov/wap/wap2015draft2.pdf  
 

http://wildlife.utah.gov/wap/wap2015draft2.pdf
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Plestiodon multivirgatus  
[Many-lined Skink] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: B. Smith, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: Sept. 7, 2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No__X_ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern __X__ 

 
 
Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) indicates that there are 
minimal threats/risks to the species and its habitat in the plan area.  

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species: __many-lined skink_____________ 
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5/N5 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Not listed (UDNR 2003) 
CO – “Fully Tracked”, but not a species of concern (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT- S1 (NatureServe 2015) 
UT Species of Greatest Conservation Need (WAP 2015) 
 
CO- S4 (NatureServe 2015) 
Not included in the Colorado Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not a listed species. 
Other  

 
 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes_X__     No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  _many-lined skink_____________ 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

3+* MLNF 2012, HERP 2016 

Year Last Observed 2011 MLNF 2012 
  * 4 observations recorded in the UT Natural Heritage Database are older than 20 years 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   

 
Yes_X__     No___ 

 
1) If no, provide explanation. 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area. 

 
This species range includes South Dakota, Nebraska, southeastern Wyoming, 
northeastern and southern Colorado, southeastern Utah, Arizona, New 
Mexico and northern Texas (IUCN 2007). This species is represented by a 
large number of occurrences or subpopulations across its range (NatureServe 
2015), but has only been documented from 2 locations on the Monticello 
District, MLNF in rocky ponderosa pine/pinyon juniper/oak habitat (UNHP 
2012).  There are 4 records of this species within the planning area (1927 and 
1953) in the Utah Natural Heritage database, all on the Monticello District, 
MLNF. Although there are few records from the plan area, it is not necessarily 
rare.  There is inadequate understanding of the distribution/range of the 
species in Utah (WAP 2015). The species is secretive and undoubtedly occurs 
in sites not yet documented, but does appear to occur throughout nearly all 
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of its historical range (Hammerson 1999). The species is locally common 
where it is found (NatureServe 2015). 

 
Some localized declines have occurred, but overall the extent of occurrence, 
area of occupancy, number of locations, and population size probably are 
stable or slowly declining (NatureServe 2015). 
 

b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
Threats identified in the Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) include OHV 
motorized recreation (high), improper grazing (medium), drought (high) and 
the general lack of information on species distribution and ecology/life 
history.  While Climate change may have some impacts to habitats this 
species use, Ponderosa pine forests are drought and fire tolerant. Therefore, 
much of the functionality of this forest type may be retained under increasing 
climate stressors (IAP 2016). Strongly associated with cover (rocks, logs) and 
spending most of its life underground, this species is less vulnerable to fire 
and more resilient to the potential loss of some habitat types. The main 
threat described in NatureServe (2015) is conversion of habitats to 
agricultural uses.  
 
Within the plan area, the majority of the habitat identified for this species is 
intact (MLNF 2015) and the potential threats from OHV use and livestock 
grazing are managed to maintain required habitat components, especially 
adequate cover. 

 
c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 

for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 

Minimal threat/risk factors in large areas of habitat on the Forest, no 
conversion of habitat to agricultural use in the plan area. 
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4. Range Map 

 
Map 1. Range map for the many-lined skink (IUCN 2007). 
 
5. Literature Cited 
 
Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP). 2015. Tracked Amphibian and Reptile 
Species. http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/amphibians_reptiles.asp 
 
Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP). 2015. Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan: A 
plan for conserving wildlife in Colorado. Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Denver, CO. 865 
pgs. http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx 
 
Hammerson, G.A. 1999. Amphibians and Reptiles in Colorado 2nd edition. University 
Press of Colorado and Colorado Division of Wildlife.  
 
