3

V.

For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.

Get Adobe Reader Now!



http://www.adobe.com/go/reader


GUNNISON BASIN SAGE-GROUSE STRATEGIC COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

DATE: October 17, 2012
PLACE: Gunnison County Commissioners’ Meeting Room

1. 10:00am e Call Regular Meeting to Order; Determination of Quorum;
Verify Public Notice of Meeting

2. 10:05 e Agenda Approval

3. 10:15 e Approval of September 19, 2012 Meeting Minutes

4, 10:20 e Committee Member Comments/Reports

5. 10:30 e September Field Trip Review

6. 10:45 e CCA Status Update

7. 11:00 e \Working Lands for Wildlife Initiative
USFWS/NRCS

8. 11:30 e Cooperative High Resolution Photography Update

9. 12:00 e Lunch

10. 12:30 e Predator Control Subcommittee Report

11. 1:55 e [Future Meetings

12. 2:00pm e Adjourn

NOTE: This agenda is subject to change, including the addition of items up to 24 hours in advance or the deletion of items
at any time. All times are approximate. Regular Meetings, Public Hearings, and Special Meetings are recorded and
ACTION MAY TAKEN ON ANY ITEM. Work Sessions are not recorded and formal action cannot be taken. Two or more
Gunnison County Commissioners may attend this meeting. For further information, contact the County Administration at
641-0248. If special accommodations are necessary per ADA, contact 641-0248 or TTY 641-3061 prior to the meeting.






GUNNISON BASIN SAGE-GROUSE STRATEGIC COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
September 19, 2012

The September 19, 2012 Gunnison Basin Sage-grouse Strategic Committee meeting was held in
the Commissioners’ Meeting Room in the Courthouse at 200 E. Virginia, Gunnison CO 81230.

Committee Members Present:

Voting:

Ken Stahinecker, Chairperson, National Park Service (NPS), Regular

J Wenum, Vice-Chairperson, Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife (CPW), Regular
Greg Peterson, Secretary, Gunnison County Stockgrowers’ Association (GCSA), Regular
Chris Bove, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Regular

Elinor Laurie, Saguache County Alternate

Sue Navy, High Country Citizens’ Alliance (HCCA), Regular

Phil Chamberland, Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC), Regular
John Murphy, United States Forest Service (USFS), Regular

Patty Gelatt, US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Regular

Peter Caloger, Public At-Large, Regular

Eric Ferchau, At Large, Development Community, Regular

Non-voting:
Kathy Griffin, CPW Alternate

Charlie Sharp, USFWS Alternate

Visitors:

Andrew Archuleta, BLM, San Luis Valley Field Office Manager
Jenny Nehring, Coordinator, Poncha Pass Local Working Group
Nathan Seward, CPW, Gunnison

Staff Members Present:
Jim Cochran, Gunnison County Wildlife Conservation Coordinator

CALL TO ORDER: Chairperson Stahlnecker called the September 19, 2012 meeting of the
Gunnison Basin Sage-grouse Strategic Committee to order at 8:02 am.

DETERMINATION OF QUORUM: Stahinecker confirmed that a quorum was present.

PUBLIC NOTICE CONFIRMED: Stahlnecker verified that proper legal public notice had
occurred.

AGENDA APPROVAL: No madifications to the agenda were requested. The agenda was
approved as circulated.

INTRODUCTION OF NEW MEMBER: Charles (Charlie) Sharp was introduced as the new
USFWS alternate member. He was appointed by the Gunnison County BoCC on August 21,
2012.
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APPROVAL OF AUGUST 23, 2012 MEETING MINUTES: The Committee reviewed the
minutes. Moved by Wenum, seconded by Chamberland to approve the August 23, 2012
meeting minutes as distributed. Motion passed.

COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENTS/REPORTS:

Peterson: Peterson inquired about the status of the Candidate Conservation
Agreement. Cochran reported that he had an email communication from Russ Japuntich
that Japuntich is working on the Biological Assessment (BA) for the CCA. Sharp affirmed
that the CCA has not been received by the USFWS. Murphy reported that the USFS has
signed the CCA. Stahlnecker reported that the NPS has not signed the CCA but expects
it will be signed in the near future.

LAND PRESERVATION FUND SUPPORT LETTER: Cochran informed the Committee that
Gunnison County Attorney David Baumgarten recommended that the Committee not submit a
“letter to the editor” in support of the Land Preservation Fund ballot issue. In order to avoid any
possible violation of the Fair Campaign Practices Act, Mr. Baumgarten recommended that if the
Committee chooses to take formal action, that it do so in the form of a formal written
resolution, which if adopted by majority vote of the group, be sent to the newspapers as a
standalone document created in the normal course of the Committee’s work.

A draft resolution, 2012-1, titled “"A RESOLUTION OFFERING SUPPORT FOR THE RENEWAL OF
THE GUNNISON VALLEY LAND PRESERVATION FUND” was circulated for review by the
Committee.

Moved by Peterson, seconded by Bove to approve Resolution 2012-1 as circulated.

Discussion: Discussion ensued concerning possible violation of Federal law (Hatch Act) if
Federal employees vote on the motion. Wenum noted that State employees cannot engage in
election campaign activities. After discussion, the following Committee members abstained from
voting on the motion:

J Wenum

Patty Gelatt

Chris Bove

John Murphy

Ken Stahlnecker (not sure if Ken did abstain)

Motion approved by unanimous vote of remaining members.

USFWS INFORMATION REQUEST: The Committee discussed the information request made
by the USFWS following the extension of the Proposed Rule deadline. Gelatt noted that this was
not a formal request for information. Gelatt asked that Gunnison County summarize land use
reviews, with permit conditions, actions taken and examples of typical reviews. Griffin noted
that CPW plans on submitting information on CPW conservation activities that have occurred
since the last information submittal. BLM was not present to discuss their response but Cochran
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noted that an email with Japuntich indicated they probably were considering submitting the CCA
as “new” information.

Peterson inquired about what other counties may be submitting, including Saguache County. He
asked if they may be doing things that may benefit the sage-grouse that will go unreported.
Peterson asked that information about the Nature Conservancy sage-grouse climate change
brood rearing restoration/resiliency project be submitted.

Griffin reported that the Western Governors’ Association may be doing another survey on local
government activities related to sage-grouse conservation in the near future. A survey
conducted last year appeared to be hastily assembled and the response from local government
rangewide in both Greater and Gunnison range was not good. Gunnison County provided the
only response regarding actual activities, regulatory actions, etc.

Peterson reported that Gunnison Ranchland Legacy is working on several easement projects
that may be reportable. He will work with Cochran to that end.

FUTURE MEETINGS:

Notes
October 17, 2012 10-2 Regular Meeting

10-2 Regular Meeting

ADJOURN: MOVED by Stahinecker to adjourn the meeting. Motion carried unanimously.
The September 19, 2012 meeting of the Gunnison Basin Sage-grouse Strategic Committee
adjourned at 8:59 am.

FIELD TRIP:

CERTIFICATION OF APPROVAL:

Ken Stahlnecker, Chairperson

Greg Peterson, Secretary
Minutes Prepared By:

James O. Cochran, Wildlife Conservation Coordinator
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News Release

NRCS and FWS Reach Historic Agreement to Extend Wildlife Conservation Efforts on Working
Agricultural Lands

WASHINGTON, Sept. 17, 2012 -Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Chief Dave White and
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Director Dan Ashe today announced an agreement that will
provide long-term regulatory predictability for up to 30 years to farmers, ranchers and forest
landowners participating in the U.S. Department of Agriculture's Working Lands for Wildlife (WLFW)
Initiative. Participants voluntarily implement proven conservation practices designed to protect wildlife

habitat, including several at risk species and vulnerable game species on private lands.

