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Information Bulletin No. UT 2011-015 

To: District Managers, Monument Manager and AFOs 

From: Deputy State D:irector~ Natural Resources 

February 1.5, 2011 

Subject: FY 20]] Greater Sage-Grouse Data Call for Annual StanIs Review 

Program Area: Wild.life, Fuels, Range Management~ Minera.ls 

Purpose: The purpose of this IB is t() req uest that Field Offices iii Vernal, Price, Salt Lake, 
Fillnlore, CedaT City, Richfie]d~ Kanab~ Moab~ and the Grand Staircase/Escalante N.M., provide 
input, where appHcable~ for the 20] 1 Greater Sage-grouse Data Call. 

Background: The greater sage-grouse was determined. to be Warranted. for Listing under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) on March 5, 2010. Because of other higher listing priorities, the 
greater sage-grouse was further dctctmincd to be precluded froln listing at that time, and was 
designated as a Candidate species for listing. As a result, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is 
required to conduct an annual Status Review to deter.mine if the species should continue to be a 
Candidate for listing, or if there is enough new infonnation to determine that the species is no 
longer waITa.nted for listing. This IB provides the necessary infonnation for Field Offices to 
provide any new in f0l111ation relative to greater sage .. grouse that can assist in tha.t decislon­
nlaking process. 

This year's annual review is primarHy focused on biological information as we1l as any changes 
that have occllrred througll regulatory mechanism actions between October 2009 and January 
2011 ~ so SOlne of the Field O.rtlces may have a. No Response to this data. request. Field. Office 
Managers and Biologists were pTovided an early copy of the data request on February 7 and 
should be prepared to provide responses. 

Policy/Action; Because of the very short response time provided! all offices are requested to 
submit their responses using the attached Field Office Response FOD11 directly to Steve Madsen 
at steve c_madsenrcp.b1.m.,gg,Y by COB Wednesday February 23, 2011. Even those offices with 

a No Response should provide that information to Steve. Attached is the USFWS Jetter to the 
State Director requesting the updated information, a summary of the data being req uested by 



F&WS, as well as a Response Form for each applicable office's response(s). lfthere are 
questions please conta.ct Steve vie email or at 801-539w 4058. 

BUdget Impacts: There arc no additional budget impacts. Some offices wiU likely have a No 
Response and other of.t1ces should be able to provide the infonnation very quickly. 

Mnnu~l1/Hnndbool{ Sections Affected: None 

Contact: Steve Madsen, UTSO Wildlife Progranl Lead at 801 .. 539·4058. 

Signed by: 
Ver1in L. Smith 
Acting DSD, Natllral Resources 

Attachments: 
F&WS Letter to UT SD 
F& WS Data Request 
Field Of-nee Response Fonn 

Authenticated by: 
Rosie Geren 
Records Manager 



.limn Palma, State Dirtll:tur 
Bureau of Lill1d Management 
P.O. Box 45155 
Salt Lake City, liT 84145-0155 

DCflr Mr. I'nlnul: 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Ecological Services 
5353 Yellowlitonc ROlld, Suite 308A 

ChcyclIne, Wyoming 82009 

The U.s. PiRh Hncl Wildlife Service (Scrvice) is initiatinp; alii' al111l1al review afthe areater sugl;-gnHI~4; 
(Cemroccl'cIlS IIl"opha,I'itll1u.I') whj(:h Wl\S de~ignu1:td ~$ II c.llndic1~.t~ spl:cic~ in MRrch 20 10, under the 
Encloflgertd Specios Act ofl973, as amen dod (16 U.S.C. 1531 eucq.). As a te~ult:, the Service will 
nlVil;w the spccies' status 11.1l11ua.lly ti) determine ihny rllrlilcr li~l.ing 11Cl.i0l1 should be taken based on 
sciontific dal!l. Potential actions incilido one of the followinp,: proposing the specie~ rllr immediult: 
listing, removing the species fl'orT1\i1e cill1didQ(c li~!, ch~ngi ng Ihe :;p<,:cics' listing priority number, 01' no 
ch~ngc in tile species' curren!. AIRJUS. 

