JH Sage Grouse Working Group #13                          
December 22, 2005


Jackson Sage Grouse Local Working Group

Meeting #13

December 22, 2005

Game and Fish Conference Room, Jackson       1:00 – 4:50 pm

Members Present: Joe Bohne, Eric Cole, Larry Jorgensen, Bert Raynes, Sue Wolff, 

Randy Williams

Absent:
 Paul Bruun, Franz Camenzind, Doug Johnston, Lance Koch, Bob Lucas, 

Lance Koch, Doug Wachob, 

Guests: Kelly McCloskey, Grand Teton National Park

Facilitator: Barbara Hauge, Center for Resolution

Administrative Matters

Eric asked for an update on landsat imagery, which he needs for his grant agreement. Joe said he would follow up with Steve Kilpatrick. This will be put on the agenda for January. 

Eric reminded the LWG that the press release concerning the grant received by the LWG was printed by the local newspaper.

The board approved minutes from Meeting #12 on October 31st, adding the word “issues” to the title of the list of threats and limiting factors.

The board set its next meeting for Friday, January 13th, from 1-5pm. Sam Crowe will be asked to attend. If Doug is available, we will try to arrange to meet at the airport.  The alternate meeting date will be Friday, January 27th.

Randy spoke to his board and Bob Lucas about representing agricultural interests in the group. Randy will represent and update them on the activities of the group, but at some point if someone else wants to do so, that option is left open.  Bob will therefore no longer be identified as the representative.

Joe reported that Sam Crowe of Wildlife Services, is receptive to meeting with the working group. His position on sage grouse issues has been misrepresented due to a misunderstanding held by Joe and Sue.   Because of the Airport’s EA and a potential proposal to extend the runway, the working group would like to know what Sam’s study encompasses and what alternatives are considered.  Joe will ask Sam to attend the January meeting.

Kelly Hayfield Restoration

Kelly McCloskey, a plant community ecologist, updated the group on her project to restore previously agricultural lands in Grand Teton National Park.  The Park had thought the former ranch lands would return on their own to native vegetation, but that did not occur; in fact some ag grasses moved into areas of native vegetation and noxious weeds are a threat. The Park’s goal is to restore a functioning ecosystem to the lands that will also help management in the long run.  The first project in restoring the 4200-acre site is a 20-acre plot that will be treated with herbicide and planted in 2-3 years with collected seed in places where native grassland is established.  Sage may be introduced if it doesn’t find its own way in.  The Park’s concern is that there is no funding to restore the entire site.  

The working group’s immediate concern is sage-grouse winter range, but believes that restoration of the hayfields, although it is occurring on a small scale and does not have assured funding, needs to be worked at as it could have a long-term benefit.  Kelly said she would be open to LWG input when she prioritizes areas for restoration treatment.

UW population viability analysis

Sue and Joe met with Dr. David McDonald, who is looking at population size, trends, vital rates, nesting success, mortality, and threats.  He will put together an analysis to show the likelihood of persistence of the population over time and whether that is an issue to consider: are we dealing with remnant group or a group that mirrors antelope, which have periodic population movements?  (Our population is was down to 45 a few years ago, but rallied recently to 70 due 

to more moisture, though it was 200 in the early 1990's). Joe will give lek data to McDonald.  McDonald’s analysis will shape the management plan to ensure viability of the population.  One option could be to augment with a transplantation of birds, which was done in the early 1950's 

with birds from Farson (though many adult birds left and returned to Farson)  Blood samples were taken from local birds and Sue was going to follow up with Dave McDonald to see how distinct our local birds are from Green River birds, though the results might not show anything because 

of the transplant.

(Sue joined the mtg)

Annual Report

Joe reported that he had received Sue’s data and will complete the report since it is necessary for others to complete their work.  Discussion of Joe’s report will be put on the agenda for January. 

Conservation Plan Elements and Timetable

Joe handed out a rough outline of the elements to the plan and after some discussion set the following timetable:


Introduction






February 15,2006


Population and habitat in Jackson working group area
May 15, 2005


Conservation strategies




July 15, 2005


Plan implementation and monitoring



August 31, 2006

Joe will get a copy of the Bates Hole draft plan (and the NE Wyoming group, if it is done), so our group members can see how the Bates Hole group dealt with their population.  Sue raised the issue of how the group would develop its population goal. Group members believe their collective wisdom will produce consensus on a population goal.  Randy stressed the need to make an adaptive plan and pointed out the importance of clarifying roles going forward, because implementation of the plan will involve many players. Larry emphasized the need to clarify the significance of this project by tying it to a local issue (are sage-grouse an indicator species?) to make the group more invested.  To that end, the plan’s introduction should point the out the ecological and social context as well as the regulatory implications.  It is important to tie in the benefits to other species since there is already criticism that this project has a single-species focus.

Sue raised the question of how to fund the costs of group members’ participation. The State of Wyoming has funds it will continue to produce. There are other pots of state and federal money to go after. Statewide groups are looking for funding so LWG's can continue to do things on the ground.  

In response to Larry’s question as to whether everything in the statewide management plan is consistent with what we have to do locally, Joe responded that our plan will be a local plan.

We can review and ratify the draft outline in January.  Joe can draft the first two sections (introduction and description of JH population and habitat) per the schedule. The group needs to work on the goals and objectives in the meantime and agreed it might be more efficient to send draft material to each other for comment through email rather than to work on it during scheduled meetings.   

Review of Ranked threats
The group agreed to proceed with the list at this time.

(Bert left the meeting.)

Initial Conservation Plan Goals

Sue will modify the Bates Hole draft goals and objectives for our region then email them to the group members with a request that before our January 13th meeting, members send her their thoughts for modifications that specifically address the highest priority threats: 

vegetation management (including invasive plants), 

conflicting wildlife management, and 

residential development.

.

The meeting adjourned at 4:50 pm.  The next regular meeting is proposed for Friday, 

January 13 from 1-5 pm
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