Draft Meeting Minutes

Kootenai Valley Resource Initiative

January 9th, 2012 - 7:00 p.m., Kootenai River Inn Casino & Spa
Bonners Ferry, Idaho

Committee Members in Attendance:

Dan Dinning, Boundary County Commissioner & KVRI Co-Chair

Ron Abraham, (alt.) Kootenai Tribe of Idaho & KVRI Co-Chair

Tom Mayo, (alt.) City of Bonners Ferry & KVRI Co-Chair

Tony McDermott, Idaho Fish & Game Commission

Bob Blanford, Business/Industry

Linda McFaddan, (alt.) U.S. Forest Service - Idaho Panhandle National Forest

Don Allenberg, (alt.) Corporate Ag

Jim Cadnum, (alt.) Industrial Forest

Tim Dillin, (alt.) Soil Conservation District/Ag Landowner

Sandy Ashworth, Social/Cultural/Historical

Kennon McClintock, (alt.) Conservationist/Environmentalist

Patty Perry, KVRI Facilitator, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho

Kristin James, KVRI Recording Secretary, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho

Agency/Others in Attendance:

Please see full list on back page
Opening:

Dan Dinning opened and welcomed everyone to the meeting; Board member introductions followed.  
It was clarified the meeting was not an official public hearing or public comment meeting.  The purpose of the meeting was strictly for information and so the community may be educated on what is proposed regarding caribou critical habitat, where to interact, and to become effective with their interaction.  Everyone was thanked for the interest.

Ron Smith, Boundary County Commissioner, stated a letter will be finalized and sent to USFWS in Boise requesting (3) public hearings to be held in Boundary County in addition to a (60) day extension on the comment period.  The Boundary County School District Superintendent has authorized the use of the Bonners Ferry High School auditorium for the public hearing meetings.  A press release will be sent out to the community after the letter is sent to Boise.  Another press release will be sent out after a response is received from Boise USFWS regarding meeting dates for the public hearings.

Lewis Rich, Bonner County Commissioner, stated he is in attendance to gather as much information as possible and gather clarity on the issue.  

Presentations:
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) Caribou Proposed Critical Habitat --- Ben Conard, Susan Burch, & Bryon Holt:

Ben Conard, Supervisor of the Northern Idaho Field Office, introduced himself.  He began in his current position in July of 2011.  He’s tried to make an effort to connect with the communities and has made a point to attend KVRI and feels it’s a great forum to hear about the resource issues and concerns of the community as opposed to being isolated in office somewhere else.  He wants to begin a conversation about whether critical habitat should be proposed and what it should look like.  Leaders are looking at setting up a public hearing for folks to step forward and voice concerns, and there are additional avenues to submit comments (hard copy mailing and email addresses are available).  The proposal is not final nor is it perfect.  The staff used the best information available in deciding where they feel the boundaries should be to help in the recovery of caribou.  

Ben introduced Bryon Holt, Spokane Office – Endangered Species Act Specialist, and Susan Burch, Boise Office – Lead Staffer in Listing and Recovery.  Both have over 20 years’ experience with FWS.

Bryon Holt provided background information and overview on the Woodland Caribou, which is available on the Kootenai Tribe’s website under the KVRI heading, www.kootenai.org .  The USFWS comment period on Proposed Critical Habitat ends January 30th, 2012, however an economic analysis will be released in April reopening the comment period for another 30 days for comments on the analysis and the proposed designation.  All comments must be received in writing.

Susan Burch presented information on the current proposed critical habitat area.  Maps were displayed with radio telemetry data gathered between 1987-2009 from both augmented caribou as well as caribou radio-collared prior to the two augmentation efforts.  The maps displayed areas the caribou inhabited, suitable habitat, and at what elevations.  Washington and Idaho recovery zone boundaries differed in the current elevations.  Washington state elevation is currently listed at 4000 ft. and Idaho is listed at 4500 ft.  In the proposed critical habitat designation the elevation is proposed for 4000 ft. for both Washington and Idaho for the sake of consistency, and because the scientific literature indicated an association above 4000 feet, but the FWS is seeking information that could inform us as to why there was an elevational difference in the recovery area line between states.  

