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Bates Hole/Shirley Basin Sage Grouse Working Group

Tuesday, Oct. 11, 2005
8:15 a.m. – Coffee & Donuts

8:30 a.m. – Approve minutes from previous meeting

8:45 a.m. – Public Comments

Todd Heward – was present representing the Medicine Bow Conservation District.  Offered any assistance from the District.

The District is helping the 7E ranch with the project funded with Sage Brush funds.  Todd has experience using the Lawson Aerator and is interested in getting access to the Pinedale machines schedule.

Daryl will look into whether WGF provides the aerator operator.

Robin passed around a Wendy’s placemat and discussed the potential for developing a BHSB sage grouse version.

9:00 a.m. –Bob Giurgevich of Land Quality Division for DEQ, will discuss mine permitting and reclamation aspects

Handout – “Select summary of baseline vegetation surveys and wildlife habitat descriptions and Reclamation Plan elements for Land Quality Division Non-coal permits.”

Any mining operation must have authorization of some type from the Land Quality.  Before mining an entity must have some type of lease or other authorization to mine on the land.  This is separate from the DEQ permitting.

Coal is handled differently from non-coal minerals.

This is done because there is Federal oversight on coal mining.

Exploration does not require any baseline date collection (wildlife or vegetation), however sites disturbed by exploration (including roads) must be reestablished to the extent possible – specifically for a particular land use. Bonding is also required to ensure restoration.  Shrubs or forbs are not generally required.

Limited Mining Operation (less than 10 acres) has an exemption from full permitting requirements.  Must be less than 10 acres for the life of the project. Still must post a reclamation bond.  No baseline information collected.  Must save topsoil and must seed.  Shrubs or forbs are not generally required.

Bond money cannot be used for mitigation other than the site reclamation, unless the bond is forfeited to the State.  

Regular mining permits have the most comprehensive baseline, mining, and reclamation planning.  Regular mining permits are reviewed by LQD and must consult with WGFD relative to wildlife baseline information and significant habitat components. Often WGFD must request a copy of the mine plan and reclamation plan. USFWS also has a role.  

Changes in land use such as adding surface water must be included in the reclamation plan, either up front or through revision.  Two land uses are specifically mentioned in the environmental regulations. Grazing land and fish & wildlife habitat. They are frequently “assumed” to be functioning concurrently and equally on a particular acre.

Natives are specifically mentioned as being encouraged.  Introduced species can be used if they will support the land use(s).

All permits are public records.   The official repository is in the Cheyenne LQD office.  Some can be obtained from the District offices – Sheridan, Lander, Cheyenne.

LQD does have a biologist on staff.  

Forbs and Shrubs could be required in reclamation plans, even for exploration and Limited Mining Operations.  Such plants would need to have been present pre-disturbance.  Small and Regular mining permits are more likely to include such a requirement.  On private land the precedence has been to give great latitude to the surface owners desires for reclamation mixtures.

Applicants must submit an annual report telling about what has been done and what will be done in the near future.   

Management – LQD requires protection from grazing until established.  After establishment then grazing can occur as a mutual decision between surface owner, applicant and LQD.  Does the request to graze or the decision need to be in writing?  Not necessarily required but best if it is.  

Education is needed.  
Coal has a shrub reclamation goal of having shrubs in a mosaic of patches, within the patches shrubs should be one per sq. meter. And 10% of composition.  

For activities conducted after 1996 the shrub standard gets higher to 20%.  Pre-mining densities come into play.

What things could the LWG do to help applicants know about sage grouse sensitive areas/practices?  Suggest that WGFD request baseline measures of habitat quality and then require equal or greater habitat quality.  (Formal request needed from LWG for WGFD to collect the needed data to show where the quality/critical habitat is?)  (Letter from WGFD to DEQ urging adherence to the reclamation standards.)

10:30 a.m. – Mark Watson, Oil & Gas Commission Chief Engineer, to discuss operating requirements for coal bed methane extraction

Handout – Copy of a completed application for permit from the Oil & Gas Commission

Powerpoint presentation – Powder River Basin drilling seriously started in about 1996.  In 2000, drilled over 4500 wells.  Most wells are going in on state and fee lands because of delays in the federal permitting process.

Production has grown from 5 Billion cubic feet in 1996 to over 350BCF currently.

Project about 81,000 wells will be drilled in the basin in future. About 15,000 drilled to date.  Miles of roads built?

State gets about 11% of production.  Counties get 3 to 7%.

Water production 350? million barrels (42 gal) per year.

CBM has a 80-acre spacing.  Limited review for wildlife habitat impacts, by Feds (and WGF) for federal surface or federal mineral ownership, ? for state surface, ? for private lands.

