Big Horn Basin Local Sage-grouse Working Group

Meeting Notes

August 29, 2005

Big Horn Federal Savings Bank, Cody

Working Group Members Present:

· Kathleen Jachowski, (Chair) Executive Director, Guardians of the Range, Cody 

· Tom Easterly, Wildlife Biologist, Wyoming Game & Fish Department, Greybull

· Keith Hamilton, Rancher, Hyattville

· Marvin Blakesley, Adv. HES Professional, Marathon Oil Company, Cody

· Matt Call, Environmental Specialist, WyoBen (Bentonite), Greybull

· Chris Pfister, Rancher/Falconer, Worland

· Carl Meyer, Member at Large
· Tim Stephens, Wildlife Biologist, Bureau of Land Management, Worland

· Lee Campbell, Hot Springs County Planner, Thermopolis 

Working Group Members Absent:

· Bill Alldredge, Rancher (Retired Professor-CSU), Thermopolis
· Jim Mischke, District Conservationist, Nat’l Resource Conservation District, 


      Thermopolis

Facilitator 

· Dennie Hammer, Wyoming Game and Fish Department

Note Taker:


None-facilitator recorded 

Dennie reviewed the day’s agenda and asked for corrections to the minutes of the July meeting. No corrections were made and the minutes were approved.

Kathleen informed the group that the sage-grouse projects awarded funding were announced at the Local Working Group Forum in Riverton. Three of the nine Big Horn Basin project proposals were funded—priorities #1 (PW Spring Restoration), #2 (Heart Mountain Sage-grouse Enhancements) and #4 (YU Bench Sage-grouse Enhancements). 

Kathleen said that she still needs to draft a news release and will work on it ASAP.

Overview and Knowledge gained from the Local Working Group Forum in Riverton

Tom Easterly: 

· Wind River group is sending out a questionnaire about private land sage grouse information and feels we should maybe do the same

· Colorado developed their plan from the bottom up, local working groups to statewide working group. Colorado studies found that night habitats are different than daytime, selecting more open stands at night

· Montana research in Wyoming found that 10% of sage-grouse blood samples from the Powder River Basin have anti-bodies for WNV; this is good news.

· Matt Hollaran found declines in numbers due to disturbance, noise was a prominent factor, birds were closer to the distrubance on upwind rather than downwind side

· 5 or more rigs near a lek had an effect

· Offspring moved further away from rig site, however the parents would not, continued to use same areas

· Weeds, are opportunistic, some shift of diets in sage grouse to weedy species

· Predation in Nevada study, cameras were set up at nest sites, ground squirrels were not as great a predator unless the egg was flawed in some way, ravens and crows were big predators, nest destruction varied a great deal and usually you could not tell what predator actually predated the nest

Keith Hamilton

· Some poisoning has been done on the corvids, they are nesting in power lines where their natural predators cannot get to them, they are also taking advantage of road kill which has really increased their population throughout the west

· One landowner in northeast Wyoming actually carries a map around on his deeded land and maps what he sees, he encourages other landowners to do the same

· Feels we still lack a great deal of information

· We should not be afraid to fail, if we do, we move on

Tim Stephens

· The ravens follow the hens to determine where the nest sites are located

· Control using poisoned eggs is working in some areas

· Governor Fruedenthal did a good job, but he may have felt that money could solve this problem, not sure that this is the case

· Reiterated that we need to keep our legislators in touch with our work to keep their support

· Governor felt incentives work better than regulations

Chris Pfister

· Let the landowners know that they are doing a good job when they are, helps to build trust

· We should not be taking off and doing projects if we do not know if the project is the best for the specific area

Kathleen Jachowski

· Safe harbor; the concept does exist and has had some success, but it can take a great deal of time and money (National Wilderness Institute as a reference)

· Doesn’t think the groups have taken the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service PECE benchmark seriously enough

· Much of the available data is not adequate

· Private landowner data important, but we should not be expecting the landowners to come forward with this information, there is no guarantee that the future is bright 


Forum Feedback

· Time (two half-days) was adequate

· Good speakers, especially the predator research

· Next time, put the industry panel on the end of the forum, not the front, the research should be first because it stimulates pertinenet questions

· Provide more instruction to the panel participants, some were not fully aware of what they were to provide

· Thought the breakout was going to be in our working group

· Be sure that the Petroleum Association of Wyoming folks can come next time, there was a big hole by not having them

Bighorn Basin Intern Position

· Noe is finished for the summer, took a job in Nebraska, she provided two different reports, bear creek/beaver creek area sage density and the blue bank area, south of shell creek helping BLM, the information will go into a GIS layer

· She did a good job, but it is a small sample of the basin, Tom Easterly would like to see a full blown GIS study basin-wide

· BLM and GF will share the information they obtained this summer 

· Tom will provide copies of the reports to anyone who wants one.

Discussion

· Dennie pulled together from all of the meeting minutes, one document outlining the progress on the plan to date. He will provide Bill and Jim with a copy. This is the “Where are we?”

· Dennie asked if there was a plan outline, something visual for the group to work toward. “Where do we want to go?”

· Tom will provide and outline of the Big Horn Basin conservation plan elements prior to the next meeting and everyone will review by September 23 and he will provide website links. The group will review the outline and be prepared to make comments on the outline. “How do we get there?”

· Those present decided not to have a specific population goal for the Big Horn Basin due to a lack of reliable information

· The group asked that Dennie e-mail the revised document from today.

· For the next meeting, the first order of business will be to review Toms outline, the second will be to pick up where we left off and start to discuss the implementation strategies the group will use to address the goals and objectives.

· It was noted that Jim Mischke has missed several meetings and has been late as well. The group would like to know if he still wants to participate, Kathleen will call Jim and ask, the group feels that it is important to participate in the meetings.

· The next meeting will be on September 30 in Worland at the BLM office.

DRAFT CONSERVATION GOALS (wording added on 8/29/05 is in blue print)

1.   MAINTAIN, ENHANCE, AND/OR RESTORE QUALITY HABITAT FOR SAGE-GROUSE BY:  

Promoting livestock grazing practices that maintain healthy sagebrush habitats on     federal, state, and private land in the Bighorn Basin,

Considering impacts on sage-grouse when developing management goals and strategies for other species,

Working with BLM to assure that feral horse populations are maintained at acceptable carrying capacities and impacts to sage-grouse caused by feral horses are minimized,

Working with private and governmental land mangers to assure that vegetation management/treatments benefit those habitat characteristics required for various life stages of sage-grouse, while considering ecological, economic and cumulative impacts,

Minimizing impacts of exploration and/or development of mineral resource on sage-grouse habitat and encourage reclamation that restores or improves sage-grouse habitats,

Preventing the introduction of invasive plants in sage-grouse habitat and promoting control and reduction of infestations,

Promoting farming operations that are compatible with maintenance and enhancement of sage-grouse habitat.

2. RESEARCH TO BETTER UNDERSTAND THE DYNAMICS OF SAGE GROUSE POPULATIONS AND THEIR HABITATS BY:

Evaluating the impacts of predators (especially “new” predators) and implement accordingly,

Assess impacts of weather on sage-grouse and their habitats.

Evaluating grazing regimes that have potential to benefit sage-grouse habitats,

Monitoring and evaluating the impacts of disease of sage-grouse populations, 

Determining a reliable estimate of the sage grouse population in the Big Horn Basin, to be used in establishing minimum population goals

3. Educate the public on practices that impact sage-grouse and recommend best management practices,

Work with local, state, and federal governments and private landowners to minimize impacts to sage-grouse and their habitats.

Support adjusting hunting regulations as needed with population levels