H.E.R.P. Herpetological Education and Research Project. 2016. San Juan County Utah 
observations of many-lined skink. www.naherp.com 
 
Intermountain Adaptation Partners (IAP). 2016. DRAFT Vulnerability Assessment 
Summary. 116 pgs. http://adaptationpartners.org/iap/ 
 
International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN). 2007. Plestiodon multivirgatus. 
The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. http://www.iucnredlist.org. (Accessed: May 
06, 2016). 

http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/amphibians_reptiles.asp
http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx
http://www.naherp.com/
http://adaptationpartners.org/iap/
http://www.iucnredlist.org/
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Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF). 2012. Wildlife observation records – many-lined 
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U.S. Forest Service (USFS). 2013. Proposed, Endangered, Threatened and Sensitive 
Species List, R4. Known / Suspected Distribution by Forest. 
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Wildlife Resources; and Utah Natural Heritage Program. 2003.  "Vertebrate Information 
Compiled by the Utah Natural Heritage Program: A Progress Report”. All U.S. 
Government Documents (Utah Regional Depository). Paper 411. 
 
Utah Natural Heritage Program (UNHP). 2012. Natural Heritage database records for 
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Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Joint Team. 2015. Utah Wildlife Action Plan: A plan for 
managing native wildlife species and their habitats to prevent listing under the 
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Danaus plexippus pop. 1 
[Monarch Butterfly] 

Forest: Manti La-Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Kevin Albrecht, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: Sept. 9, 2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No__X_ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area ___X____ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern ___X___ 
 

 
 

Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) indicates that there are 
minimal threats/risks to the species and its habitat in the plan area.  

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species: Danaus plexippus pop. 1, Monarch 
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G4 T2/3 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Not listed (UDNR 2015) 
CO – Not Listed (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT -SNR/SU (NatureServe 2015) 
UT – Not listed in the Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 
 
CO – Not Listed (NatureServe 2015) 
CO – “Danaus plexippus “is not listed as a species of concern in the 
Colorado Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2015). 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not a listed species. 
Other  

 
 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes__X     No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  Danaus plexippus pop. 1, Monarch 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

0 NRIS 

Year Last Observed 0 N/A 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes___     No_N/A 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes___     No_N/A 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 
Information about this species within the plan area is too limited to 
make a determination. 
 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area 
 
Population trend, abundance and distribution information is not available for 
this species, specifically at the forest level. 
 

b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information 

 
The factors that influence monarch population dynamics in the western U.S. 
are still not completely understood. Increasing drought frequency has been 
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hypothesized to be an important cause of decline (NatureServe2015). 
Western monarch populations may also be influenced by the loss of  
milkweed and changes in the amount and quality of overwintering sites, but 
the relative contribution of each of these factors has not been studied. Other 
potential threats to western monarchs include disease, parasitism, predation, 
and pesticide use. 
 
Simultaneous declines in native and managed pollinator populations globally, 
with highly visible decreases in honey bees, bumble bees, and monarch 
butterflies, have brought into focus the importance of pollinator 
conservation (IAP 2016). 
 
Changes in temperature and precipitation are likely to alter suitable ranges of 
native plant species and pollinators (IAP 2016). 

 
c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 

for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No X_ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation 
 

The planning unit only provides minimal summer breeding habitat (K. 
Albrecht pers. obs. 2016).  
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4. Range Map 
 

 
Map 1. Migration routes, breeding areas and overwintering areas of monarchs in North 
America (NatureServe 2015). 
 

 
Map 2. Documented locations for Milkweed and breeding Monarchs in the Western 
United States (NatureServe 2015). 
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5. Literature Cited 
 
Albrecht, A. 2016. Personal observations by Wildlife Biologist after several years on the 
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Falco peregrinus   
[Peregrine Falcon] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Jeff Jewkes, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/9/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

 
No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No__X_ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern ______ 
 

 
Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) shows that there are minimal 
threats to this species within the plan area. 