A~ part of this alllluull'evity:/, tht: Sc:rvice is soliciting new infol'l11atiDnl'llgarciing changes ill Ute stutus of 
the bil'cI, its h.\bil'lt~. or scientific Imciol'stanciil1!l or the species arid its hilbitJlts. The Murch 20 I 0 finding 
for the Gn:OIlcr 5~·8c·grouse iclel1til~ed habitat loss Mel rrij!:lment~llilln ~nd insllrfieionl: I'cgulalOlY 
Illochn.nisms as the primary rllcl:or~ for designating the species as wan'anted fot·listill(\. ThercJol'e, our 
al1nulll I'(lview will primadly fOCllS on ony cl1Qnge, in these til',) ru(:lor~. Howevor, rc~.lizing the 
inlel'~ctiv(l nature ofti1e many items considered for lhe 201 0 listing cleci.ion with ilabitat conditiolllUld 
I'ogult\tory m~chllnisms. we would Ilppl'ecia(e receiving any new informul:ioll regarding sagc"grollse find 
sag",bm~h statlls. 

Attnchc)q i:; ~ list of infol'lllation/dnl!l we are conecling for lhi~ IInnutll r(!vicw. To I hI;) oXlcn! posRiblo, 
rlc:asc provide the rtqut~l"d inf<Jrmlll:ion, incitldil1g spMial data whell appropriate and available. Mort 
deto.ils or I:hu typos of data requested Me included in lilt !Illllclled ,heel. WI;; hllYC nol specified a format 
for rocoiving the j"Yorrnulion rc:q\lesl:ed Hncl ICllve thalto your discretion. f'lease do not ,end I'aw dMil 
\ll1le.~ ~rt:cincully reques1ed an the o.t1uciled ~heel. 1\11 informulioll ~hould be submitted t(l our offico no 
luter th~n March 1. 2011. 

We apprccitlt<;; yOlll' efforlS in providing the Service lhe best scil;;nLil1c duta rcgllrding the GreMer sage­
gt·ouse. II" you huvc any questions, please do 110ll1esililte Ii) eonlilel PltL Deibert III 307-772-2374. ext. 
226,1)1' hy e-mail tit put_ddbcrl@fw'.l\':1V. 

Encl()~lIre 

R. MIlTI" Snl:tclberg 
Ficld Slipervisor 
Wyoming; Field Office 



Data Request for the Annual Review of the 
Greater Sage ... Grouse Candidate Status 

The following is a general outline of items for which we are seeking information. We 

understand that not every responder will need to address every issue or have knowledge of 

some issues in their locale. Please provide the information that is applicable for your area of 

jurisdiction. We are requesting information you may have collected between October 2009 and 

January 2011. 

As for conservation efforts, we are requesting any updates to the information provided in the 

conservation efforts database in 2009J and any new conservation efforts. We will continue to 

use the conservation efforts database for collecting this information with the exception of 

those actions that are implemented and are now known (not predicted) to be effective at 

improving the status of sage-grouse. Information regarding projects previously entered into 

the conservation efforts database for which effectiveness is now known should be appended to 

this request. 

Data Request: 

Population status" trends and numbers: This section is primarily directed towards State and 

Provincial agencies for response. 

1. What are the population trends for your State or Province? If describing by population, 

please use the population descriptions identified in the 2006 WAFWA Conservation 

Strategy. 

a. Is the trend expected given weather conditions and population cycling? 

2. Has there been any significant change in the populations in your State or Province (more 

than normal annual fluctuations)? 

a. If yes, do you know the cause of the population change? Please describe. 

Habitat status and trends: To the extent possible, for each of items listed below please 

provide locations, populations affected, acreage affected and geospatial data if available. The 

primary focus of these questions is directed at occupied habitats (at least during one season) or 

sagebrush habitats that are essential for longwterm species persistence (e.g. connectivity 

corridors). 

1. Areas of sagebrush lost due to permanent conversion (e.g. agriculturallandsJ 

subdivisions). In addition to the information requested above, please identify the stage 

of loss (e.g. proposed, in NEPA review, completed), 

a. Please identify proposed areas of conversions that have a high certainty of 

occurrence. 



2. Please identify areas that will be converted in association with Farm Bill Biomass Crop 

Assistance Program (BCAP). 

3. For areas where CRP has/Is providing habitat for grouseJ have there been areas where 

the lands have been put back into production, resulting in a loss of habitat? If so, please 

estimate the number of acres potentially lost. 

4. Acres of occupied sagebrush habitats that were lost to fire (either wild or prescribed 

fires), 

5. Expansion of conifers or cheatgrass into sagebrush. 

6. Incursion of other invasive species that affects habitat quality and utility for sage­

grouse. Please identify the invasive species. 

7. Proposed energy developments within occupied sagebrush habitats. In addition to the 

items requested above, please identify the type (oil, gas, wind, solar, hydropower, 

geothermal, uranium, etc.) and stage of development, well/turbine/development 

density) and life of project. 

