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Supporting Statement A for OMB 0596-0240
The Stewardship Mapping and Assessment Project (STEW-MAP)
Terms of Clearance (5 CFR 1320)
In accordance with 5 CFR 1320, the information collection is approved for three years.
Abstract (5 CFR 1320)
This is a request for renewal of the Forest Service Information Collection 0596-0240, the Stewardship Mapping and Assessment Project (STEW-MAP). STEW-MAP assessments have been conducted in multiple locations by National Forest System (NFS) staff as well as other partners conducting research in consultation with Forest Service scientists working in those areas. 
Across the country civic environmental stewards are involved in activities like planting trees, maintaining trails, fostering collaborative wildfire adaptation, and cleaning up nearby natural areas. These stewardship practices are key aspects of responsible recreation in the way Americans participate in caring for the environment and local communities. In regions, towns, and rural areas including areas on or adjacent to national forests, effective management of forests, parks, natural areas, and other open spaces increasingly relies on the work of civic environmental stewardship groups, volunteers, and networks. Their work leverages the efforts of multiple sectors, especially in lean budget times. But land managers and other decision makers often do not understand the roles and contributions of civic stewards. NFS managers have a direct need to identify effective partners across sectors as well as potential volunteers.
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service works in partnership with state and local agencies, non-profit organizations, and community-based groups both on national forests and through State, Private, and Tribal Forestry. A core component of this work is maintaining and strengthening partnerships – and leveraging volunteer capacity. However, the landscape of potential partners is not always known. STEW-MAP has developed a formalized methodology that is described in the General Technical Report (Svendsen et al. 2016). This resource has been requested and used numerous times by NFS staff and local stakeholders who are interested in understanding the process behind the data and what one can learn from mapping stewardship partners. Given that one of the key steps in the methodology is convening a group of stakeholders/data providers in order to build the survey sampling frame, it has been crucial to have this practitioner-oriented document that explains the process. STEW-MAP has also informed the fundamental science of partnerships and stewardship (Campbell et al. 2024). New innovations and results since the last renewal have focused on applying the methodology on national forests and rural areas in order to strengthen partnerships across sectors related to land management, responsible recreation, wildfire management, and rural economies (see, e.g. Campbell et al. 2023; USDA FS 2025). 
Respondents to STEW-MAP are individuals representing civic organizations and government agencies. In each of the STEW-MAP projects under the prior approval (Bridger-Teton National Forest region; Missouri (Mark Twain National Forest, St. Louis, and surrounding areas); the Colorado Front Range; Southwest Idaho; and La Paz, Mexico and forthcoming on the Superior National Forest), NFS staff, local partners, and the stewardship groups they work with have been enthusiastic about STEW-MAP and have indicated that it provides useful information that is not otherwise available to them in order to strengthen partnerships, recruit volunteers, and engage in more effective and efficient land management. The STEW-MAP protocols being submitted for renewal are designed for implementation in any region of the United States. Given that STEW-MAP Information Collection is initiated in partnership with local and regional stakeholders, we do not know for sure where future STEW-MAP projects will be conducted. Decision makers and stewards in many regions and national forests continue to express interest in conducting or assisting with STEW-MAP assessments in order to learn about and leverage civic environmental stewardship in their area.  
A. Justification
Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary. Identify any legal or administrative requirements that necessitate the collection. Attach a copy of the appropriate section of each statute and regulation mandating or authorizing the collection of information.
The Forest Service’s mandate includes providing science-based information to land managers and decision-makers in regions across the country to support their management of natural resources and to provide the most possible benefits to local populations. The knowledge developed from stewardship mapping can support the development of strategic partnerships in support of land management, wildfire adaptation, responsible recreation, and rural economies. This Information Collection will help the Forest Service better support expanding partnerships and volunteerism so that we can fulfill our role of guiding stewardship of forests and associated natural resources across the landscape in collaboration with a broad suite of partners. Since the last approval, STEW-MAP has successfully been applied on and around multiple national forests, helping to inform public outreach and engagement strategies, partnership and network development, and coordination at the landscape scale -- particularly on the complex issue of wildfire adaptation and management. 
At present, no natural resource agency or organization is collecting or distributing comprehensive civic stewardship data at the local level. This Information Collection will fill this gap by surveying formal and informal groups that work on environmental conservation, monitoring, education, and/or preservation in a particular region, national forest, or rural area. The Forest Service will use these data to inform its partnership work and meet its land management mission – including on priority issues of wildfire management and responsible recreation. STEW-MAP focuses on civic environmental stewards’ contribution to the care and management of renewable resources across the rural-urban gradient.
STEW-MAP Information Collection is supported by the following relevant statutes and regulations:
1. The Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 (Section (9)(b)(8)) states that “The purposes of this section are to—… (8) expand existing research and educational efforts intended to improve understanding of— (A) tree growth and maintenance, tree physiology and morphology, species adaptations, and forest ecology, (B) the value of integrating trees and ground covers, (C) the economic, environmental, social, and psychological benefits of trees and forest cover.” Section 9(c) (General Authority) authorizes the Secretary to work with “State foresters or equivalent State officials,” “interested members of the public, including non-profit private organizations,” and “directly with units of local government and others” in carrying out the authorized activities.
2. The Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Research Act of 1978 authorizes US Forest Service “investigations, experiments, tests, and other activities… to obtain, analyze, develop, demonstrate, and disseminate scientific information about protecting, managing, and utilizing forest and rangeland renewable resources in rural, suburban, and urban areas” (SEC. 3. [16 U.S.C. 1642] (a)). 
