South Central Sage-grouse Working Group

Rawlins BLM

March 24, 2005

Present:  Karen Larsen, Randy Phipps, Barb Parsons, Glen Levengood, Gene Carrico, Frank Blomquist, John Espy, Roger Cox, Tim Woolley, Mike Cuin, Michelle Zitek. 

Tori Adams attended a portion of the meeting.

1.  Introductions and preliminary items:

February notes were approved by committee and will be posted on the G&F website. 

It was noted for the record that Gene Carrico was sitting in for Bill Nation, as requested by Mr. Nation.

Did the Appropriations Committee recommend $500,000 for projects?  Tim Woolley thought they did but until the governor signs off on proposed legislation it has not received final approval.

2. Public Comment:  No public representatives were in attendance.

3.   Draft Work Schedule with Milestones

Chairperson, Karen Larsen has reviewed the manual and specifically the “Timeline for Accomplishing Local Sage-Grouse Planning Activities” section.  She felt the group was on track, and had accomplished the goals listed for Fall 2004.  She asked if the group agreed with the purpose statement.  They agreed.

The group discussed the conservation strategy, goals, the statewide sage-grouse conservation plan, and the potential to develop brochures to educate targeted audiences about sage-grouse habitat conservation.  The group agreed that the plan should include education with the possibility of three brochures written to address ranchers, oil and gas, and the impacts of subdivisions, but they decided there was not enough local information available at this time to pursue these brochures as interim projects.  It was noted that brochures should be positive; what can be done, versus what cannot be done.

The group discussed a news release letting the public know we have some resources, but the group did not feel confident that the information currently available would meet this need.  The group needs to identify the specific reference items available.  It was suggested that the group wait until a draft conservation strategy is developed before sending anything out.

The group reviewed Appendix 10, the template for the Conservation Strategy.  

4.   Water Development Projects

Chris Otto, BLM, gave a presentation on riparian management proposed projects.  Management proposals include treatments for healthy sagebrush stands, development and protections of water sources, off-sight water development and exclosure development.  Chris agreed to get the group a printed copy of the power point program.

5.   South Central draft introduction plan review

Tim used the Bate’s Hole plan as a template, but changed the document to better reflect how it fits for this group.   The group made the following suggestions:


Add population info


Keep the purpose and mission statements consistent with the proposed brochure


Pg. 3 Area north of the Ferris Mountains may need to be defined and addressed  


Pg. 4 map will be developed to show hunt area numbers


Pg. 5 needs to be in color for clarity and landmark identification (towns, drainages, etc.)


Highlight leks that are doing well and what’s good about the area.  Code it by category.

Pg 6 should reflect the timeframe of the data collection. (i.e., 2004)


Pg 7 Relocate the comments and go into more detail.  


Pg 9 Is the number between harvest and survey?  Does it need to be fine-tuned? 

Tie survey counts and leks counts together and show that you cannot compare them.  Show in more detail and add a clarification statement.

Can we document what is going on now to show improvements? Question of how many leks would be involved.  Tim can pull off of database and bring to next meeting. 

Tim added a literature-sited section, which was not in the Bate’s Hole document.  It was agreed that would be of value.

Appendix 10.  Tim has done the preface, introduction and biological overview of the conservation assessment.  The next thing we need to do is talk about are issues affecting sage-grouse and then the conservation strategy which asks what are the goals and what kind of adaptive management will the group be doing.

The group can look Appendix 10 for guidance of what to do next and what components we should add to our plan.  The group will use the statewide plan as an umbrella document, making specific recommendations for this area.

6.  Conservation Issues Discussion - The issues table was reviewed for accuracy and completeness.  

Statements under livestock grazing that say everything is good, were questioned.  If that is the truth, then why is there a problem?  Vegetation management is not always livestock related.  Plant diversity, timing of plantings might be mentioned.  The group discussed using grazing as a management tool that could improve habitat for sage-grouse, and the potential to combine vegetation management and grazing.    