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species:  Peregrine Falcon 
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G4 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Not listed (UDNR 2015) 
CO – Species of Special Concern (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT - S3B (NatureServe 2015) 
UT – Species of Greatest Conservation Need (WAP 2015) 
 
CO – S2B (NatureServe 2015) 
CO – “Tier 2”, Species of Special Concern (SWAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

This species is currently listed as a Sensitive Species for the Manti-La Sal 
National Forest and three adjoining National Forests; the Fish Lake, 
Ashley, and Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forests (USFS 2013).  
 
As of May 2016, this species has been recommended to the Regional 
Forester as a potential species of conservation concern for the Ashley 
National Forest. 

USDI FWS BLM Sensitive Species (SWAP 2015) 
Other Navajo Nation’s Threatened and Endangered Species List:  Group 4, “ 

 Any species or subspecies for which the Navajo Nation Department of 
Fish and Wildlife NNDFW does not currently have sufficient information 
to support their being listed in G2 or G3 but has reason to consider 
them.” (NNDFW 2008). 

 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes__X__   No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation.  



Intermountain Region Species of Conservation Concern Review DRAFT Template  

3 
 

Species:  Peregrine Falcon 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

7 
current 
known 
eyries 

UDWR 2015 

Year Last Observed 2015 UDWR 2015 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes____     No__X_ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes_ X__     No_ __ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area 

 
Currently, there are 7 known eyries within the planning area.  No population 
trend for the planning area; however, there are about 180 breeding pairs in 
Utah (UDNR 2003). This species formerly was much more abundant 
throughout the state. It is estimated that the total population of the 
peregrine in Utah is possibly only 10 percent of what it has been in historic 
times. However, it is likely that the Utah population has increased somewhat 
in recent years, particularly in the southern part of the state (UDNR 2003).  
The planning area does not contain large areas of primary breeding habitat, 
primarily because of the drier desert landscape and lack of riparian areas 
near the steep walled canyons.  
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b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 

conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
The main threat to this species in Utah currently is alteration of habitat 
(UDNR 2003). Additional threats to the population include shootings, poison 
uptake resulting from pesticide use, and the loss of wetland habitats which 
provide prey resources (NatureServe 2015). 
 
The Peregrine falcons are flexible in the habitat use resulting in greater 
resilience to changes in habitats, including those resulting from a changing 
climate (Bagne and Finch 2013). Phenology, as related to prey levels, is an 
area of potential vulnerability depending on if different aspects of timing 
relationships shift in synchrony or become mismatched. 

 
c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 

for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_ X__ 
 
 

1) If no, provide explanation 
 
The planning area is not considered important primary breeding habitat for 
the peregrine falcon; most likely due to the more arid landscape (UDNR 
2016). The availability of suitable nesting habitat (cliff escarpment) is located 
on the periphery of the planning area where there are less riparian habitats 
providing smaller areas of suitable habitat (Luensmann 2010). Also, with the 
dense nesting population of golden eagles in the planning area, competition 
for resources may be a factor (Porter and White 1973). 
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4. Range Maps 
 

 
Map 1. Utah occurrence map for Falco peregrinus (UDNR 2003). 
 

 
Map 2.  Utah GAP Analysis Breeding/Wintering Habitat for Falco peregrinus (UDNR 
2016). 
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Map 3. Breeding status by state for Falco peregrinus (NatureServe 2015). 
 

 
Map 4. Distribution map for Falco peregrinus (NatureServe 2015). 
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Progne subis   
[Purple Martin] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Jeff Jewkes, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/14/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

 
No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No__X _ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern __X_  

 
 
Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) indicates that there are 
minimal threats/risks to the species and its habitat in the plan area.  