3. National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (PL 91-190), Section 102(2)(A) directs Federal agencies to "utilize a systematic, interdisciplinary approach which will ensure the integrated use of the natural and social sciences...in decision making which may have an impact on man's environment."  This information collection will use a systematic, interdisciplinary approach to collect information on civic environmental stewardship with the goal of improving natural resource management.
Indicate how, by whom, and for what purpose the information is to be used. Except for a new collection, indicate the actual use the agency has made of the information received from the current collection.
What information will be collected—reported or recorded? (If there are pieces of information that are especially burdensome in the collection, a specific explanation should be provided.)
	STEW-MAP has three phases. The information collected in each phase is described below.
· Phase 1: Developing a Sampling Frame
· 1a Census - A comprehensive list of stewardship groups in the targeted regions will be compiled in order to define the local stewardship population.
· 1b Focus groups (optional) to understand local priorities and needs, identify stewardship networks, and build a list of stewardship groups in the targeted region
· Phase 2: A survey will be distributed to all of the stewardship groups identified in Phase One.
· Phase 3: One-on-one interviews will be conducted with key or “hub” organizations to gather detailed information about their organization’s history. Hub organizations are the groups that other groups reach out to for resources (such as, funding, information, collaboration, etc.). Some STEW-MAP projects will have the need and resources to conduct follow-up interviews to better understand the network of stewards and how it functions, but such interviews are not required to make use of the stewardship data provided in Phase 2. 
	Under the prior approval, STEW-MAP has been deployed or is in progress in several locations, including in the Bridger-Teton National Forest region; Missouri (Mark Twain National Forest, St. Louis, and surrounding areas); the Colorado Front Range; Southwest Idaho; and La Paz, Mexico and forthcoming on the Superior National Forest. In general, we have learned a lot about partnerships and collaboration across landscapes from the previous STEW-MAP projects and published peer-reviewed articles, as well as reports. We have also built  to share information with national forest land managers and the public. In each case, our NFS staff, local partners, and the stewardship groups they work with have been enthusiastic about STEW-MAP and have indicated that it provides useful information that is not otherwise available to them in order to strengthen partnerships, recruit volunteers, and engage in more effective and efficient land management.
From whom will the information be collected? If there are different respondent categories (such as a loan applicant versus a bank versus an appraiser), each should be described along with the type of collection activity that applies. 
In each region, information will be collected from the stewardship groups identified during Phase 1 (as described above). They will include representatives from State, local, and Tribal Governments, community groups, private sector, and non-profit organizations that perform stewardship activities in the targeted region.
What will this information be used for? Provide ALL uses.
This information will be used to: 
1. Help planners, natural resource decision makers, land managers, and the general public work across property jurisdictions, management approaches, and land ownership boundaries when caring for natural areas and natural resources;
2. Help civic stewardship groups and land management agencies conserve, protect, and manage natural resources more effectively and efficiently;
3. Enhance local resource management efforts by helping public officials, land managers, and civic stewards connect to local stewardship groups in all communities across all landscape.
Because each STEW-MAP project is different, the stewardship information will be used in a wide variety of ways by the recipients of this information. For example, the information might be used to create or adapt public land management approaches. It might be used to help government officials and/or funders and/or land managers find and connect with stewardship groups and identify sources of volunteers. It might help stewardship groups find each other.  STEW-MAP data about groups working across the landscape can be used to support agency priorities in responsible recreation, rural economic development, and wildfire management through examining stewardship networks and spatial coverage by organizational focus and mission.
Further, data on environmental stewardship work is of interest to local land managers, decision makers, and stewardship organizations and also to the larger natural resource research community. Therefore, we will develop a report summarizing the data for decision makers and other stakeholders and also publish articles about our research methods and findings in professional peer-reviewed journals. 
Geographic information will be used by the Forest Service to analyze the extent and distribution of stewardship activities across the region and conduct spatial analysis on stewardship work by different types of groups. The data will also be used to identify stewardship “hotspots” (places where many groups are working) and “gaps” (places where little to no stewardship is being done). The stewardship territories will be displayed on online maps and presented in meetings with stewards, local land managers, decision makers, and other interested stakeholders to show how stewardship work is distributed across the region. 
Social networking data that stewardship groups provide about other groups that they go to for funding, information, and collaboration, as well as networks related to particular disturbances, will be used to complete a social network analysis of environmental stewardship in the region. Social network data highlights effective routes of communication and outreach among stewardship groups working in the same region and helps strengthen planning and adaptation -- including to disturbances such as wildfire. The analysis diagrams and findings will be made available online at the local STEW-MAP project website, presented to stewardship groups and decision makers in the project area, and may be published in professional journals.
Information gathered in follow-up interviews with key stewardship organizations (phase 3) will be used to gain a deeper understanding of the role(s) that these groups and organizations play in caring for natural resources in the city or region. The information will also be used to try to understand how successful stewardship groups are structured, how they operate, and what makes them effective. This analysis will be presented to local stewardship groups, made available in report form, and may be published in professional journals.
Information gathered about civic stewardship groups and their activities will also be shared during meeting presentations with urban foresters, other natural resource managers, and other decision makers in accordance with the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978’s mandate to “increase public understanding of the energy conservation, economic, social, environmental, and psychological values of trees and open space in urban and community environments and expand knowledge of the ecological relationships and benefits of trees and related resources in these environments” [Section 9(d)(5)].
