Assessing Effects of Climate Change on Rangeland Ecosystem Goods and Services
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Despite the adage that agriculturalists have always lived with climate variability, the changes g
predicted for the next 30+ years present an exceptional challenge. Climate change is predicted
to manifest in uniqgue ways and there is still considerable uncertainty regarding rates of

changes in temperature and precipitation responses in many regions . This uncertainty greatly
complicates our ability to develop specific management practices to mitigate and adapt.
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The SRR Integrated Social, Economic and Ecological Concept (ISEEC) for Sustainable Rangelands recognizes EGS as the Tier 2 replaces the broad process arrows shown in Tier 1 with more specific examples of some ecological and socio-economic
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processes. Thinking within such a framework can help managers identify and assess vulnerabilities. Tier 1 presents a simplified ecological conditions change (resulting from ecological states and conditions acted upon by ecological processes), as changes
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