SOUTH CENTRAL LOCAL SAGE GROUSE WORKING GROUP

MEETING MINUTES

AUGUST 4, 2006


Members present:  Karen Larsen, Glen Leavengood, Roger Cox, Tim Woolley, Frank Blomquist, Barb Parsons, John Espy, and Randy Phipps.  WDA – Justin Williams.  SER C.D. – Jean Runner. Bill Nation and Jack Berger joined the meeting at 10:00AM.  Sarah McCall-BLM Science and Technology Center and Jim Cagney – BLM Cheyenne, joined the meeting at 10:15.

 Michelle asked for agenda changes and corrections to minutes.  

Minutes: The July 20th meeting minutes were corrected to state the changes submitted to Tim would not be the main focus of the August 4th meeting. The changes would be reviewed during the meeting and work would continue on the Plan Factors.

PUBLIC INPUT: Frank asked if a copy of the Plan should be sent to Lander BLM Office due to the overlap in geographical area. This question led to discussion on holding public hearings for input.  Michelle read a portion of the charter which states public participation/communication is a requirement, and that group members should communicate with  their constituents.  There was agreement that providing information to the public would be a priority. 

BLM Report:  Barbara provided a report from Andy Warren-Rawlins BLM, concerning transects on Muddy Creek which monitor the sagebrush. This monitoring has been done since the 1980’s.  There was discussion on the interpretation of the report. 

LEGISLATIVE FUNDING:  Michelle reviewed Tom Christiansen’s email. The money will be divided equally between the working groups and it can be spent over a 2 year period.  The funding will only cover those things included in Plans.

CONTACT LIST:  The contact list was updated and Michelle will be forwarding the list to everyone. 

OTHER ANNOUNCEMENTS:  Randy reviewed the cheatgrass email from Gary Butler which discussed the statewide cheatgrass control fund.    

REPRESENTATION:  There was discussion about the continued absence of some members.  Randy was concerned that some interests (i.e. the sportsmen) were not being adequately represented. The members discussed replacing members or encouraging those currently in the group to provide more input.  Randy will call those who have not been attending to determine why they have not been able to attend.  (i.e. Are meeting times, dates or locations causing difficulties, or are other factors impacting participation.) 

MEETING SCHEDULE:  There was discussion on meeting times and accommodating members.  

PUBLIC COMMENT:  There was no public comment.

PLAN:  Tim reviewed the changes he had made since the July meeting. Tim asked for input on the table and there was consensus the table was adequate as written.  The goals and objectives need to be reviewed for implementation of projects. The Plan should be completed by December.  He will also check on the scheduling of public meetings to coincide with the completion. Tim will send an electronic copy by August 11th for review before the August 17th meeting.

Michelle reviewed what was completed to date.  Barbara asked if her comments were considered at the July meeting.  She was informed each comment was discussed individually.  There was consensus at the July meeting that the language in the Plan adequately addressed those comments.

FACTOR SECTION CHANGES 

· There was discussion on mineral leases and the language addressing those.  The group wants to adequately state that restrictions should be imposed on lands not currently leased in critical sage-grouse habitat.  There was consensus to add #9 –General Mineral and Energy Development as follows:  Consider non-lease or increase lease restrictions in areas of critical sage-grouse habitat on lands not currently leased for mineral and energy development.  Tim will review with Game and Fish for consideration.

· Oil and Gas Development and Sand and Gravel Mining… Dates of restrictions in activity within 2 miles of active leks.  Currently, dates stated are March 1 through June 30.  There was discussion to make dates consistent. Frank will email BLM Instruction Memo to the group before the next meeting.  This will determine if dates match Plan.  

· Parasites & Diseases – The following was inserted:  “Due to the elevation and dry climate, West Nile Virus may not be a limiting factor at this time in the South Central Area.”

· Pesticides – “South Central Area” was added for clarification

· Predation - Sentence structure was changed to “Predation affects sage-grouse populations most during nesting and early brood-rearing”. 

· Recreation - No changes.

· Residential Development - Minor grammatical changes made.

· Vegetation Management - First sentence will be changed to reflect acreage in SCWG area.  Fourth sentence – fire suppression and livestock grazing changed to “many factors”.

· Weather - No changes.

LIVESTOCK GRAZING PRACTICES SYNTHESIS:  Sarah McCall presented information on the Draft Proposal for Reference Synthesis of Livestock Grazing Management Literature Addressing Grazing Management for Sage Grouse Habitat: Wyoming Basin – Southern Rocky Mountains Regional Pilot Project.   All sources in the literature review have been compiled into a database which can be accessed.  She asked for input in regard to the information and requested a group response be returned to her. She is requesting if there is a need for this synthesis. The draft is being provided for use by sage-grouse working groups. At this time there is no plan to formulate BMP’s/RMP’s from the synthesis.  Local working groups could formulate those from the information.

Justin stated WDA supports the local sage-grouse working groups foremost and recommends local landowners and producers contact the group for information before accessing the synthesis database. WDA feels this synthesis could have a detrimental effect on livestock grazing.

Jim Cagney asked the group if they would be addressing the sagebrush habitat ecosystem as it relates to achieving the ideal habitat without disturbance.  

There was discussion on the role of local work groups in gathering, disseminating and using synthesis information in the Plan. The timeline differential between the Plan and the synthesis was pointed out.  The synthesis would be a future source of data.  

The following questions were discussed concerning the draft synthesis: 

      1. Would a synthesis be of value?

2. Is this a good format or would another be more useful?

3. How will the data be used?

The group’s recommendations for the draft synthesis:

1. Include non-peer reviewed documents when possible.

2. Because of the timeline, the group would not use it in the Plan.

3. Synthesis would be of value based on the following:

A. Literature review and synthesis would be useful for future reference

B. No RMP’s should be listed; citations should be listed; no interpretations should be included; actual conclusions from the research document should be included; include all available research.

C. Format:  Should include more positive language towards grazing; q/a format should be changed.

FUTURE M EETINGS: The next meeting will be Thursday, August 17th at SER C.D. in Saratoga. The September meeting will be Thursday the 21st at SER C.D. also.

The meeting was concluded at 3:09PM.