How will the information be collected (for example forms, non-forms, electronically, face-to-face, over the phone, over the internet)? Does the respondent have multiple options for providing the information? If so, what are they?
Electronic Capability:
Is this collection available electronically?  Yes ☒  No ☐
If yes, can this collection be submitted electronically?  Yes ☒  No ☐
Each avenue of information collected will need to choose one of the descriptions below:
☐ Fillable, Fileable
☒ Fillable, Printable
☐ Fillable, Fileable, Signable
☐ Paper only
☐ Printable only
Include the Uniform Resource Locator (URL): https://survey123.arcgis.com/share/7c63324e02a04d49a77b4a43cb29d6ca
Phase 1a (Census) will involve asking large stewardship organizations and local government agencies in person or by email to share existing contact lists of the stewardship organizations that they work with or know of. Online research is done to identify additional organizations. 
[bookmark: _Hlk195087236]Phase 1b (focus groups - optional) will involve inviting representatives of key stewardship organizations to participate in focus groups (8 to 12 people) and asking them to identify additional organizations and their contact information via chain referral. Online research will also be done to identify additional organizations if Phase 1b is conducted separately. Depending upon the STEW-MAP location, Phase 1a, Phase 1b, or both Phases 1a and 1b may be implemented to develop the survey frame for Phase 2.
In Phase 2 (Survey), all of the stewardship groups identified in Phase 1 will be asked to complete an online survey. Stewardship group representatives will be sent an email invitation with a link to participate in an online survey. Alternatively, paper copies of the survey will be provided to anyone who does not have Internet access or is not comfortable using the online survey. It is also possible for respondents to speak to a researcher by phone to answer the survey questions. 
Phase 3 (Follow-up Interviews - optional) involves in-person or, if necessary, video conference or over-the-phone interviews of leaders from key stewardship groups identified in Phase 2. These interviews will be recorded with the interviewee’s permission and later transcribed and analyzed.
How frequently will the information be collected?
The information will initially be collected one time in each location. Ideally, data collection will then be repeated every 5-10 years so that stewardship groups can update their information and additional groups can have an opportunity to participate. For research purposes, collecting the information every 5-10 years allows analysis of how stewardship organizations and stewardship patterns change over time. STEW-MAP locations may elect to conduct yearly updates or hold open seasons where surveys are collected more often than every 5-10 years, to give initial nonrespondents an opportunity to reply. We estimate that these yearly/open season updates would add no more than 10% of the total number of responses at a given time.
Will the information be shared with any other organizations inside or outside USDA or the government?
This information will be published on various websites for anyone to access. Each respondent can indicate on their survey whether or not they want the information they provide to be publicly available when the survey is completed and the results are published online. Only organization-level information, not information about individuals, will be made available online. 
If this is an ongoing collection, how have the collection requirements changed over time?
This is a renewal Information Collection for the Agency. STEW-MAP assessments have been conducted in multiple locations by National Forest System staff, university, local government, and nongovernmental organizations conducting research in consultation with Forest Service scientists working in those areas. 
We have adjusted the survey over time based on our experience implementing the survey previously. We streamlined the survey by removing questions about respondent’s perceptions of the impacts of policies and programs. This substantially cuts down on the cognitive load for respondents. Based on our research on wildfire adaptation and governance, in Idaho and Colorado we have added questions about the perception of collaborative processes and collaborative outcomes. These questions have been vetted across multiple surveys about wildfire adaptation led by the Co-Management of Fire Risk Transmission (CoMFRT) team and have been harmonized with the STEW-MAP approach and will provide key insights on the outcomes of cross-sector partnerships. We continue to track organizational network data describing collaboration (partnership), resources, and knowledge; and disturbances, and also whether partners have a formal agreement or not.  We updated formatting of these network questions as a matrix with tick boxes as it appears in Survey123, which eases the burden or response time.
The STEW-MAP survey instruments used in each case were essentially the same with minor adjustments in wording for clarification and changes to the geographic questions to reflect specific local geography. STEW-MAP collection instruments for new regions have typically added specificity or subtracted questions, based on local relevance, but all possible questions are contained in the submitted appendices. For certain questions on the survey, we may make minor changes to make the survey applicable to certain groups/locations. For example, the following question "in the last year, what sites has your group’s stewardship work focused on" may be modified to include a locally relevant list of site types, including those of specific relevance to National Forest System managers.
Some burden hour estimates have been adjusted since the prior approval. There is a slight increase in overall burden hours per project, due to the addition of the optional (1b) focus group protocol. For this approval, we’ve estimated an average of 8 different STEW-MAP projects per year, based on our experience with the prior renewal. Therefore, overall burden hours have not increased.
Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use of automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological collection techniques or other forms of information technology, such as permitting electronic submission of responses, and the basis for the decision for adopting this means of collection. Also describe any consideration of using information technology to reduce burden.
The survey will be conducted primarily online. Paper copies of the survey will also be made available for anyone who does not have Internet access or requests a paper copy. In rare cases, respondents may speak to a researcher by phone to answer the survey questions.  Information provided on paper surveys or over the phone will be entered into the online survey by a member of the research team on behalf of the respondent so that all of the survey data is in the same electronic database. In general, we have found that digital survey reduces the burden to respondents. Final results will be made available via the STEW-MAP website as well as Forest Service reports.
Describe efforts to identify duplication. Show specifically why any similar information already available cannot be used or modified for use for the purposes described in item 2 above.