S. Please provide information regarding new, proposed, or expanded mining activities. 

9. Transmission corridors for energy transmission. Include status (e.g. NEPA completed, 

under construction, proposed)1 and any efforts to minimize impacts to sage-grouse and 

sagebrush 

10. Grazing impacts - any significant changes that affect habitat abundance and quality. We 

are particularly interested in sagebrush treatments that either remove sagebrush 

habitats or alter their ability to provide current seasonal habitats (e.g. converting winter 

habitat to more open canopies that may support brood-rearing). 

a. Please include treatments conducted for the benefit of wild ungulates. 

b. Please identify any changes in wild equid status. 

11. Please identify any known losses of habitat connectivity, both within and between 

populations. 

Changes in Regulatory Mechanisms: Regulatory mechanisms are those that are enforceable by 
either state or provincial statute, federal land management documentsJ etc. TheV do not 

include voluntary efforts. However, please provide information on any voluntary efforts that 

may be affecting sage-grouse and sagebrush habitats. If these efforts have not yet been 

implemented, or not yet shown to be effective, please identify those projects within the 

conservation efforts database. 

1. Identify the status of BLM RMP revisions that will affect sagewgrOLJse or sagebrush 

(either positive or negative), if any. 

2. Identify any changes in the status of regulatory mechanisms that will affect sage-grouse 

or sagebrush (positive or negative) on other Federal lands (e.g. FS, NPS1 military lands). 



3. Identify any new regulatory mechanisms that minimize impacts from fire, invasives, 

energy development, etc. If new regulatory mechanisms are being considered, you 

should also identify those, along with the certainty of application. 

4, Any new State, Provincial, or other local (e.g. county) efforts to address threats? 

Hunting and other uses: (Please identify state or province) 

1. Have there been any changes to hunting regulations for sage~grouse? If so, please 

identify the reason behind the change, and if applicable, any results. 

2. Have there been any changes in recreational impacts (positive or negative) or in 

religious use of sage-grouse? 

3, Please identify current research projects on sage-grouse in your State or Province) and 

whether or not the project includes bird capture or collaring. 

Disease and Predation: (prease provide locations where appropriate) 

1. Please report any West Nile virus outbreaks in 2010. 

2. Are you aware of any new diseases/parasites that have population-level effects? 

3. Do you have any data that suggests that predators may be limiting sage~grouse in any 

part of the range, independent of habitat conditions? 

4. Do you have data that supports increases in predator populations that are affecting 

sage-grouse as the result of habitat alterations? 

Other Factors: 

Do you have any new information regarding negative effects of pesticides, contaminants, 

recreational activities or other human disturbance, drought and other climatic conditions on 

the Greater sage-grouse? 

Please report any new information on the impacts of climate change on sage-grouse or their 

habitats. 

Literature: 

Please identify any pertinent literature you feel is important for our review. In addition to 

citations, if you have cited any literature above, please provide the page numbers of the actual 

citation. 

Contact person(s): 

Please provide us a contact(s} regarding all of the above requested data in case we have 

questions. 



FIELD OFFICE RESPONSE FORM 
GREATER SAGE-GROUSE DATA CALL FOR October 2009 - January 2011 

Field Office ____ ~ __ Individual Providing Response _________ _ 

(The following outline follows the USFWS Data Request 'for the Annual Review of the Greater Sage­
Grouse Candidate Status. See that request for additional instructions.) 

Population status, trends and numbers 

No Field Office Response Required 

State agencies w~1I report this information. 

II. Habitat Status and Trends; 

1. Areas of sagebrush lost due to permanent conversion (e.g. agriculturallandsJ 

subdivisionsl DO NOT INCLUDE WILDFIRE ACRES HERE). Provide locations, populations 

affected J acreage affected and geospatial data if available. Please identify the stage of 

loss (e.g. proposed l in NEPA review1 completed). Attach geospatial data separately. 

a. Please identify proposed areas of conversions that have a high certainty of 
occurrence. _________________ ~ _____ _ 

2 - 3. Not relevant to BLM 

4. Acres of occupied sagebrush habitats that were lost to fire (either wild or prescribed) • NIFC and 
the WO may provide a national-level response. If you have spatial data please provide separately. 