Questions/Answers:

Does the proposed critical habitat zone stretch into British Columbia?

No.  The recovery zone does, but FWS cannot designate critical habitat into another country.  Caribou are listed by the U.S. as endangered – their habitat extends into Canada.

Are caribou managed similarly across the border?  How many acres?

Caribou are listed under Canada’s SERA regulations, although it was unclear of what this designation does or doesn’t do.  FWS are working with counterparts in Canada to manage the population and habitat in that area.  There is a large track of land that was purchased in Canada for ecosystem restoration--including caribou habitat.  They have forest lands that are also managed for caribou habitat.  In the recovery plan there was a total number of acreage that was estimated or proposed to be a site for caribou and was considered into the total that FWS put forth to meet the recovery goal.  The exact number was not available at this time.

What number does FWS feel would be acceptable for caribou sustainability?

Estimates have not been determined as to an exact number.  Caribou have low reproductive rates and high calf mortality.  The numbers are unknown.

What do you find is the reason for the decline and mortality?

The specific reason is unknown, but Canada is seeing decline in populations in that area too.  Predation by mountain lions and forest fragmentation are factors that have impacted the population.  FWS is trying to get a better idea of what is driving the population.  FWS is working with the University of Montana and looking at the interaction between caribou, wolves, and other ungulates.  

Patty asked Susan to clarify to the group the recovery zone map and some of the differences that are not shown on the map presented on the power point.  Patty thought there is a smaller piece that was explained in a prior meeting that will be included in the proposal for the critical habitat designation that is below 4000 feet but which was not in the recovery zone.  First, Susan stated the reason for including the small portion below 4000 feet is because they feel fragmentation is one of the largest threats and therefore the habitat in that area is being designated for continuity and migration from habitats and calving, winter, summer, etc.  But to the point, Susan clarified that this area below 4000 feet is currently within the existing recovery zone.  

How will this designation affect access to private forest lands?

In cases where a federal permit would be used to cross federal land now, or under designated critical habitat, USFS would approach FWS under section 7 consultation.  The agencies would exchange biological information and determine whether it’s appropriate and fits with the recovery strategy.  The section 7 consultation requirement will not change whether a designated critical habitat is established or the current recovery zone.  The trigger is if a federal permit is needed.  

Some information that folks would like to view is a map without using the telemetry information gathered from augmented animals, so that it can be viewed where the caribou were before transplantations. This community has expressed concern that managing agencies just go through process and say they have met and continue ahead with their plans.  Also if there is no recovery criteria established then why should we even continue to go there.

Recovery with any critter is painful and long.  The 1994 recovery plan is recognized as outdated and needing new information.  There are several steps on the road to recovery, including designation of critical habitat, and another is developing a recovery plan.  There were two recovery plans already completed and FWS recognized the latest 1994 plan is obsolete and in need of updating.  Whether there is critical habitat designated or not, FWS will need to work with partners and determine what needs to be done to reach recovery.  All of this can be covered within a recovery plan.  Later in the meeting, Ben Conard (FWS) was pressed on his comment that the 1994 Recovery Plan was “obsolete.” Conard clarified that while he used the word “obsolete” he did not mean that from cover-to-cover the existing recovery plan is worthless.  It was meant that it needs updating with additional information on the caribou.  
We are hearing there are (47) animals but that all but a few are on the Canadian side.  If there is some way you can state that in a news releases to the public, it would be appreciated.

Is there a process or analysis if the species cannot be recovered on the U.S. side?

That will be part of the recovery plan.

Is there an opportunity for the communities to provide input or is this an interagency process?

There will be some discussion within the recovery plan.  There is also a process FWS can follow to delist based on (3) things: the species have been determined to be recovered, if the animal was listed on erroneous information, or if the animal becomes extinct. 