As stated in question 2g above, STEW-MAP assessments have been conducted in multiple locations with Forest Service researchers acting as consultants and technical advisors. In all cases, there were no other systematic efforts to collect the kind of detailed information about local stewardship that STEW-MAP provides. We expect this to be the case as additional STEW-MAP assessments are conducted in other locations. Further, as noted above, the stewardship collaborative landscape is highly dynamic, which is why many previous STEW-MAP regions are interested in repeating the process after 5 or 10 years.
All of the researchers already connected with STEW-MAP (both in Forest Service and at partner organizations) have an active professional interest in civic environmental stewardship and keep abreast of the professional literature on this topic. None of the existing articles and books on civic environmental stewardship are connected to systematic, science-based efforts to collect detailed original data on local civic stewardship groups in the United States. Andrews and Edwards (2005) surveyed local environmental groups in North Carolina to see how the groups were structured and what they worked on; however, they focused mainly on formal stewardship groups (such as local affiliates of national organizations), did not map the groups’ geographic stewardship areas (‘turfs’), did not conduct a network analysis of ties between the groups, and focused on “environmentalism” meaning environmental advocacy more than on-the-ground stewardship.
We thoroughly searched the OMB OIRA database for similar information collections that have been submitted for OMB review by Federal agencies. We searched Forest Service, National Park Service, Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, and Environmental Protection Agency surveys because these agencies have natural resource management or environment-focused missions. We used the search terms “volunteer,” “stewardship,” and “trees.” We found no information collections that collect comparable data.
If the collection of information impacts small businesses or other small entities, Describe any methods used to minimize burden.
This collection of information does not identify any small businesses as the affected public. 
Small nonprofit or informal community groups that do environmental stewardship work are part of the target population for STEW-MAP. We have made every effort to keep the survey as short as possible, use uncomplicated wording for each question, provide clear response instructions, and ask only questions that have clear research and application value. The survey questions are designed such that someone in a leadership role with a stewardship group will not have to research their responses. The online survey eases some response burden by allowing participants to stop completing the survey if they run out of time or are interrupted and return at a later time to continue. We have also tried to reduce the response burden by allowing participants to complete the survey on paper or by phone.
Describe the consequence to Federal program or policy activities if the collection is not conducted or is conducted less frequently, as well as any technical or legal obstacles to reducing burden.
The Forest Service’s mission includes care of the Nation’s forests. Another part of the mission is to provide technical assistance to municipalities, states, and nongovernmental organizations regarding stewardship of natural resources.  Care of the Nation’s forests and other natural resources and providing technical assistance requires partnering with outside organizations including community organizations, not-for-profits, businesses, and government agencies at the local, State, and national level in order to help reach shared goals.
Without this information collection, we would be unable to understand the current state of civic natural resource stewardship and we would be unable to identify the organizations that we may provide assistance to for a given geographical area. Without the ability to identify the stewardship community, we would be unable to provide efficient and effective technical assistance and would be unable to provide scientific information about stewardship to planners and decision-makers.
Explain any special circumstances that would cause an information collection to be conducted in a manner:
There are no special circumstances. The collection of information is conducted in a manner consistent with the guidelines in 5 CFR 1320.6. Although there is no requirement to do so, typically respondents will complete a survey response in fewer than 30 days of receipt.  
1. Requiring respondents to report information to the agency more often than quarterly.
This collection of information does not have a requirement for the information to be collected quarterly or more.
Requiring respondents to prepare a written response to a collection of information in fewer than 30 days after receipt.
This collection of information does not have a requirement for the information to prepare a written response to the collection of information in fewer than 30 days after receipt.
Requiring respondents to submit more than an original and two copies of any document.
This collection of information does not have a requirement for the respondents to submit more than an original document.
Requiring respondents to retain records, other than health, medical, government contract, grant-in-aid, or tax records for more than three years.
[bookmark: _Hlk208820610]The collection of information is conducted in a manner consistent with the guidelines in 5 CFR 1320.6. This collection of information does not have a requirement for the respondents to retain records for more than three years.
In connection with a statistical survey, that is not designed to produce valid and reliable results that can be generalized to the universe of study.
This information collection would draw on a universe of stewardship organizations in Phase 1; the Phase 2 statistical survey would be collected so as to draw conclusions about the groups including in the sampling frame. See Supporting Statement B for more details.
Requiring the use of a statistical data classification that has not been reviewed and approved by OMB.
Results of the survey in Phase 2 may be used to develop a statistical data classification via factor analysis or PCA, drawing upon a subset of survey responses (such as, percent time spent on stewardship, primary site type).
That includes a pledge of confidentiality that is not supported by authority established in statute or regulation, that is not supported by disclosure and data security policies that are consistent with the pledge, or which unnecessarily impedes sharing of data with other agencies for compatible confidential use.
Survey respondents may elect to be added to a public map or to keep their responses confidential with the research team. PII included in any response will be subject to confidentiality.
Requiring respondents to submit proprietary trade secret, or other confidential information unless the agency can demonstrate that it has instituted procedures to protect the information's confidentiality to the extent permitted by law.
Not applicable. No information of a sensitive nature are included with this information collection.
If applicable, provide a copy and identify the date and page number of publication in the Federal Register of the agency's notice, required by 5 CFR 1320.8 (d), soliciting comments on the information collection prior to submission to OMB. Summarize public comments received in response to that notice and describe actions taken by the agency in response to these comments. Specifically address comments received on cost and hour burden. 
The 60-day request for public comment was published in the Federal register on June 24, 2025, Vol 90, No. 19 pages 26780-26781. Two comments were received, see Table 1