It was identified that the table did not reflect the voting and ranking that the group had previously done.  The January 13 meeting ranking was found to show the top four concerns.

The group needs to review the Jan 13 meeting summary to hone the issues that impact this area.  Get agenda and e-mail out to those who were not here identifying the meeting assignment.  Michelle will do this.  

7.   Funding brainstorming was tabled to next meeting.

Roger Cox said that an additional $5 million will be approved through NRCS and be targeted towards sage-grouse projects.  They are asking Tom Christensen for project cost estimates.  They are looking for big projects versus small $5,000 projects.  Funds will be distributed through existing programs that have a 50/50 funding match.  Projects need to be a defined project that has gone through a ranking process.  Money cannot be used to buy equipment.  Chris Otto’s 10 Spring Development Projects might be an option.  Prefer to cost share on private lands, but if public land improvements will benefit private lands it can be done.  The deadline for proposals is April 18.  Other projects the group discussed included the Doolittle/16-Mile Project ($100,000 total project cost) and the Buck Draw Crescent Draw Project ($80,000 total project.)  Send additional project proposals to Roger Cox.  Deadline to submit proposals to Mr. Cox will be April 8th.   Mr. Cox will coordinate with Tom Christensen to forward proposals to Caper NRCS.  Bill, Jack, John and Tom need to be advised and Roger will send that out.  Mr. Cox will let the group know what he submitted at the next meeting.  

Mr. Cuin reported that governor funding has been set but will not be available until next year.  The wildlife funding was not all spent last year.  Tim Woolley will check on deadlines and how much may be available.
8.   South Central LWG Interim Projects

Mr. Cuin requested a letter of support from the working group, to be presented to the Rocky Mountain Elk Foundation for the projects presented earlier in the day by Chris Otto.  Chairperson, Karen Larsen, will write the letter of support and have available for Mr. Cuin to present at the March 29th meeting with the Foundation.

Lynn McCarthy, BLM, showed aerial maps during the working lunch.  Maps included active leks with overlays of utility lines, gravel pits, railroads, wetlands, gas and oil active sights and gas and oil inactive sights.  

The group felt the media had current information and if anything specific happened we would advise them.  The group also agreed that all conversations and draft documents at this time are of a DRAFT nature and that the media needs to be aware of that.  The meeting notes are posted on the website following the approval of the group.  

Brochure review. Ms. Larsen said to use South Central as two words with no hyphen.

Ms. Larsen requested Tim Woolley make it flow better and rewrite portions, and be general remembering the audience.  Keep the message simple.  Tim agreed to work on brochure. 

Letter for Stewart Creek was finalized and distributed before this meeting.

9.   Meeting logistics and closing items

Project presentation by Bryce Reece on April agenda.  Larsen will send a copy of the project via e-mail attachment for preview.
Assignment – review state plan to have it in mind for review of local area.  Michelle will e-mail 2-weeks prior to meeting to remind.  Minutes out in 2 weeks for review.

Barb expressed appreciation to Gene Carrico for his input at this meeting.  She said his knowledge and concern were valuable and worthwhile.  He is invited to come as a public representative.  His representing Bill Nation in the future was not a problem for the group.

Karen Larsen will request a recorder for the April 21 meeting from the county.  Missy, from BLM, (as per Frank Blomquist) may also be an option.  Karen and Frank will make sure someone is available to take notes at the April 21 meeting.
Speaker from Colorado is still an idea that may take root.

April 21 meeting agenda will include:

Bryce Reese Presentation

Issues discussion in the morning

Funding discussion

Quick review of state plan with Q&A time

Interim Projects


Review of updated brochure


Progress of invasive plants committee

Meeting Evaluation


What went well (+) 



What could be improved

Flexibility




Group members better prepared

Tim did great on the plan


Keep giving good input

Good discussions



Using e-mail discussions can be good

Lunch was good

Good idea for reminders

Good members expertise

