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Fig. 25. Potential oil and gas reserves in current GUSG range. Data sources include Bureau of Land Management (1999) for the
potential oil and gas resource and lease data and Colorado Oil and Gas Conservation Commission (2005) and the Utah Division of Oil
(2004), Gas and Mining for the well location data.
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Fig. 26. Modeled housing densities for unprotected lands, 2000.
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Fig. 27.

Projected housing densities for unprotected lands, 2020.
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Fig. 28. Areas of growth from modeled year 2000 to 2020, for areas less than 320 acres per unit, on unprotected lands.
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Fig. 29. Potential linkages in GUSG habitat. Discontinuities in habitat at the state border may be due to differing mapping efforts
between the states and is addressed in the “Habitat Monitoring” rangewide strategy (see Objective 1, Strategy 3, pg. 221).
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Fig. 33. Locations of GRSG populations used in analysis of sage-grouse population size and amount of available habitat.
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