Table 1. Summary of public comments received, and agency response or action taken related to the comment(s)
	Commenter (using Personal Identifier protocols)
	Comment
	Forest Service response or action related to comment

	Jean Public
	alleged stewardshp is so fake most of the time and so corrupt. turnsout to be disaster for our forests. mandkind is not protectiveof nature at all. mankind is destru ctive and destroys for money and profit. the indian crying over destroyed land is a perfect example. usda  puts their profiteering pals in stew groups. they blackball any animal protector groups.blackball them when they should be part of environmental assessments.the plant people want wildlife dead. animal protectors need to be 50% o f any groups. animal protection groups need to be 50% of these groups. phase 3 must show fairness to all americans and not blackball animal protectors. 
	No action required. STEW-MAP currently uses a protocol to robustly identify all stewardship groups in a region, including animal and wildlife-related groups.

	Ailla Wasstrom-Evans
	As per the notice in the Federal Register on Tues. June 24 (attached), can you please send an electronic copy of the draft supporting statement? Thank you so much for your help with this.
	Copy of draft Supporting Statement A sent via email.


Describe efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of instructions and record keeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported.
The STEW-MAP survey used in Phase 2 has previously been approved by the institutional review boards (IRBs) at Rutgers University, The Field Museum, Columbia University, the University of Washington, the University of Vermont, and Portland State University. For Phase 3, the follow-up interview protocol for leaders of key organizations was approved by Columbia University and Rutgers University’s IRB.
The following individuals were consulted about development of the STEW-MAP survey instrument for the place they work in, the availability of existing stewardship data in their area, the clarity of instructions on the survey, disclosure guidelines, reporting format, and the data elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. 
Specific input was provided on this renewal by:
Alison Koopman, Forest Service R9
Christopher Stockdale, Mark Twain National Forest
Sonja Lin, Forest Service R9
Emily Munter, Superior National Forest
Thomas Hall, Superior National Forest 
Max Nielsen-Pincus, Portland State University