5. Expansion of conifers or cheatgrass into sagebrush (may be provided by WO nationally). If Field 
Offices have data, please provide: 

6. Incursion of other invasive species that affect habitat quality and utility for sage-grouse (WO may 
provide) Respond if a Field Office has new information on invasives affecting sage-grouse habitat 
other than cheatgrass and conifers: 

7. Proposed energy developments within occupied sagebrush habitats. Please identify the 
type (oil, gas, wind} solarI hydropower} geothermal, uranium} etc.) and stage af 
developmentJ well/turbine/development densitYJ and life of project. May be done 
nationally. (However, BE SURE to address any regulatory mechanisms (Le. LUPs that identify 
areas closed to development, contain stipulations, etc., eOAs On ROW authorizations and APDs that 
place restrictions on energy development, otherwise USFWS will assume that if it is open for 
development in the LUP or if is leased, it cannot be considered habitat for the long term.): 



8. Please provide information regarding new, proposed, or expanded mining activities: 

9. Transmission corridors for energy transmission. Include status (e.g. NEPA completed/ 

under construction, proposed), and any efforts to minimize impacts to sage-grouse and 

sagebrush: 

10. Grazing Impacts (Please focus on "significant changes" that affected sage-grouse habitat 
abundance and quality.): 

Via email provide a list of sagebrush treatments (include allotment number(s) and acreage) 500 
acres or greater in size (other than for fuels modification) that either removed sagebrush habitats 
or altered their ability to provide current seasonal habitat requirements for sage-grouse. 

a. Please include treatments conducted for the benefit of wild ungulates. 
b. Please identify any changes in wild horse status: 

11. Loss of habitat connectivity: Presumably state agencies will report this information. 

III. Changes In Regulatory Mechanisms (PLEASE FOCUS YOUR EFFORT HEREII) 

Background Information from USFWS~ In the March 23/ 2010 finding for the Greater sage~ 
grouse the USFWS identified habitat loss and fragmentation, and insufficient regulatory 
mechanisms to protect habitat, as the primary factors for designating tile species as warranted for 
listing. 

Given the low resiliency of sagebrush ecosystems, the USFWS recognizes that the results of on~ 
the~ground efforts to address habitat loss and fragmentation will not be immediately evident (but 
essential to be initiated now for long-term recovery). 

Addressing insuffioient regulatory mechanisms to provide the necessary long-term conservation 
of sage-grouse habitats can be addressed immediately, The implementation of regulatory 
mechanisms (e,g, RMP revisions) to support the long-term cons8IVation of sage-grouse habitats 
is essential to provide an assurance that habitat conservation efforts are not negated in the 
future. Immediate attention to stronger regulatory mechanisms through necessary 
revisions to RMPs in core~ high density, or crucial sage-grouse population centers remain 
the most strategIc actions BLM could take to influence the threats that act upon this 
species. 

We encourage the Bureau of Land Management to establish the regulatory framework for long­
term conservation of sage-grouse while simultaneously initiating habitat rehabilitation and 



restoration as approprjate on Bureau lands. Without these regulatory structures, sage-grouse are 
likely to remaln warranted for listing under the Endangered Species Act. 

1. Identify the status (proposed/draft/completed) of BLM RMP revisions that will affect 

sage-grouse or sagebrush (either positive or negative), if any: 

2. Identify any changes in the status of regulatory mechanisms that will affect sage~ 

grouse or sagebrush (positive or negative) on adjoining Federal lands (e.g. FS, NPS, 
military lands): ___ ~ ______ ~ ____________ _ 

3. Identify any new regulatory mechanisms that minimize impacts from fire, invasives, 

energy development, etc. If new regulatory mechanisms are being considered, you 

should also identify those, along with the certainty of application: 

4. Identify any new State, County, Local Working Group, etc. efforts to address 

threats?: 

IV. Hunting and Other Uses: 

Coordinate (where appropriate) reporting with your respective state fish and wildlife agency 

1. Please identify current research projects on sage-grouse in your area, and whether 

or not the project includes bird capture or collaring: 

V. Disease and Predation 

Coordinate (where appropriate) reporting with your respective state fish and wildlife agency 

1. Do you have any data that suggests that predators may be limiting sage-grouse in 

any part of the range, independent of habitat conditions?: ________ _ 

(Submit data via email) 



2. Do you have data that supports increases in predator populations that are affecting 
sage-grouse as the result of habitat alterations?: _~ _________ _ 

(Submit data via email) 

VI. Other Factors: 

Do you have any new information regarding negative effects of pesticidesJ 

contaminants, recreational activities or other human disturbance, drought and other 
climatic conditions on the Greater sage .. grouse? (Please provide citations if appropriate): 

Finally, the USFWS is not asking us to update the conservation efforts data base at this time, however, 
Jason Robinson from UDWR.i§ updating Utah's Sage-grouse Conservation Efforts Database with ' 
updated information relative to on,.,going Watershed Restoration Initiative projects with sage-grouse 
habitat improvement objectives. 
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