A gentleman in attendance asked that the audience be made aware of the census information that IDFG has taken each year.  Patty agreed to read the information, but stated Wayne Wakkinen with IDFG will be giving an overview on (3) different studies that have gone on over the last several years regarding caribou at the February KVRI meeting.  Numbers reported in the IDFG document for the U.S./Canada were:

· 2000


34 total

31 Canada


3 U.S.

· 2001


No census due to low snow pack


· 2002


34


32



2

· 2003


41


40



1

· 2004


33


30



3

· 2005


35


33



2

· 2006


34-37


33



1

· 2007


43-44


41



2

· 2008


46


43



3

· 2009


46


43



3

What will the economic analysis cover?

Whenever critical habitat is proposed an economic analysis is required.  An economist is currently evaluating all the information that has gone into the proposal.  They will be contacting stakeholders.  The analysis entails life today with caribou being listed and what life would be like with critical habitat put on top of that in relationship to cost.   

Will the economic analysis begin from 1984 to present?  

The economist will look at everything it costs to manage caribou today, and then they will look at what the cost would be if critical habitat was to be designated.  

The statement was made that the information was obsolete, why a line drawn in the sand when the information is obsolete?  It was also stated that a contractor is just now working on an economic impact.  Why wouldn’t the impact be evaluated before all the lines are drawn? 

There will be discussion and presentation during the public hearing, if it’s granted?

During a public hearing, unfortunately there’s not a lot of room for give and take.  The meeting is recorded and immediately before the public hearing FWS tries to have a public meeting so more informal conversations can be done.

Linda McFaddan stated the US Forest Service Wildlife Biologist is evaluating the scientific information within the plan, as a peer reviewer, and will be submitting their comments within the time frame established by the Fish and Wildlife Service.  Management implications would depend on the final outcome of the plan. The decision has not been made, we all have time to comment, and USFS is evaluating the plan and the affects that may come about from that decision.

An individual in the audience stressed that as the economic analysis is done it would be important for the analysis to be broken out by community.  When smaller and larger communities are mixed together may mean a larger percentage to the smaller community but when it’s melded into a larger picture it could be missed.  The analysis needs to be looked at from some of the smaller communities.

The contact information for FWS will be available on the Kootenai Tribe’s website-under the KVRI Heading www.kootenai.org.  

FWS will be available to answer any questions after the meeting.  Due to time constraints the meeting needs to move forward.  The group took a ten minute break to allow for those that wish to leave.

Idaho Department of Fish & Game (IDFG) Wolverine Study --- Michael Lucid:

Michael Lucid, non-game biologist, and works with birds, turtles, etc.  He presented information on wolverines via power point.  His presentation will be available on the Kootenai Tribe’s website under the KVRI heading, www.kootenai.org.  

From studies it looks like there is at least one wolverine living in the area because there have been pictures more than once.  There have been tracks and scat found in the Purcells, Cabinets and Selkirks.  It is unknown whether they are resident wolverines or just passing through.  

IDFG needs to find out a lot more about wolverines such as: what geographic areas are important, if the local wolverines are reproductive, if so where do they den and how they are genetically connected to other populations.  Bait stations are a good way to find out the answers to some of the questions.  Log wolverine traps are now being used in hopes to get satellite collars out on wolverines.  The study area is broken in 5x5 km sections.  This year there will be a large expansion of the effort due to a collaborative nature of the project.  IDFG, USFS, Coeur d’Alene Tribe, Bureau of Land Management (BLM), and the community including Idaho Conservation League (ICL) and Friends of Scotchman’s Peak (FSP).  FSP applied and received a grant for $30,000 to use for wildlife remote cameras and help hire a volunteer coordinator so the community can get out and be involved.  No license dollars for the project, any money received is federal or private funds.  

If an agency, the Governor’s office, or lawsuit comes about and asks what is going on with wolverines IDFG needs information.  The purpose for gathering information is to provide it to decision-makers so logical and reasonable decisions can be made.

If anyone has any other questions they are welcome to contact Michael Lucid at the regional office, (208) 769-1414.

Draft Minutes Approval:

The group approved draft minutes of November 21st, 2011 meeting by consensus.  

