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Prioritizing Conservation Needs for Native U.S. Oaks of Concern P

Oaks play an integral role both ecologically and economically in North America, with 91 native oak species in the United States alone. Of these, 16 are listed by the IUCN
Red List as globally threatened with extinction. To meet the need for efficient and effective direction of limited resources toward conservation actions, we completed a
Conservation Gap Analysis of U.S. Native Oaks. This analysis combines threat assessments with conservation data to systematically prioritize species and conservation
actions, guiding long-term preservation of oak diversity through promotion of closer coordination and collaboration among the conservation community.
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Conservation Needs Evaluation
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