DEQ has some jurisdiction because wells are regarded as water wells.

Reclamation – details of seeding mixtures up to private landowners on private surface, State lands office for state surface owner, federal agency on federal surface.  

Compressor stations may not be permitted by anyone.  Approximately 15 to 25 wells per compressor stations.  They are somewhat noisy. A study is going on in the Jonah field to assess impacts on sage grouse. (More than 3,000 new compressor stations will likely be installed in the future.)

Some re-injection of CBM water is occurring in the Baggs area and perhaps in the western PRB – Anadarko 

Typically believe wells will be productive between 10 and 20 years.  After production will plug and cutoff well stem and remove pipe.  Why remove the pipe and re-disturb the surface?

11:30 - Discuss proposal to industry to fund a technician to conduct the Hat Six study
Will radio collar 20-40 grouse over about a 2-year period.  Will study habitat use and nesting success to determine effects of urban sprawl disturbance. Industry has looked at the idea favorably thus far.  Position could also do monitoring, data entry/analysis.  Could conceivable be employed by the LWG (?) vs. WGFD.

Dean, Donna, & Daryl will work up a proposal to submit to industry.  Donna will lead effort.   

Students asked questions.  How stakeholder representatives were chosen?



Any issues that really seriously divided the group?  Predation is a topic that not everyone agrees about its seriousness.   However the differences of opinion has not hampered the group’s ability to work together, especially on other issues.

All stakeholders believe sage grouse are important.  Thus they are willing to work together toward consensus.

The group is willing to use best information to try things, knowing that some attempts will fail, however by doing so, learning occurs. When we get into areas where we do not have all the information the group seeks out experts to fill in the knowledge gaps.

Noon – Lunch 
1:00 p.m. – Feedback on statewide sage grouse working group forum

Discussion on high points of forum.  Dept. of Ag. really wants to hear feedback from forum attendees so that future events can be as effective as possible.  Discussed impact of raven predation and potential for establishing a season.

1:30 p.m. – Legislative letter

Drafted by Tom Christianson, letter commends state support of the SGLWG funding effort and urges continued support.  Group agreed that the letter should be sent.  Barb will lead this effort.  Robin will get the project info to Barb.  All agree the letter needs to be concise.  Barb has license to edit as necessary and send out without further LWG review.

2:00 p.m. - Brochure status

Waiting to see what the State comes up with. We have only seen a draft of the state version.  We also do not have any funds to do our own.  Robin will find out the status of the state version. 

Side issue was that Tom’s Sage Grouse Expo test was really good.

The Display is being stored in Casper. Robin suggested that it be put up on the 2nd floor.  Will check with Tom to see if there are any requests for it.

2:30 p.m. – Discuss adding black-tailed prairie dog to list of limiting factors.  Stacey has observed that as BTPD colonies expand, sagebrush is eliminated.  Cannot manage for both SG and BTPD on the same piece of land.  Discussed need for scientific validation of the observation.  Could possibly address this conflict under conflicting wildlife management if we agreed.   No consensus at this time to add BTPD as a limiting factor.  Future research could help clarify if it should be considered as a potential liming factor.

List this issue as a future research need.  

Jasmer updated group on status of Casper Habitat Extension Biologist position.  Should be in place in January.

3:00 p.m. – Discussion on assisting groups who received money for sage grouse improvements

Ron Hewards project has run into a snag because the fence where it was being built would go through a significant archaeological site. Apparently the original fence location was cleared by the archaeologist, but was moved to an area that is not cleared. The local DC is talking with the archaeologist and will inform Ron of the next step.

Ron’s solar pump has still not arrived. Despite a promise of having it by June 1.  Discussed appropriateness of sending a letter. Jasmer will call Grant Stumbaugh to urge his help in getting Ron’s project implemented as soon as possible. Will put the issue on the next meeting agenda.

Tommy Haygood’s project is on schedule. Burning should occur next spring, fencing will occur immediately after. Rory Karhu, NRCS, is developing the burn plan. Question about whether a DEQ burn plan would be needed.  

Ron explained his project to the UW students.

3:30 p.m. – Future newspaper articles and op-ed pieces 

Robin has been asked by her supervisor to write articles about sage grouse.   It is important to WGFD that Robin’s impartial role as LWG facilitator not be jeopardized.  Suggested that the LWG look over the articles and offer edits prior to publication.

Wyoming Livestock Round-up is interested in having an article submitted from 
Stacey.

4:00 p.m. – Determine goals, discuss agenda items and set date for next meeting

Need to look over Appendix 10 for the next meeting. Date set for November 21 at 8:30 AM.

4:15 p.m. – Public Comments 

4:30 p.m. - Dismiss
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