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species:  Progne subis  [Purple Martin] 
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5 (NatureServe 2015) 

 
Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Not listed (UDNR 2015) 
CO – Not Listed (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT - S2 (NatureServe 2015) 
Not listed in the Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 
 
CO – S3B (NatureServe 2015) 
CO - “Tier 2” priority, but no listed state status (SWAP 2015). 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not a listed species. 
Other  

 
 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes__X__   No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  Progne subis  [Purple Martin] 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence:   Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

8 
Individuals 

 
4 

Individuals 

Pollock and Carlisle 2015 
 
 
MLNF Breeding Bird Surveys 
(USDA 2009) 

Year Last Observed 8 2015 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes____     No__X_ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   

Yes_ X__     No_ __ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation, 
 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area 
 
Globally, the population trend appears to be stable and the species does not 
approach the thresholds for ‘Vulnerable’ under the population trend criterion 
(>30% decline over ten years or three generations). The population size is 
extremely large, and hence does not approach the thresholds for Vulnerable 
under the population size criterion (<10,000 mature individuals with a 
continuing decline estimated to be >10% in ten years or three generations, or 
with a specified population structure) (IUCN 2007).  For these reasons the 
species is evaluated as ‘Least Concern’. 
 
The distribution, abundance, and population trend of the species in the plan 
area is unknown.  This species was detected during 2 different breeding bird 
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surveys and were nesting.  It is my professional opinion that this species 
would be detected in other areas if additional survey transects were 
completed at higher elevation sites. Most of the breeding surveys were in 
lower elevational areas. 
 

b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
Purple martins use a variety of habitat types including wetlands, grasslands, 
deserts, shrublands and woodlands (NatureServe 2015, IUCN 2007). The 
biggest threat to the western population of purple martin is loss of snags 
used for nesting from logging or selective thinning (aspen); whereas, the 
biggest threat to eastern populations is nest competition from starlings and 
sparrows (Tarof et al. 2013.)  In the east, this species nests entirely in artificial 
nest boxes. 
 
There is no specific information on climate change for this species; however, 
because it is a secondary cavity nester, warmer conditions leading to stand 
replacing fires would provide more nesting habitat for this species.  Subalpine 
forests are expected to be only moderately affected by a warmer climate. 
Limber pine, subalpine fir, Engelmann spruce, and white fir may all have 
increased growth in the upper subalpine zone. These species may (slowly) 
migrate to higher elevations in some locations. Quaking aspen in subalpine 
pine forests will be minimally affected by a warmer climate, especially 
compared to aspen at lower elevations (IAP 2016). This species ability to 
utilize a range of habitat types allows it to be more resilient to potential 
changes in habitat. As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential 
SCC or Sensitive Species for any adjoining National Forests. 
 

c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 
for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation 
 

On the Manti-La Sal National Forest, green aspen harvest is seldom 
conducted.  In fact, primary objectives for timber harvest and burning is 
to regenerate aspen which is critical for a wide variety of species, 
including purple martin.    
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4. Range Map 
 

 
Map 1. New world range map for the purple martin (NatureServe 2015). 

 
Map 2. U.S. range map for the purple martin (NatureServe 2015). 
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Loxia curvirostra  
[Red Crossbill] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: B. Smith, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/7/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

No 

 
 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern __X__ 

 
 
Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) shows that the species and its 
habitat are secure in the plan area. 

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species: _Red Crossbill______________ 
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5/N5 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT - No observations recorded (UDNR 2003). 
CO – Not listed (CNHP 2015). 

State List 
Status 

UT – S2 (NatureServe 2015) 
Not in Utah’s Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 
 
CO – S5 (NatureServe 2015) 
Not in Colorado’s State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not on the Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) list (USFWS 2008) for 
BCR 9 or 16. 

Other  
 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes_X__     No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  _Red Crossbill_____________ 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

63 BCOR 2016 
Sauer et al. 2014 
MLNF 2014 and MLNF 2016 

Year Last Observed 2016 MLNF 2016 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes_X__     No___ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area. 

 
Red crossbills occur irregularly throughout coniferous forests in the western US 
and across Canada (Adkisson 1996). Based on numerous occurrences on the 
planning unit (BCOR 2016), its population appears to be stable and distributed 
throughout its associated habitat within the planning unit. 
 
