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astfall, Grouse Partnership News
rted on a project being undertaken
evelop a range-wide conservation

t of Greater Sage-Grouse and
sagebrush habitats (GPN volume 4,
number 1). This project began when the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service contract-
ed with the Western Association of Fish
and Wildlife Agencies to develop a con-
servation assessment of Greater Sage-
Grouse and the species’ habitats. The
task was then assigned to the National
Sage Grouse Conservation Planning
Framework Team and their staff of sci-
entists (Jack Connelly, Steve Knick,
NAGP Board Member Mike Schroeder,
and San Stiver). A conservation assess-
ment area was first defined that included
parts of 14 states and two Canadian
provinces and encompassed about
2,000,000 km?. What then followed
included an exhaustive review of appro-
priate data sets, countless hours of data
collection and analyses, and seemingly
never-ending revisions.

Finally, a little over a year after the
scientists began work on the project,
they produced a 610-page conservation
assessment. This report detailed both
Greater Sage-Grouse population and
sagebrush habitat ecology and trends.
Since this document first appeared in
early June, we have fielded many ques-
tions about its purpose, contents, and
take—home messages. Because of the
tremendous interest in this report, we
use this article to attempt to answer
some of the more common questions
and provide our perspective on the
development, creation, and interpretation
of this Conservation Assessment.

APPROACH

Our primary objective was to docu-
ment the current status and potential fac-
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tors that influence the long-term conser-
vation of Greater Sage-Grouse popula-
tions and the sagebrush ecosystems on
which they depend. We based our
analyses on an ecological understanding
of the dynamics of sagebrush ecosys-
tems and the requirements of Greater
Sage-Grouse. Using an ecological
approach provided a general structure
within which land uses can be evaluated
in relation to disturbance and recovery
of sagebrush habitats and Greater Sage-
Grouse populations.

Depending on one’s point of view,
this document may have been right on
the money or sadly deficient. In part,
the disparity in views may be due to a
lack of understanding of the assess-
ment’s ultimate goals. Some apparently
thought it should take a relatively quali-
tative approach and promote the views
of government agencies or special inter-
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est groups. Others wanted a very pre-
scriptive document that might provide
critiques, strategies, or recommenda-
tions. In reality, the Western Association
of Fish and Wildlife Agencies asked us
to design the Conservation Assessment
to be an objective assessment of status
and trends written from a large-scale
ecological perspective. Well before the
document was written, we agreed that.
to the best of our abilities, we would
produce an unbiased assessment that
simply reported the facts and left the
interpretation to others. We followed
five guiding principles while developing
this assessment. First. we took great
care to make sure that the document did
not provide any recommendations, espe-
cially with regard to listing Greater
Sage-Grouse under the Endangered
Species Act. Second, we did not pro-
mote any conservation strategies






