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	 2011 vs. 2014 Ranking Criteria Comparison Table

	2011 Ranking Criteria
	2011 Point Allocation
	2014 Proposed Wording Changes
	2014 Proposed Point Allocation

	Project Action Needs Sheet
	
	
	

	Are the materials and labor costs associated with this project reasonable when compared to similar projects?
	N/A
	Are the materials and labor costs associated with this project reasonable when compared to similar projects (As described in an attached budget breakdown sheet).
	N/A

	
	
	
	

	Partners
	
	
	

	Partners are involved in the project and are providing 50% or more of the funding (monetary or in-kind) that will help leverage WLCI dollars.
	10
	Note: No proposed changes in wording.
	20

	Partners are involved in the project and are providing 10%-49.9% of the funding (monetary or in-kind) that will help leverage WLCI dollars.
	5
	Partners are involved in the project and are providing 25%-49.9% of the funding (monetary or in-kind) that will help leverage WLCI dollars.
	10

	Partners are involved in the project and are providing less than 10% of the funding (monetary or in-kind) that will help leverage WLCI dollars.
	3
	Partners are involved in the project and are providing 10% - 25% of the funding (monetary or in-kind) that will help leverage WLCI dollars.
	5

	Note: No comparable 2011 wording.
	N/A
	Partners are involved in the project and are providing less than 10% of the funding (monetary or in-kind) that will help leverage WLCI dollars.
	3

	Project did not reflect partnerships or contributions.
	0
	Note: No proposed changes.
	0

	
	
	
	

	Conservation Focus Area
	
	
	

	Project is in a WLCI Priority Work Area (based on WGFD priority areas, Sage Grouse Conservation Strategy areas, RMP ACEC and WSA areas, BLM Project Program Elements) and benefits a focus community as identified in the WLCI MOU.


	N/A
	Project is located in a WLCI Priority Work Area identified in the WLCI Conservation Action Plan (CAP) and addresses defined conservation objectives.
	N/A

	Project benefits a focus community but is not in a WLCI priority work area.







	N/A
	Project benefits a focus community or related conservation objectives, but is not in the CAP (based on WGFD priority areas, Sage Grouse Conservation Strategy areas, RMP ACEC and WSA areas, BLM Project Program Elements)
	N/A

	Project is in a WLCI Priority Work Area but does not benefit a focus community.
	N/A
	Project is in a WLCI CAP area but does not benefit a conservation objective within priority work areas or related conservation objectives.
	N/A

	Project is not in a WLCI Priority Work Area and does not benefit a focus community.
	0
	Project is not in a WLCI Priority Work Area and does not benefit a focus community.
	0

	
	
	
	

	Essential Life Stages
	
	
	

	
	N/A
	Project has an adverse impact on migration corridor or seasonal habitat
	-5

	
	
	
	

	At-Risk Species/Species Benefitted
	
	
	

	 
	N/A
	Impacts to at risk species (Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN), special status, or threatened and endangered species has not been discussed with US Fish and Wildlife Service or Wyoming Game and Fish at the time of ranking of the project.
	-5

	
	
	
	

	Water Development and Grazing
	
	
	

	Water Development and Grazing 
	N/A
	Support of Sustainable Agriculture
	N/A

	Project promotes rangeland health and WLCI goals and objectives.  Project alleviates barriers and facilitates access to existing forage and/or water for wildlife and livestock.


	10
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Project benefits rangeland health on both public and private lands, and benefit’s multiple species. If the actions impact ag operations mitigations or acceptable alternatives, to the producer, are designed into the project.  
	20

	Note: No comparable 2011 wording.
	N/A
	Project promotes rangeland health on either public or private lands, and benefit’s multiple species. If the actions impact ag operation, mitigations, or acceptable alternatives, to the producer, are designed into the project.  
	10

	Project plan does not provide improved forage or water management for wildlife or livestock.
	N/A
	Project does not improve or affect agricultural operations

	N/A

	Note: No comparable 2011 wording.
	N/A
	Impacts to agricultural operations have not been discussed or not agreed to by the agricultural producer(s) at the time of ranking of the project
	-5

	
	
	
	

	Conservation Easements
	
	
	

	Project area is providing crucial habitat or migration corridors, and is under threat of development and other destructive habitat practices.
	N/A
	Project is designed to address conservation action plan objectives within or adjacent to an area that is developed or under threat of development that provides crucial habitat needs or ecological function. 
	N/A

	
	
	
	

	Total Points (200 Possible)
	
	Total Points (225 Possible)
	