This nomadic species is seldom observed on the La Sal and other Breeding Bird 
Survey (BBS) routes, and while route trend data may be less reliable as it is based 
on a limited sample, the trend for the southern Rockies/Colorado Plateau is 
stable to increasing (Sauer et al 2014).  
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b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
Local declines and increases reflect variations in local conifer cone crops; 
widespread deforestation or low cone availability results in emigration of 
crossbills to other areas. Net reduction in total area of mature forest (or in 
overall cone availability) presumably would result in an overall decline in the 
crossbill population, so widespread regional tree mortality due to insect 
outbreaks and forestry practices that reduce tree cover or fragment habitat 
likely are detrimental to crossbills, at least temporarily (NatureServe 2015, 
Adkisson 1996). The Partners In Flight Landbird Conservation Plan (Rosenberg 
et al 2016) does not include red crossbill as a Watch List species, as this forest 
generalist shows low-moderate threat rankings. On the MLNF, this forest bird 
species uses ponderosa pine and spruce-fir habitats, which are moderately 
vulnerable to impacts from climate change and it is expected that 
functionality of these forest types will be retained (IAP 2016). 
 

c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 
for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 

There are numerous occurrences of this species on the planning unit 
indicating that this species is likely secure on the planning unit.  There 
are no widespread threats to all conifer forests in the planning unit.  
NatureServe also ranks this species as secure in surrounding States 
and those States that are part of the core distribution of this species. 
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4. Range Map 

 
Map 1. Range map for the red crossbill (Loxia curvirostra); breeding range only (Peterson 
2008). 
 
 
5. Literature Cited 
 
Adkisson, Curtis S. 1996. Red Crossbill (Loxia curvirostra), The Birds of North America 
Online (A. Poole, Ed.). Ithaca: Cornell Lab of Ornithology; Retrieved from the Birds of 
North America Online: http://bna.birds.cornell.edu/bna/species/256 
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(RMADC) [web application]. Brighton, CO.  http://adc.rmbo.org.  (Accessed: May 16, 
2016). Compiles IMBO and RMBO data from Manti-La Sal National Forest surveys.  
 
Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP). 2015. Tracked Bird 
Species. http://www.cnhp.colostate.edu/download/list/birds.asp. 
 
Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP). 2015. Colorado State Wildlife Action Plan: A 
plan for conserving wildlife in Colorado. Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Denver, CO. 865 
pgs. http://cpw.state.co.us/aboutus/Pages/StateWildlifeActionPlan.aspx 
 
Intermountain Adaptation Partners (IAP). 2016. DRAFT Vulnerability Assessment 
Summary. 116 pgs. http://adaptationpartners.org/iap/ 
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http://adaptationpartners.org/iap/
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Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF). 2016. Wildlife observation records – red crossbill.  
MLNF, Moab District.  
 
Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF). 2014. Bird point count data. MLNF, 
Moab/Monticello District.  
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application]. Version 7.1. NatureServe, Arlington, Virginia. Available 
http://explorer.natureserve.org. (Accessed: May 10, 2016). 
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2014. The North American Breeding Bird Survey (BBS), Results and Analysis 1966 - 2013. 
Version 01.30.2015 USGS Patuxent Wildlife Research Center, Laurel, MD Available 
at http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/bbs/bbs.html (Accessed: May 10, 2016). 
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U.S. Forest Service (USFS). 2013. Intermountain Region (R4) threatened, endangered, 
proposed and sensitive species: known / suspected distribution by Forest. 
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Sialia mexicana  
[Western Bluebird] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Jeff Jewkes, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/7/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern __X____ 
 
 

Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) indicates that there are 
minimal threats/risks to the species and its habitat in the plan area.  