“This agreement will change the way we manage at-risk species on private lands,” White said. “It will
provide landowners with a mechanism to keep working lands in production while complying with the

Endangered Species Act (ESA), and will facilitate restoration of habitat for at-risk species. It also will
help farmers, ranchers and forest landowners rest a little easier knowing their operations are

protected for the long term and that they are contributing to conserving vital natural resources.”

The agreement builds on a $33 million investment NRCS announced last spring dedicated toward
producers who develop and implement conservation plans to manage and restore high-priority
habitats for seven specific wildlife species across the country. The species are greater sage-grouse,
New England cottontail, bog turtle, golden-winged warbler, gopher tortoise, lesser prairie-chicken and
the Southwestern willow flycatcher. NRCS, FWS and numerous state and local entities are partnering
to implement WLFW.

“This important partnership underscores the outstanding conservation stewardship provided by
America’s farmers and ranchers across the country,” Ashe said. “It is a clear example of the
compatibility of working landscapes and species conservation. We are pleased to be able to support
this creative partnership that provides predictability to landowners who volunteer to implement

conservation practices that benefit wildlife.”

With today’s agreement, farmers, ranchers and forest landowners who implement and voluntarily
agree to maintain the proven conservation practices in WLFW will have addressed the related ESA
regulatory responsibilities for up to 30 years. These landowners will be able to operate their farms and

ranches as agreed upon, providing economic benefits and species conservation simultaneously.





Under the WLFW partnership, federal, state and wildlife experts jointly identified at-risk or listed
species that would benefit from targeted habitat restoration investments on private lands. Using the
best available science, these wildlife experts prioritized restoration actions on a large regionai scale to
focus assistance most cost effectively. The federal government will grant farmers, ranchers and forest
landowners regulatory predictability in return for voluntarily making wildlife habitat improvements on
their private agricultural and forest lands. Participating producers must adhere to the requirements of
each conservation practice during the term of their contract, which can last from one to 15 years. If
landowners would like to receive regulatory predictability for up to 30 years, they must maintain the

conservation practices as outlined in the NRCS and FWS agreement.
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Post Office Box 2890
Washington, D.C. 20013
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The Honorable Daniel M. Ashe
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Department of the Interior

1849 18" Street, N.W., Room 3356
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Director Ashe:

As you are aware, on March 8, 2012, Secretary of Agriculture Thomas J. Vilsack and Secretary
of Interior Ken Salazar announced Working Lands for Wildlife (WLFW), a new $33 million
partnership with farmers, ranchers, and forest landowners to use innovative approaches to restore
and protect wildlife habitat, including habitat for seven at-risk species. Our agencies have made
significant progress since the announcement, working closely to develop conservation practices
that will benefit the at-risk species and their habitats. These practices will enable America's
farmers and ranchers to continue working their lands, while voluntarily furthering conservation
activities targeted to imperiled species.

The purpose of this letter is to affirm the discussions between our agencies related to providing
landowners participating in WLFW with predictability, as it relates to candidate species and the
Endangered Species Act (ESA). We understand that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) is now completing conference opinions for three of the four candidate species
identified in WLFW, including lesser prairie-chicken, gopher tortoise, and New England
cottontail. Further, we understand USFWS completed an effective conference report for the
greater sage-grouse, a candidate species also targeted by WLFW. Specifically, these documents
analyze the effects of conservation practices developed through partnership of our agencies for
landowners choosing to participate in these efforts, describing the benefits for the candidate
species and their habitats. These documents particularly build on our on-going partnership to
conserve two of these candidate species, namely greater sage-grouse and lesser prairie-chicken.

While the benefits from implementing the conservation practices are clear, we understand that
some, such as prescribed burning, could have negative incidental impacts in the short run but
significant benefits in the long run. An important aspect of this initiative is providing
landowners who voluntarily sign up through WLFW with predictability about implications for
them, if any, should the candidate species be listed in the future under ESA. We understand that
USFWS can, under Section 7 of ESA, carefully analyze the positive and negative effects of
conservation practices, much like USFWS is doing through conference reports and opinions, and
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exempt through a biological opinion incidental take that is anticipated to occur to listed species
from implementing conservation practices in the future. Confirmation that USFWS is willing to
take this step, should any of the candidate species become listed, would provide important
predictability as we look to sign up interested landowners in fiscal year (FY) 2012 and future
fiscal years.

