Metadata for ODFW linkages dataset
(using FGDC metadata standard)

2-19-08

Overview Description -- summary of, and citation to detailed description of, the information content of the data set. 

This dataset is the compilation of products obtained through a series of four workshops held throughout the state of Oregon in 2007. Workshops convened biologists, transportation planners, land use planners, and others – including the public, private and non-profit sectors – to identify these locations on the landscape. The term “linkage” is defined as an area on the landscape that provides for animal dispersal and/or genetic interchange (for example, where they need to move from one location to another to get food, cover or access to mates). A linkage includes a range of habitat configurations; linkage areas are not necessarily uniform in shape. A linkage is identified for a specific population of a species of interest. The locations were identified for individual species, using a list of focal species including large game mammals; small – to medium sized mammals; and, amphibians and reptiles. Information will be updated following a period of peer review in early 2008. Information displayed represents consensus on professional opinion. In many cases, additional surveys to validate the information would be appropriate. 

Entity and Attribute Information 

ATTRIBUTE 1. What type of linkage is provided for the focal species (Check all that apply): 

___ Landscape – level linkage: large, regional connection between habitats that facilitates animal movement between different sections of a landscape; provides for linkage beyond the immediate/local range of a focal species; and/or linkage that is important in the larger landscape context of a species’ range; not necessarily constricted, but essential to maintain connectivity function in the ecoregion/region

___ Migratory link: provides for dispersal/daily movement; seasonal or life history needs; migratory needs to maintain crucial life history functions

___ Population link: provides for genetic interchange

___ Complementary habitat (daily or seasonal movements): discrete spatial areas within an individual's home range so that movement  is required to fulfill basic life history needs such as breeding, foraging, water, or hibernation
___ Historic or previously functioning linkage (“missing linkage”): used to function, but functionality has been removed by structure/alteration

___ Imminently missing linkage: without action in the near future, the linkages’ functionality will be reduced; it is in danger of becoming a “missing linkage”

___ Connectivity choke-point: Narrow area or “funnel” in the landscape that indicates potential importance for conservation attention

___ Other type of linkage: _________

ATTRIBUTE 2. What are the most significant barriers to animal movement within the linkage area:

__ Development (i.e., urbanization; planned changes in zoning)

__ Roadways

__ Natural barriers (i.e., lava beds; etc)

___ OHV trails

___ Vegetation management 

___ Concrete median on highway

___ Other 

ATTRIBUTE 3. Score the value of this linkage for this focal species [see definitions and criteria page for guidance]:
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      (low value)

(medium value)

(critical value)

Criteria  on how to score the value of the linkage for each focal species:

1 = “relatively low value”: linkage provides some connectivity benefit to this focal species, but there are ample, known alternatives to meet the needs of this species

2 = the linkage provides some connectivity benefit for the focal species, but there are some known alternatives to meet the needs of this species

3 = “medium value”: linkage provides significant connectivity benefit for the focal species, but other alternatives can be identified to meet the needs of this species

4 = linkage provides significant connectivity benefit for the focal species, and few alternatives can be identified to meet the needs of this species

5 = “critical value”: linkage provides critical connectivity benefit for the focal species; may provide known individual and/or population level connectivity for this species 

ATTRIBUTE 4. Score the overall threat to connectivity 
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      (no threat/secure)

(moderate threat)

(severe threat/loss imminent)

Linkage form Question 4: Criteria on how to score the overall threat to connectivity

1 = “no threat/secure”: currently no threats to connectivity function are known or identified. Linkage habitat is healthy, dominated by native species and requires little active management to maintain

2 = potential threat to connectivity is unlikely, or likely to only slightly impair connectivity function in a limited portion of the linkage. Threat is reversible and requires only limited mitigation/restoration. Examples may include cattle grazing in a portion of a linkage or low level, non motorized recreation. 

3 = “moderate threat level”: threat is likely to moderately degrade connectivity function of the linkage; threat abatement is feasible, but may require more active restoration or mitigation techniques. Examples may include some channel alterations or low – density development; roads, high density residential development. Road kills may be common within the linkage 

4 = threat is likely to seriously degrade connectivity function of the linkage; threat abatement is feasible but requires intense intervention. Examples may include development of recreational facilities (ski area, golf course) or road expansion. May observe higher levels of road kill

5 = “severe threat/loss imminent”: threat is likely to irreversibly eliminate the linkage; examples may include high density residential or commercial development, highway expansion, or dams in critical locations

ATTRIBUTE 5. What specific opportunities are available to restore, establish or protect the linkage (i.e., known local support for restoration, land management, or acquisition)? 

ATTRIBUTE 6. What existing features facilitate animal movement through the linkage area (check all that apply):

__Waterway

__Riparian habitat

__Continual habitat coverage

__Underpass/bridge

__Other

Metadata Reference Information = 

Dataset Posting Date: February 19, 2008

Dataset Review Date: April 15, 2008

Dataset update date: April 16, 2008
Metadata_Contact = 

Primary contact: Audrey Hatch, ODFW, 3406 Cherry Ave NE, Salem OR 97303 

(503) 947 – 6320; Audrey.C.Hatch@state.or.us
Secondary contact: Miranda Wood, ODFW, 3406 Cherry Ave NE, Salem OR 97303 (503) 947 – 6075; Miranda.L.Wood@state.or.us 

Metadata_Security_Information = 

Unclassified; Sensitive (includes some Sensitive Species location information)
Metadata Access Constraints -- restrictions and legal prerequisites for accessing the metadata. These include any access constraints applied to assure the protection of privacy or intellectual property, and any special restrictions or limitations on obtaining the metadata. 

none
Metadata Use Constraints -- restrictions and legal prerequisites for using the metadata after access is granted. These include any metadata use constraints applied to assure the protection of privacy or intellectual property, and any special restrictions or limitations on using the metadata. 

The dataset should be considered a first-iteration product of workshops to identify priority movement areas for wildlife species. The dataset should be considered a work – in – progress that will be amended to include edits and new information received during the peer review period (Feb 19 – April 15, 2008). 
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