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species: Sialia mexicana [Western Bluebird] 
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Not listed (UDNR 2003) 
CO – Not listed (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT - S2S3 (NatureServe 2015) 
Not included in the Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 
 
CO – S5B, S4N (NatureServe 2015)  
Not included in the Colorado Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not a listed species. 
Other  

 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes__X_     No___ 

 
 

i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  Sialia mexicana [Western Bluebird] 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

  11 
individuals 
       6 
Individuals 

Pollock and Carlisle 2015 
 
  
Sauer et al. 2014 

Year Last Observed 2015 Pollock and Carlisle 2015 
    
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes___     No _ X __  
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes__X_     No___ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation, 
 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area. 
 

This species is uncommon on the Manti – La Sal National Forest but has 
been observed in the La Sal Mountain range on the Manti-La Sal National 
Forest. Only a portion of the La Sal Mountains on the South Zone of the 
Manti-La Sal National Forest is listed by the state as high value habitat 
(UDWR 2016).   
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b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information 
 
Main threat to this species is competition for nesting cavities and food with 
other, more aggressive birds, such as swallows, sparrows, starlings, wrens, 
woodpeckers and flycatchers. House sparrows, in particular, are known for 
attacking Western Bluebirds for their nests, either alone or in groups (Sullivan 
1995). 
 
Destruction of their natural habitat: These forest-living species rely on 
suitable trees for nesting. However, increased logging, the suppression of 
natural forest fires and the removal of dead trees has led to a reduction in 
suitable nesting sites. 
 
Competition with European starlings has probably contributed to Western 
Bluebird population declines in Utah (Sullivan 1995). 
 
Specific information on impacts from climate change are unknown; however, 
warmer temperatures and drought may increase stand replacing fires which 
would beneficially impact nesting habitat for western bluebirds (Guinan et al. 
2008).  
  
Subalpine forests are expected to be only moderately affected by a warmer 
climate. Limber pine, subalpine fir, Engelmann spruce, and white fir may all 
have increased growth in the upper subalpine zone. These species may 
(slowly) migrate to higher elevations in some locations. If wildfire increases in 
the subalpine zone, especially where it has been excluded in the past, crown 
fires may be prevalent, quickly eliminating mature trees. Biotic stressors are 
not as great a concern as for other species, except perhaps in old, low vigor 
stands. Quaking aspen in subalpine pine forests will be minimally affected by 
a warmer climate, especially compared to aspen at lower elevations (IAP 
2016). 
 
As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests. 
 

c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 
for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
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1) If no, provide explanation 
 

This species is established within the planning area; although it is not 
as common as other species.  There is not a lot of concern over 
habitat threats since the MLNF is a small scale timber producer and 
fire is a tool used for habitat improvement because aspen 
regeneration is a high priority.       

 
4. Range Maps 

 
Map 1. Predicted habitat for the Western bluebird in Utah (Edward et al 1997). 
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Map 2. Range map for the Western bluebird (NatureServe 2015). 

 
5. Literature Cited 
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Bombus occidentalis 
[Western Bumblebee] 

Forest: Manti La-Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Kevin Albrecht, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/8/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No_X_ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area _______ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern __X 
 

 
Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) about this species is too limited 
to make a determination if this species is established within the plan area. 
 
Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species: Western Bumblebee 

 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Not Listed (UDNR 2015) 
CO – Not Listed (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT- S2 (NatureServe 2015) 
UT – Not listed in the Utah Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 
 
CO - (NatureServe 2015) 
CO - Not listed in the Colorado Wildlife Action Plan (WAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not a listed species. 
Other The International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) lists this 

species as ‘Vulnerable’ (IUCN 2007). 
 
 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes_X     No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species:  Western Bumblebee 

 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

0 NRIS 

Year Last Observed NA NA 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes___     No_N/A 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes___     No_N/A 
 

1) If no, provide explanation. 
 
Information about this species within the plan area is too limited to 
make a determination. 
 

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area. 

 
Distribution is most of the western United States. Since 1998, this bumble 
bee has undergone a drastic decline throughout some areas of its former 
range. While viable populations still exist in Alaska and east of the Cascades 
in the Canadian and U.S. Rocky Mountains, the once common populations of 
central California, Oregon, Washington and southern British Columbia have 
largely disappeared. (USDA 2012) 
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b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information. 