In addition, the program contracts signed by the Natural Resources Conservation Service and
landowners under WLFW beginning in FY 2012 will range in duration from one year to 10 years
and, in some cases, up to 15 years. While the program contracts have a specific time period,
many landowners may voluntarily choose to continue implementing the practices after the
contract ends. The actions of these landowners will continue to benefit the species and their
habitats, providing the stewardship that furthers the mission of both agencies and the goals of
WLFW. Offering landowners predictability under ESA will further encourage the
implementation of the conservation practices into the future. I would appreciate your advice on
how we might collectively achieve this goal.

Thank you for your partnership in WLFW. Our work together offers another example of the
compatibility of working lands and wildlife species conservation. Please contact Jason Weller,
Chief of Staff, at (202) 720-6580, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Dave White
Chief

cc:
Jason Weller, Chief of Staff, NRCS, Washington, D.C.

James Gore, Assistant Chief, NRCS, Washington, D.C.

C. Wayne Honeycutt, Deputy Chief for Science and Technology, NRCS, Washington, D.C.
Terrell Erickson, Director, Ecological Sciences Division, NRCS, Washington, D.C.





United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Washington, D.C. 20240
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In Reply Refer To:
FWS/AES/52307

Mr. Dave White
Chief, Natural Resources Conservation Service
1400 Independence Ave., SW, Room 5105-A

Washington, DC 20250
Tl

Dear Mr#te:

Thank you for your letter dated August 2, 2012 about the Working Lands for Wildlife (WLEW)
partnership, which is successfully leveraging the capabilities and resources of our two agencies.
We greatly appreciate the collaboration between the Natural Resources Conservation Service
(NRCS) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) staff, and the leadership that you have
shown to strategically target funding for working lands and sensitive species. This effort clearly
demonstrates that productive working rural lands are compatible with the needs of wildlife and
their habitats, achieving the missions of both NRCS and the Service.

The purpose of this letter is to describe the Service’s approach to candidate conservation under
the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and predictability for landowners who participate in WLEW.
As referenced in your letter, the Service has recently completed conference opinions for three of
the four candidate species involved in WLFW, including lesser prairie chicken, the eastern
portion of the gopher tortoise’s range, and New England cottontail. In addition, the Service had
previously completed an effective conference report for the greater sage grouse, the fourth
candidate species involved in WLFW. In these documents, the Service analyzed the effects to
these species from the implementation of specific conservation practices by landowners who
choose to participate in WLFW. These conservation practices and associated conservation
measures were developed in partnership by our agencies to benefit the species and their habitats
and be fully compatible with working lands.

The Service will be determining in the future whether to.list each of these candidate species as
threatened or endangered under the ESA. In the event that any of the species are listed, the
Service is committed to validating the conference report and opinions as biological opinions for
NRCS under section 7 of the ESA, and exempting any incidental take as described in the
biological opinions associated with implementing the specified conservation practices. Asa
result, the predictability for landowners is clear. They will know that the conservation practices
will continue to benefit wildlife for as long as they are implemented, and that any ESA issues
associated with their implementation have been already addressed in full.
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You also asked how we might encourage landowners to continue to implement these beneficial
conservation practices beyond the term of their program contract with NRCS. The Service also
recognizes the value of landowners voluntarily choosing to continue implementing the
conservation practices after each individual program contract with NRCS under WLFW ends.
These contracts can extend from one to fifteen years in length, depending on the species involved
and the conservation practices employed. Continuing the implementation of the conservation
practices beyond this period would advance the longer-term goals of WLFW and both agencies’
missions,

