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Goal/Overview

* Create a summary of the players in grassland
conservation in Canada

* Collect information into an Excel Sheet that can be
searched by province and actions

* Count up how Roadmap Priorities are being addressed
to do a basic gap analysis and highlight national and
provincial strengths and weaknesses



Methods

* Relied on information available online

e Search key words: “grassland conservation”, “prairie conservation”
and “rangeland” paired once with each region being documented:
Canada, Ontario, Saskatchewan, British Columbia, Manitoba, and
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Scope

* Organisations based in within Canada; excluding international groups
who work in Canada and Governments of any level except as part of
coalitions and partnerships that are Canada specific.

* Partnerships and coalitions between organisations where recorded as
separate entities if they complete actions and projects independent
of the work already being done by participating organisations.

* Organisations who have no public record of activity were excluded
Biases
* Does not account for quantity and quality of actions in counts

* Online search method can leave out actions/organisations not well
documented online



Results — 55 organisations total
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Conclusions
- Lots of work is being done towards communications and partnerships
- Current lack of legislation and policy focus

- Lots of partnerships with landowners and producers but currently not
using those connections for community centered research

Questions
- Looking for feedback and information to be added
- How best to make this information useful and accessible?