 
There are a number of threats facing bumble bees, any of which may be 
leading to the decline of Bombus occidentalis. The major threats to bumble 
bees include: spread of pests and diseases by the commercial bumble bee 
industry, other pests and diseases, habitat destruction or alteration, 
pesticides, invasive species, natural pest or predator population cycles, and 
climate change. Commercial bumble bee rearing may be the greatest threat 
to Bombus occidentalis. (Xerces2016) 
 
Simultaneous declines in native and managed pollinator populations globally, 
with highly visible decreases in honey bees, bumble bees, and monarch 
butterflies, have brought into focus the importance of pollinator 
conservation (IAP 2016). Changes in temperature and precipitation are likely 
to alter suitable ranges of native plant species and pollinators (IAP 2016). 
  

c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 
for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation 
Rare throughout much of its range; in decline but maybe locally 
common. (NatureServe2015) 

 
4. Range Map 

 
Map 1. Range Map for Bombus occidentalis  (USDA 2012).  
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SPECIES:  Scientific [common] Oreohelix Yavapai   
[Yavapai Mountainsnail] 

Forest: Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Forest Reviewer: Jeff Jewkes, T. Cummins 
Date of Review: 9/8/2016 
Forest concurrence (or 
recommendation if new) for 
inclusion of species on list of 
potential SCC:  (Enter Yes or No)  

 
No 

 
Forest review result: 
 

The Forest concurs or recommends the species for inclusion on the list of 
potential SCC: 

Yes___     No__X _ 
 

Rationale for not concurring is based on (check all that apply): 
Species is not native to the plan area _______ 
Species is not known to occur in the plan area ___X____ 
Species persistence in the plan area is not of substantial concern __X___ 
 
 
 

Issue: Whether the species identified above should be listed as a species of 
Conservation Concern (SCC) for the Manti-La Sal National Forest (MLNF) as identified in 
the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219). 
 
Rule: The 2012 Planning Rule [36 CFR 219.7(c)(3)] states that “The regional forester shall 
identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area in coordination with the 
responsible official.” It [36 CFR 219.9(b)(2)(c)]  defines a species of conservation concern 
as “…a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or 
candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area and for which the regional 
forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates 
substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the plan 
area.”  

Analysis: The best available scientific information (BASI) indicates that there are no 
recent records of this species in the plan area (not recorded since 1919) and only 
minimal threats/risks to its habitat in the plan area.  

Conclusion: Based upon the BASI documented herein, it is not recommended that this 
species be included in the potential list of SCC for the MLNF.  
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Species:  Oreohelix Yavapai  [Yavapai Mountainsnail]        
 
 
FOREST REVIEW INFORMATION 
 
 
Status summary based on other methods (information is on the Regional Office list of 
species considered; correct as needed):   
 

Entity Status/Rank (include definition if Other) 
NatureServe G5 (NatureServe 2015) 

Natural 
Heritage 
Program 

UT – Wildlife Species of Concern (UDNR 2015) 
CO-  Not Listed (CNHP 2015) 

State List 
Status 

UT - S1 (NatureServe 2015) 
UT –Species of Greatest Conservation Need (WAP 2015) 
 
CO – Not Listed (NatureServe 2015) 
CO –Not listed in the Colorado Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP 2015) 

USDA Forest 
Service 

As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests (USFS 2013). 

USDI FWS Not a listed species. 
Other Navajo Nation’s Threatened and Endangered Species List:  Group 4, “ 

 Any species or subspecies for which the Navajo Nation Department of 
Fish and Wildlife NNDFW does not currently have sufficient information 
to support their being listed in G2 or G3 but has reason to consider 
them.” (NNDFW 2008). 