Should any of the candidate species in WLFW be listed in the future, the Service intends to
exempt through section 7 any incidental take that is anticipated to occur from the implementation
of the conservation practices if a landowner with a WLFW program contract voluntarily chooses
to continue implementing the practices after the program contract ends. The Service will review
the effects of implementing the specified conservation practices to these species over a 30-year
period and exempt any incidental take anticipated to occur from their implementation. Each
landowner involved in WLFW will have the sole discretion whether or not to continue
implementing the conservation practices at the end of the contract with NRCS. If a landowner
chooses, however, to continue implementing the conservation practices defined through our
WLFW partnership, they will have predictability and the confidence in knowing that any ESA
issues associated with their implementation over a 30-year period will have already been
addressed in full. By taking this step, the Service hopes to encourage the long-term
implementation of the conservation practices and associated conservation measures.

The Service also notes that two other species included in WLFW are already listed undér the
ESA, the Southwest willow flycatcher and the bog turtle. For these two species, the Service has
completed biological opinions and exempted any incidental take anticipated in the biological
opinions to occur from implementation of the conservation practices. In addition, the western
portion of the gopher tortoise’s range is currently listed (the eastern portion of the range is
currently a candidate species as noted above), and the Service has completed a biological opinion
and exempted any incidental take anticipated in the biological opinion to occur from
implementation of the practices in this portion of the range. Furthermore, the golden-winged
warbler is also included in WLFW. This species is neither currently listed under the ESA nor a
candidate species for listing. Should the species status change in the future and the potential
need for listing be considered, the Service intends to follow the same approach to ESA
predictability for NRCS and landowners that has been used for the other species in WLFW,

As WLFW moves forward, we will have the opportunity to gauge the success of the conservation
practices over time, and potentially gain information that will allow us to refine them and
achieve even better results for landowners, NRCS, and the Service. The Service is committed to
this approach of learning and adaptive management in partnership with NRCS and the
landowners participating in WLFW. Any refinements to the conservation practices would be
developed in full collaboration with NRCS, using information gained from on-the-ground
implementation of WLFW.





The Service is also committed to developing more tools for landowners. We are particularly
interested in pursuing partnerships using Candidate Conservation Agreements with Assurances
with landowners, which can provide long term conservation options and regulatory certainty.

Thank you again for your leadership in working lands conservation. If you have any questions,
please contact Gary Frazer, Assistant Director for Endangered Species, at (202) 208-4646.

~Sincerely,
g

L3OOt

DIRECTOR
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SAGE-GROUSE ROLODEX

R = Regular

A =Alternate

Current as of 9-25-12

Anderson, Perry
1312 West Tomichi
Gunnison, CO 81230

Phone: 970-209-3104; Fax: 970-641-7044
panderson@mountemmonsproject.com

(bard
copy)

Caloger, Peter
P.O. Box 343
Almont, CO 81210
Phone: 641-6443

pcaloger@earthlink.net

At-Large/Development
Community

Public At- Large

Chamberland, Phil
200 E. Virginia
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: 209-3715

pchamberland@gqunnisoncounty.org

Gunnison County Commissioner

(bard
copy)