Input on prior ICRs and renewals was provided by:
Brian Goldberg, formerly Bridger Teton National Forest


· Dana Fisher, PhD, Associate Professor, University of Maryland, Dept of Sociology 
· Rob Pirani, NY/NJ Harbor & Estuary Program
· Michele Romolini, PhD, Loyola Marymount University’s Center for Urban Resilience 
· David Hancock, National Agricultural Statistical Service
· Lorien Jasny, University of Exeter, Department of Politics

Consultation with representatives of those from whom information is to be obtained or those who must compile records should occur at least once every 3 years even if the collection of information activity is the same as in prior periods. There may be circumstances that may preclude consultation in a specific situation. These circumstances should be explained.
The following three individuals provided an external review of this information collection, see table 2.
· Cody Evers, Portland State University
· Emily Silver, Michigan State University
· Kathleen Bell, University of Maine

We consulted with several participants from previous STEW-MAP projects in Idaho, Colorado, and Missouri for their feedback about how to make the Phase 2 survey most applicable, shorter and easier to fill out -- this led to the cuts on the perceptions of policies and programs. To ensure relevance for collaborative management and cross-sector partnerships on and around National Forests (particularly as related to wildfire management and responsible recreation), we have added vetted questions about perceptions of collaborative processes and outcomes. Having used Survey123 for multiple locations, we now show the network questions as asked in a matrix format, which eases the response time and cognitive load for respondents.
For Phase 1a (Census), there is one question, “Please can you provide a list of stewardship group names and contact information?” We have not received any negative feedback.
For Phase 3 (Follow-up Interviews), participants have not suggested any changes about the Phase 3 interviews. To ensure relevance to an increased emphasis by partners on metrics, we have added a vetted question about ways of assessing outcomes.
Table 2. Efforts to consult with persons outside the agency
	Contact
	Information Received

	Cody Evers, Research Associate, Portland State University 
cevers@pdx.edu
	Drawing on his extensive experience of collaborative wildfire governance, Cody Evers provided review and input on this ICR. Specifically, he advised on how to integrate the optional focus groups and chain referral as an alternate way to build the sampling frame. He also reviewed the survey instrument’s questions on collaboration and networks. He agreed that the proposed approach minimizes the burden on the public and that the frequency of data collection is appropriate, given the dynamic nature of collaborative networks. He concurred that there is no other existing federal instrument that collects comparable data on collaboration.

	Emily Silver, Associate Professor, Human Dimensions of Forestry, Michigan State University

esilver@msu.edu

	Dr. Silver has a decade of experience working on individual and family forest owner behavior and related research. They also recently worked with the Forest Service on work related to nature + wellbeing, wildfire management and social acceptability, and industry perceptions of cross-boundary participation. She agreed that the proposed approach minimizes the burden on the public and that the frequency of data collection is appropriate and that the protocol is flexible to be deployed when a geographic region (e.g., city, National Forest, other landscape) has a desire to map and understand civic environmental organizations operating within that region. She noted that there is little extant data other than prior iterations of STEW-MAP and thus this still constitutes a novel approach. She noted: “the program has expanded to include National Forests and other rural regions, which will be well received by both research and practitioner communities.”

	Kathleen Bell, Professor, School of Economics, University of Maine

kpbell@maine.edu

	Dr. Bell has extensive experience with surveys related to economic questions, land use and management issues, and sustainability topics in rural areas, bringing an economic but also interdisciplinary lens to these topics. Her comments assisted with connecting the survey with an expanded focus on supporting wildfire adaptation, responsible recreation, and rural economies. She also noted an appreciation of the simplified reporting format (i.e., the survey123) for some of the data collection. To her, the instructions seem clear and the burden seems reasonable. She also noted that this collection instrument is filling a gap in terms of data availability. She commented that the approach seems quite sound overall, having have tested in many locations and updating to meet different needs and work in different areas and contexts.


