What Have We Learned &
Where Do We Go From Here?
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What messages are sticking with you?
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On average, we're losing 1.3 million
acres of intact sagebrush-steppe
each year across the West



In what ways might today’s
information & ideas prompt you to
re-think or adjust your approach?



In what ways might you consider shifting your
approach?
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Increase emphasis on
proactlve and pragmatlc
- mterventlons '



Core Sagebrush Area

Growth Opportunity Area

Other Rangeland Area




Keeping the Sagebrush Sea afloat:

- Constant vigilance in Core Areas
- Fight tooth and nail in Growth Areas
- Elsewhere keep negative impacts at bay
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W hat best describes your reaction to the "Defend and Grow the
Core" framework?
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An impertect road map is
better than none at all.
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Core Sagebrush Area
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lt'snot about abandonmg these areas:

“ Instead the realistic emphasis should
‘ be on reducmg harmful |mpac:ts
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"How to keep the Sagebrush Sea afloat?

Bring your creative &
collaborative spirit to the table.
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Infrastructure law funds Nevada
sagebrush restoration projects

BY: JENIFFER SOLIS - JUNE 2 22 6:05AM o

Infrastructure law to fund
sagebrush project spanning

sleyeral Utah counties Southeast Oregon Wildfire
Resiliency Project Infused
with $5 Million

This funding will be used to address fire suppression, prevention and restoration of
Southeast Oregon sagebrush sea landscape.

Sagebrush restoration is infrastructure,

say blpartlsan group of Western senators
BY: JENIFFER SOLIS - MARCH 2 22 9:00 AM O @ o O O @
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https://www.flickr.com/photos/usfwspacific/15519477988



https://www.flickr.com/photos/usfwsmtnprairie/7084573715
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https://www.flickr.com/photos/mypubliclands/20392465029

Rangeland Area



https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Artemisia_tridentata_vaseyana_in_the_Bannack_area_(8318227105).jpg




America the Beautiful Challenge
2022 Request for Proposals

:..V\ Funding: $375M over5years
Eligible: States, territories, and Tribes
Geographic Focus: National

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Blpartlsan Infrastructure Law to
Fund Sagebrush Projects in the
West | '
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W hat role(s) would you like to play in moving towards bold action
and better outcomes?

educator of stakeholders strategic conservation
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(541) 705-4543


mailto:anya.tyson@tnc.org