Channell, Hap

200 E. Virginia
Gunnison, CO 81230
Cell: 209-5259

Hchannell@gunnisoncounty.org

Gunnison County Commissioner

Ferchau, Erich

131 N. Main

Gunnison, CO 81230

Phone: 641-1188; Cell: 596-0848
eferchau@remax.net

At-Large-Development
Community

Gelatt, Patty

764 Horizon Drive, Building B
Grand Junction, Colorado 81506
Phone: 970-243-2778 ex. 26
FAX: 970-245-6933

email: patty gelatt@fws.gov

US Fish and Wildlife Service
Western Colorado Supervisor

Griffin, Kathy

711 Independent Ave.
Grand Junction, CO 81505
Phone: (970) 255- 6146

Kathy.Griffin@state.co.us

Colorado Division of Parks & Wildlife
Species Conservation Coordinator - Grouse

Japuntich, Russell

650 11" Street

Gunnison, CO 81230

Phone: 642-4949 Cell: 497-0868

Russell Japuntich@blm.gov

Bureau of Land Management
Wildlife Biologist

Joseph, Linda

64001 Co. Rd. DD
Moffat, CO 81144
Phone: (719) 588-7828
sagcomlj@centurytel.net

Saguache County
Commissioner

A

Laurie, Elinor

59511 County Road GG, Moffat, CO 81143-9723

Saguache County Alternate

Updated September 25, 2012






Phone: (719) 256-4032

Elinor1320@fairpoint.net

Murphy, John
216 N. Colorado
Gunnison, CO 81230

Phone: 642-4404; Fax: 642-4425
jrmurphy@fs.fed.us

US Forest Service
District Ranger

Navy, Sue

PO Box 432

Crested Butte, CO 81224
Phone & Fax: 349-5886
suenavy@gmail.com

High Country Citizens
Alliance

(hard
copy)

Peterson, Greg
54542 E. Hwy. 50
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: 641-0699

Gunnison County
Stockgrowers’ Assoc.

gregpeterson@montrose.net

Reed, Matt
High Country Citizens' Alliance

P.O. Box 1066 / 716 Elk Avenue

Crested Butte, CO 81224

Phone: (970) 349-7104; Fax:(970) 349-0164
matt@hccaonline.org

High Country Citizens
Alliance

Sharp, Charlie

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Ecological Services
764 Horizon Drive, Bldg B

Grand Junction, Colorado 81506

(970) 243-2778 x18

(970) 245-6933 fax

Charles Sharp@fws.gov

US Fish & Wildlife Service
Fish and Wildlife Biologist

Roper, Allen
2499 County Road 10
Gunnison, CO 81230
Cell: 596-4924

estyranch@pcrs.net

Gunnison County
Stockgrowers’ Assoc.

Rudd, Connie

Currecanti NRA

102 Elk Creek

Gunnison, CO 81230

Phone: 641-2337 ext.220; Fax: 641-3127

connie_rudd@nps.gov

National Park Service
Superintendent

(hard
copy)

Spann, Lee

36781 West Highway 50
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: 641-1637

Public At-Large

St. George, Brian

650 11™ Street

Gunnison, CO 81230

Phone: 642-4941; Fax: 642-4425

brian st george@bim.gov

Bureau of Land Management
Field Manager
Gunnison Field Office

R

Stahlnecker, Ken

National Park Service
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Currecanti NRA Chief of Resource
102 Elk Creek Stewardship & Science
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: 641-2337 Ext. 225; Fax: 641-3127
ken stahinecker@nps.gov

A VACANT Recreational Member

R Chris Bove’ Natural Resources
216 N. Colorado Conservation Service
Gunnison CO 81230 District Conservationist
642-4462
Chris.Bove@co.usda.gov

A Vasquez, Matt US Forest Service
216 N. Colorado Wildlife Biologist
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: 642-4401; Cell: 642-4401; fax: 642-4425
mgvasquez@fs.fed.us

R Wenum, J Colorado Division of Parks & Wildlife
300 W. New York Ave. Area Wildlife Manager
Gunnison, CO 81230 Gunnison (Area 16)
Phone: 641-7069; Fax: 641-7883
j.wenum@state.co.us

R Wiens, David At-large, Recreation
PO Box 105
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: (970) 275-0485
Info@qunnisontrails.com

A With, Liz Natural Resources
USDA-NRCS Conservation Service
216 N. Colorado Rangeland Management Specialist
Gunnison, CO 81230
Phone: (970) 642-4463
elizabeth.with@co.usda.gov

JIM COCHRAN BOBBIE LUCERO

Wildlife Conservation Coordinator Administrative Assistant III

200 E. Virginia 200 E. Virginia

970-641-7604
FAX 970-641-3061
Jcochran@gunnisoncounty.org

Updated September 25, 2012

970-641-7600
FAX 970-641-3061
Blucero@gunnisoncounty.org