New Board Alternate Position Appointments:

· Kennon McClintock will serve as an alternate in the position held by Robyn Miller representing Conservation/Environmentalist.
· Tim Dillin will serve as an alternate in the position held by Dave Wattenbarger representing Soil Conservation District/Ag Landowner.  
· Tom Mayo will serve in the alternate position held by Mayor Dave Anderson representing the City of Bonners Ferry (a KVRI Co-Chair).
Updates:

Forestry Committee --- Patty Perry:

The next meeting will be held on January 26th at 1:00 p.m. at the Boundary County Extension Office.
Old Business:

TNC Press Release, Grant Launches McArthur Lake Wildlife Safety Project --- Patty Perry:
KVRI has been working with TNC and other partners on the McAthur Lake corridor area looking at animal and auto collisions.  Not only near McArthur Lake but also up north to the Canadian border and east to the Montana border.  TNC received a grant to help with the project.  An analysis was commissioned to look at what could be done in the area.  A press release was handed to each board member notifying them of the grant.  Most board members were aware of the process from earlier updates to the group from the WAC committee.
KVRI to ask FWS Extension for Comment Period:
The board agreed through consensus that it is prudent to send a letter from KVRI asking for a (60) day extension to the comment period.  Wayne Wakkinen is scheduled for February KVRI meeting to present information on (3) studies regarding caribou that he has had involvement with. (Note: notification of an extension has been received, making send a letter a moot issue).
New Business:

Joint Collaboration Letter on Draft Forest Plan:

The Idaho Panhandle National Forest draft Forest Plan has been released for public comment.  Phil Hough with Friends of Scotchman’s Peak has put together a letter and sent it out to folks that are working in local collaborative efforts to see if they have an interest in signing on and publishing it in local newspapers.  He envisioned the letter could encourage a willingness to work together on the forest plan, thank the USFS for their work on the forest plan, and encourage participants to find common ground and avoid polarization--- recognizing this would allow the forest plan to serve all of us better.   His thought was that the KVRI board could sign on to the letter as written, or take the letter and shape it to be more fitting to our community and submit that to the local paper.  The intent is to express that groups are willing to work together and help to further shape the Draft Forest Plan. This agenda item was tabled until February’s KVRI meeting.  
Linda McFaddan, District Ranger, stated there will be an open house on January 17th at the USFS District Office in Bonners Ferry at 7:00 p.m. to inform folks of the release of the Draft Forest Plan and explain how people may comment and participate in the activity.  The meeting is strictly for information it is not a public hearing to take comment.

February Meeting Topics:

Next months’ meeting topics will include IDFG presentation on Caribou Data presented by Wayne Wakkinen and an Update on Libby Dam Burbot Operation presented by Greg Hoffman.

Correspondence:

N. Zone Timber Stand Improvement Project:

The Decision memo was received on the North Zone Timber Stand Improvement Project of 2011 from the USFS.  A response period is open and will close on February 1st, 2012.  The contact information and how to comment will be posted on the Kootenai Tribe’s website under the KVRI heading, www.kootenai.org.  For all of those that would like a copy of the Draft Forest Plans please contact Linda McFaddan (208) 267-6701.
Earth Day Fair 2012:

The Earth Day Fair in Bonners Ferry is coming up again.  Last year Sandy helped with the Boards presentation.  The group decided to participate in the event again this year.  The early bird registration ends January 15th and the cost of the event is $15.00….staff will register to participate.
Next Meeting:

The next meeting will be held on February 13th, 2012 (one week early due to the Federal Holiday on the third Monday) at the Boundary County Extension Office at 7:00 p.m.; the meeting was adjourned at 8:50 p.m.
Others in Attendance:

Richard & Emmy Fairfield, Boundary County

Julie Golder, Bonners Ferry Herald

Ray Hinthorn, Boundary County

Ree Brannon, Boundary County – NRCS

Ed Robbins, Boundary County

Ruth Robbins, Boundary County

Bryon Holt, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Ben Conard, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Susan Burch, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Scott Soults, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho
Norm Merz, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho
Walt Kirby, Boundary County