 
 
Review of species of conservation concern criteria based on definition 

 
1. Native to the plan area   

 
a. Is the species native to the plan area?   

 
Yes__X__   No___ 

 
i. If no, provide explanation. 
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Species Oreohelix Yavapai [Yavapai Mountainsnail]        
 

2. Known to occur in the plan area 
 

Table 2. Known Occurrence Frequency within the Planning Area (NRIS database) 

Occurrence: Number Source of Information 
Known Occurrences in the past 20 
years 

0 NatureServe 2015, Oliver and 
Bosworth 1999 

Year Last Observed 1919 NatureServe 2015 
 

a. Are all species occurrences only accidental or transient? 
 

Yes____     No___X__ 
 

1) If yes, document source for determination. 
 

b. Based on the number of observations and/or year of last observation, can 
the species be presumed to be established or becoming established in the 
plan area?   
 

Yes_ __     No_ X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation, 
 
This species is only known to occur in Utah in the Abajo Mountains in 
San Juan County.  This species was recorded in 1919 (Ferriss 1920) at 
each of its two known Utah localities.  

 
3. Substantial concern for species persistence in the plan area 
 

a. Describe briefly the distribution, abundance, and population trend of the 
species in the plan area. 

 
This species has been reported only from 2 localities in Utah, one on Navajo 
Mountain and one in the Abajo Mountains near Monticello, both in San Juan 
County (UDWR 2016).  The failure of Clarke and Hovingh (Oliver and 
Bosworth 1999) to detect it at Ferriss' 2 Utah locations, however, is not 
sufficient to indicate its disappearance or decline in Utah, and no population 
trend for the species in Utah can be inferred (UDWR 2016). 
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b. Describe briefly threats or risk factors to the species or the ecological 
conditions that support it (i.e. habitat) based on best available scientific 
information.   

 
Current threats to the species or its habitat is unknown (UDWR 2016).   
 
Prefers limestone outcrop but found in most lithologies except granite. Often 
in very xeric, open rocky, dry areas, unlike other Oreohelix. Too much 
moisture causes snails to succumb to fungi. Colonies may be one mile or 
more long. Ground often crawling with snails March-April and October-
November but absent rest of year. Elevation 6000-7900 feet.  It is unknown 
how climate change may impact this species, although it prefers very dry sites 
and can tolerate heat and drought. 
 
In the Abajo Mountains, Ferriss (Oliver and Bosworth 1999) found this 
species "in the shale and also scattered among the rock slides and the 
aspens" in a setting of "peaks ... covered by thick groves of aspen and spruce 
with large open spaces of coarse grass and slides of sandstone fringed with 
wild currants and raspberries." 
 
As of May 2016, this species is not listed as a potential SCC or Sensitive 
Species for any adjoining National Forests.  
 

c. Considering the trend in populations or habitat and threats or risk factors 
for those populations or habitats, is there substantial concern for 
persistence of the species in the plan area? 
 

Yes___     No_ X__ 
 

1) If no, provide explanation 
 
This species has been reported only from 2 localities in Utah, one on 
Navajo Mountain and one in the Abajo Mountains near Monticello, 
both in San Juan County (UDWR 2016).  It has not been detected in 
the state since the original discoveries in 1919 by Ferriss (Oliver and 
Bosworth 1999).  Clarke and Hovingh searched for this species at the 
two Utah locations where Ferriss had reported it—on Navajo 
Mountain and in the Abajo Mountains near Monticello—and were 
unable to find any evidence of it (Oliver and Bosworth 1999).  The 
failure of Clarke and Hovingh to detect it at Ferriss' 2 Utah locations, 
however, is not sufficient to indicate its disappearance or decline in 
Utah, and no population trend for the species in Utah can be inferred 
(UDWR 2016, Oliver and Bosworth 1999).   
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4. Range Map 

 
Map 1. Occurrence map for Oreohelix yavapai in Utah (Oliver and Bosworth 1999). 
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