
DISCLAIMER

This presentation is intended to provide basic

public information about the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service's 12-month finding for the 

greater sage-grouse, conducted pursuant to 

the Endangered Species Act.  It is not a 

comprehensive treatment of the finding or an 

exhaustive analysis of the species' status.  

Please refer to the actual published finding for 

the complete body of work and information

related to  the status of the species throughout

its range.
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Administrative Background
Petitioned/Court Actions addressed in current 
action:

GSG, Bi-State (Mono Basin), Western subspecies 

2004/5 Greater sage-grouse finding
90 Day Substantial due to factor A and D concerns

12 month not-warranted

2005 finding remanded December 2007
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Biological Background 
Species

Sagebrush obligate 
food, cover, reproduction

Landscape scale species 

Can be migratory

Long-lived, low reproductive rates

High fidelity to seasonal habitats

Photo © James Yule

Used by permission
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Current range

Historic and 
current range

Sage-grouse
distribution
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Year
WAFWA 1999 (1800 ς1998) 
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Population Trends
Estimated decline of 80 to 90 % from 

pre-settlement numbers

Decline of 30% since 1985

WAFWA 2008 (1965 ς2007) 6



Biological Background
Habitat

Sagebrush is essential 

Not all are equal habitat for grouse

Also need the healthy understory

Long restoration times: 20 to > 100 years 
depending on species and conditions

Fire kills sagebrush

Seed banks do not persist

²Ŝ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ Ƙƻǿ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜ ƻǊ άŦƛȄέ ƛǘ
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Sage-grouse
distribution

Sagebrush
distribution
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2005 Finding

Primary threats identified by the expert panel were 
related to habitat loss and degradation (Factor A) 
Threats varied by portion of the range but all 
degraded and/or fragmented habitat
Primary threats in the eastern portion of the range 
were anthropogenic factors (e.g., energy 
development and associated infrastructure)
Primary threats in the western portion of the range 
were invasive species (e.g. annual grasses) and fire 
frequency that resulted.  
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2005 Finding
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Changes since 2005
Threats identified in 2005 remain but with additional 
new threats (e.g., wind power and West Nile virus).

Scale and intensity of 2005 threats have increased 
and are exacerbated by the synergistic effects: e.g. 
disease and climate change 
Much clearer understanding of how threats affect 
viability. 

Regulatory mechanisms on federal lands (60% of the 
extant habitat) have not been effective at addressing 
threats.
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