Julie Emerson, Boundary County/Back Country Horsemen Idaho

Ron Smith, Boundary County Commissioners

Lee Pinkerton, Boundary County

Alan Spencer, Bonner County

Dale Adickes, Citizen

Dave Bonasera, Citizen

Brian Book, Bonner/Boundary County

Don Banning, Bonner/Boundary County

Garry Lovrin, Bonner/Boundary County

Larry Davis, Boundary County

Deborah Davis, Boundary County

Bob Hobbs, Citizen

Ken Brink, Bonner/Boundary County

Jon Meadows, Bonner/Boundary County --- Sportsman’s Associations

Frank McCormick, Boundary County

John & Linda Alt, Boundary County

Don Vickaryous, Boundary County

David Sims, City of Bonners Ferry

Robert Manley, Boundary County

Ray Schave, Boundary County

Don Dozier, Bonner/Boundary County

Mike Sudnikovich, Bonner/Boundary County

Jim Greenslitt, Bonners Ferry

Joe Kenz, Bonners Ferry

Jonathan Luhnow, Citizen

Eric Besaw, Bonner/Boundary County

Tom Dinning, Bonner/Boundary County

Don Dinning, Bonner/Boundary County

Sheena Hunt, Bonner/Boundary County

Sarah Richardson, Bonner/Boundary County

Mac McLaughlin, Boundary County

Justin Gibbins, Boundary County

Charlotte Frank, Boundary County

Thomas Gibbins, Boundary County

Lee Myer, Boundary County

Steve Fields, Boundary County

Alan Branson, Boundary County

Jerrad Fuller, Boundary County

Lon Postulka, U.S. Border Patrol

Rene Riddle, Boundary County/SCD

Chuck Davis, Boundary County
Gene Sloot, Boundary County

Jerry A. Johnson

Manuel F. Dauber

James Johnson

Josh Figgins

Tim Fulton, Jr.

Ken English

Ken Chulock

Bruce Whitaker

Robert Young

Bob Norton

Darlene Young

Dianna Ellis, IDFG – Kootenai NWR

Elizabeth Sloot

Jerry DiMuro

Gretchen Lich

Harry Miskovish

Barbara Nagel

Chan Nagel

Kristy Kellogg

John Kellogg

Donna Capurso

Sandra Ennis

Kevin Merrifield

Renee Pruitt

Robert Copeland

Judy Stearns

Vic …

Mike Ripatti

Mike Harner

Dan Pruitt

Lance Hammons

Joe Neumayer

Laura Compton

Bill Hayden

Brandon Regehr

Gary Regehr

Rob Winey

Trevor Schneider

Phil Schneider

Barry Davis

Leon MacDonald

D. Evans

Rob & Patti Spalding

Dennis & Lisa Lyons

John Severson

Joe Higgins

Jeff Ennis 

Mike Budig

Don Howell

Penny Escalante

Tony Escalante 

Lee Haarstick

Rebecca Huseby

Gerald Jessup

Janis Jessup

James Daniels

Terry Spencer

Karen Daniels

Jacqueline Spence

Mark Linscott

Pat & Monica Gunter

Sandra Mitchell

John Finney

Matt Linscott

Lewis Ruth

Jim McReynolds

John Hoshett

Brooke Eaton

Jackie Peirone

Craig Hill

Jim Peirone

Steve Parsons

Bob Powers

Dave Wanous

Dennis Wanous

Kayla Wanous

Marc Fischer

Dan Wanous

Terry Frazer

Jeff …

Billy Murray

Guy Patchen

Mike Pierce

Chris Pierce

Pegy Pierce

Mark Cossairt

Jim Tucker

Aaron Rutherford

Cyle Yonng

John Neumayer

Jolene Neumayer

Jenny Neumayer

Marie Sumpter

Shane & Christine Dodge

Noah Newcombe

Don Childers

Drew Sanders

Jaak Sanders

Matthew Spreew

Terry Robbins

***Please note there were others in attendance that did not sign in, and names that were not legible***