Explain any decision to provide any payment or gift to respondents, other than re-enumeration of contractors or grantees.
Responses for all three Phases of STEW-MAP are strictly voluntary. In Phase 2 (Survey) of some STEW-MAP projects, payments or gifts (incentives) may be offered if needed to help improve response rates. Incentives will be added if they are deemed useful to raise response rates and if STEW-MAP partners in a given location are able to fund them. A lottery format will be used. All groups that complete the survey will be entered into a drawing (that is, incentives will be fairly distributed). Example incentives could be a single large (such as $100) gift card to a home improvement store, 2 to 5 smaller gift cards to a home improvement store, and, if possible, in-kind or non-monetary gifts such as passes to a local museum or botanic garden. The incentives would be structured to fit the given location (what would be of interest in one location may not be of interest in another; this will be taken into account).
Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for the assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy.
There are two places in Phase 2 (survey) where anonymity is addressed. One of the first survey sections asks respondents to provide their name and contact information and the following assurance is printed in the survey: “Your personal information is confidential. We will not share your name, personal email, personal phone number, or other identifying information with anyone outside of the research team. We will only use this information to contact you if we have questions about information you provide on this survey.” 
Later, each respondent is asked “Does your group/organization wish to be on the online stewardship map?” with the option to check “Yes” or “No.” The following explanation is provided immediately after that question: “Note: The information associated with your group on the map will be limited to group/organization name, website, mailing address, group/organization email, group/organization phone number, what you primarily work on – plus your geographic territory, which will be addressed later in this survey.” Organizations are only added to the map if their representative checks “Yes.”
Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual behavior or attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered private. This justification should include the reasons why the agency considers the questions necessary, the specific uses to be made of the information, the explanation to be given to persons from whom the information is requested, and any steps to be taken to obtain their consent.
No sensitive questions will be asked.
Provide estimates of the hour burden of the collection of information. Indicate the number of respondents, frequency of response, annual hour burden, and an explanation of how the burden was estimated. If this request for approval covers more than one form, provide separate hour burden estimates for each form. 
The burden calculations below are based on experience from previous STEW-MAP projects. We expect to complete 8 STEW-MAP projects per year. Over the 3-year period of this approval, up to 24 projects will be conducted. The calculations below are based on the annual burden for this request.  Please note that we do not know which areas future STEW-MAP projects will be conducted in or how many stewardship groups there are in those regions. 
· Before we commence Phase 1, there will be a pre-survey consultation with 5 local stewardship group representatives or environmental professionals per project regarding survey question wording and outreach advice (n=40 across all locations).
· Phase 1a: Census
Round 1: We will contact 30 organizations in each of the 8 selected study areas (n=240 across all locations). Each organization will be asked to provide the names and contact information of at least 50 stewardship groups in their geographic area (n=1,500 per study area, for a total of 12,000 across all locations). 
Round 2: If we do not receive 1,500 names per study area, we will contact an additional 30 organizations per study area (n=240 across all locations) from the list of names provided in Round 1 until we reach 1,500 names per study area, for a total of 15,000 across all locations to survey in Phase 2.
· Phase 1b: Focus Groups (optional)
We will invite up to 30 individuals from stewardship organizations in each of 8 selected study areas to participate in focus groups, in order to scope the current stewardship landscape and identify existing stewardship organizations (n=240 across all locations). If we do not receive 1,500 names per study area from this set of focus groups, we will look for additional organizations to add via web searches.
· Phases 1a and 1b can be conducted independently or combined.
· Phase 2: Survey
Main Survey: We will reach out to all 12,000 contacts across all locations obtained during Phase 1, inviting them to complete the survey. We are expecting a 50% response rate that will provide us with 6,000 completed responses across all locations. 
Non-response Survey: Assuming a 50% (n=6,000 across all locations), we will conduct a brief non-response bias survey with 10% of all non-respondents (n=600 across all locations). We estimate a 10% response rate (n=60). This survey will take 1 minute to complete.
· Phase 3: Interviews
Follow-up Interviews – We will interview a maximum of 30 leaders from key hub organizations in each study area (n=240 across all locations). Each interview will take about one hour to complete. 
(Please see Attached Excel file, Table 1 – Burden Hours Worksheet). We estimate that per year, there will be 7,060 respondents, with an annual burden of 3,683 hours. For non-respondents, we estimate 6,540 non-respondents, with an annual burden of 209 hours. Per year, the total number of respondents and non-respondents is estimated to be 13,600 people and the burden hours for respondents and non-respondents is estimated to be 3,892 hours.
Record keeping burden should be addressed separately and should include columns for:
a) Description of record keeping activity: None 
b) Number of record keepers: None 
c) Annual hours per record keeper: None 
d) Total annual record keeping hours (columns b x c): Zero 
Provide estimates of annualized cost to respondents for the hour burdens for collections of information, identifying and using appropriate wage rate categories.
Table 3. Cost to Respondents across 8 study area regions
	(a)
Description of the Collection Activity
	(b)
Estimated Total Annual Burden on Respondents (Hours)
	(c)*
Estimated Average Income per Hour
	(d)
Estimated Cost to Respondents

	Pre-survey consultation with 5 local stewardship group representatives or environmental professionals per project regarding survey question wording and outreach advice
	80
	$64.00*
	$5,120

	Phase 1a (Census)
	120
	$43.40**
	$5,208

	Phase 1b (Focus groups)
	240
	$64.00*
	$15,360

	Phase 2 (Survey): Filling out the STEW-MAP survey – civic stewardship group representatives
	
3,003
	$43.40**
	$     130,330.20

	Phase 2 (Non-respondents)
	209
	$43.40**
	$     9,070.60

	Phase 3: Follow-up interviews with leaders at key civic stewardship orgs
	
240
	$64.00*
	$     15,360.00

	Totals
	3,892
	
	$     180,448.80


* We estimate that leaders of key hub organizations make $50/hour on average based on our professional knowledge and experience. We multiplied the hourly rate by 1.28 to account for benefits (following BLS guidance).
** We used mean hourly wage for “Social and Community Service Managers” from BLS at http://www.bls.gov/oes/current/oes119151.htm ($37.03) to reflect our expectation that the majority of respondents will work at nonprofit organizations or will be acting as social or community service managers even if they are actually unpaid volunteers. We multiplied the hourly rate by 1.28 to account for benefits.
Provide estimates of the total annual cost burden to respondents or record keepers resulting from the collection of information (do not include the cost of any hour burden shown in items 12 and 14). The cost estimates should be split into two components: (a) a total capital and start-up cost component annualized over its expected useful life; and (b) a total operation and maintenance and purchase of services component.
There are no capital operation and maintenance costs.
Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government.
The total annualized cost to the Federal government for conducting 8 STEW-MAP projects is estimated to be $468,388 which includes $346,488 for Federal salaries and $121,900 for operational expenses. This estimate is based on our experience with other STEW-MAP collections. The estimate of 8 projects per year is based on the expected number of projects that our partners across the country can complete in a year with our assistance. See attached excel file Table 2 – Annualized Cost Fed Govt, which shows Federal staff and grade levels performing various tasks associated with this information collection. 
We used the Office of Personnel Management Salary Table 2025 General Schedule (GS) Locality Pay Tables to determine the hourly rate https://www.opm.gov/policy-data-oversight/pay-leave/salaries-wages/2025/general-schedule/. We multiplied the hourly rate by 1.28 to account for benefits.
Because the location of future STEW-MAP projects is unknown, the following estimates are made based on the Denver, Colorado Federal employee pay schedule (Denver’s locality pay at 22.52% is the mid-range for mid to large-size U.S. cities). While the survey will be conducted in about a year, there is pre-work and data analysis afterward therefore a two-
year project timeline is expected.     
Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments reported on the burden worksheet (IC staff paste answer into ROCIS Burden Short Statement Block).
This is a renewal of a previously approved collection. Previously, we received approval for 8,525 respondents and 8,175 non-respondents annually and 4,565 total burden hours for respondents and non-respondents. Our projections have adjusted based on the addition of optional focus group protocol 1b and the number of locations per year being adjusted to eight.
For collections of information whose results are planned to be published, outline plans for tabulation and publication. Address any complex analytical techniques that will be used. Provide the time schedule for the entire project, including beginning and ending dates of the collection of information, completion of report, publication dates and other actions.
Summarized, descriptive statistics of collected information may be published in tabular form in peer-reviewed journal articles and posted on STEW-MAP related websites. Data from the survey that may be published include descriptive statistics, network analysis, cross-area comparisons of survey responses, geographic data and analysis of geographic distribution of stewardship, and analysis of stewardship trends over time. Possible professional journals include those that focus on social network analysis, natural resource management, geographic data, and analysis of volunteers such as Journal of Forestry, Society and Natural Resources, Local Environment, Journal of Environmental Management, and Cities and the Environment. Analysis and tabulation of data will follow established social science protocols. Some STEW-MAP projects may be summarized in on-line or published reports (Government Technical Reports, etc.). 
If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the information collection, explain the reasons that display would be inappropriate.
The valid OMB control number and expiration date will be displayed on all information collection instruments.
Explain each exception to the certification statement, "Certification Requirement for Paperwork Reduction Act."
☒ On behalf of this USDA Forest Service, I certify that the collection of information encompassed by this request complies with 5 CFR 1320.9 and the related provisions of 5 CFR 1320.8(b)(3).
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