Meeting Minutes

Kootenai Valley Resource Initiative

April 19th, 2010 – 7:04 p.m., Boundary County Extension Office

Bonners Ferry, Idaho
Committee Members in Attendance:

Jennifer Porter, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho Chair, KVRI Co-Chair

Dave Anderson, Mayor of Bonners Ferry, KVRI Co-Chair

Dan Dinning, Boundary County Commissioners, KVRI Co-Chair

Bob Blanford, Business/Industry

Jim Cadnum, (alt.) Landowner/Industrial
Dave Wattenbarger, Soil Conservation District/Landowner

Tony McDermott, Idaho Fish & Game Commission

Sandy Ashworth, Social/Cultural/Historical

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

Justin Petty, Environmental/Conservation
Don Allenberg, (alt.) Corporate Agriculture

Patty Perry, KVRI Facilitator, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho
Kristin James, KVRI Recording Secretary, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho
Agency/Others in Attendance:

Frank Plew, Boundary Connections Project

Linda Cook, Citizen (Land Use)

Dianna Ellis, Kootenai National Wildlife Refuge

Bob Boeh, Idaho Forest Group

Lewis Rich, Bonner County

Harry Miskovish, Sportsman’s Club

Jon Meadows, Sportsman’s Club

James Byler, Boundary County Roads

James Kopp, Citizen 

Bob Hobbs, Citizen

Sarah Canepa, Vital Ground Foundation

Lon Postulka, U.S. Border Patrol
Sid Smith, U.S. Senator Jim Risch

Mitch Silvers, U.S. Senator Mike Crapo

Karen Roetter, U.S. Senator Mike Crapo

Kurt Pavlat, Bureau of Land Management

Colleen Trese, Idaho Department of Fish & Game

Laura Roady, Bonners Ferry Herald

Adrian Wages, Boundary County Citizen

Colet Allen, Visitor Center/Chamber of Commerce

Michael Sloan, Boundary Economic Development Council

Shelley Landry, Congressman Walt Minnick

Rich Torquemada, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Alan Flory, Boundary County Citizen

Opening:

Dan Dinning opened by welcoming everyone to the meeting; introductions followed.
The group approved minutes from February 22nd and March 15th meetings by consensus.

New Business:

Boundary County Walkabout:
The Boundary County Walkabout sponsored by the Boundary Community Coalition for Families, whose membership includes every organization, association, and agency serving the county’s families.  The walkabout is part of a community wide health initiative to get people outside and moving in Bonners Ferry.  The kick off event was hosted at Kootenai National Wildlife Refuge on Saturday, April 10th.  Events included bird walks, stretching exercises led by trained fitness professionals, a bird ID slide show, safety walks led by Wayne Wakkinen with Idaho Department of Fish & Game (IDFG) with discussion about walking safely in bear and moose country along with other great presentations.  Over 60 people attended this event.  Sandy Ashworth wanted to thank Pat Hart, U.S. Forest Service (USFS), and Refuge staff, Friends of the Refuge, and Wayne Wakkinen for a job well done.
Walking safely in bear and moose country will be provided throughout the summer.  Another event is scheduled for July.  For more information contact Sandy, Boundary County Library, at (208) 267-3750 or Carol, Boundary County Extension Office, at (208) 267-3235.  Registration for the July event can be completed at Boundary Community Hospital website, www.boundaryhospital.org, Boundary County Extension Office website, www.boundarycountyid.org/extension/index.htm, or at the Boundary County Library.

Boundary County Fair Booth – KVRI:

The group agreed it would be a good idea to have an informational booth at the Boundary County Fair again this year.  Kristin will get the application submitted and begin collecting information to be displayed.  Anyone interested in helping get items together please contact Kristin James at (208) 267-3519.

Next on the agenda, Patty provided an overview of USFS correspondence received regarding:
East Fork Meadow Creek – Environmental Assessment:

The East Fork Meadow Creek Assessment (EA), on the Bonners Ferry Ranger District of the Idaho Panhandle National Forest is ready for your review and comment.  The complete EA, along with supporting documentation, is available for viewing, downloading and printing on the Idaho Panhandle National Forests website at http://fs.usda.gov/goto/ipnf/projects.  For more information, contact Doug Nishek by phone at (208) 267-5561.  Based on the analysis presented in the EA, Alternative 2 is being considered for implementation.

The East Fork Meadow Creek analysis area covers approximately 7,800 acres and is located in the upper Meadow Creek watershed stretching from Wall Creek to the east, and Rock Creek to the west, in the central portion of the Bonners Ferry Ranger District in Boundary County, Idaho.  Actual treatments are proposed on just over 1,520 acres. 
Comment period opened March 23, 2010 and ends April 22, 2010.
Leonia Project:

The Bonners Ferry Ranger District is proposing the Leonia Project which would implement dry-forest and fire regime restoration on as many as 700 acres, located approximately 11 miles to the east/southeast of Bonners Ferry in Boundary County.  The area includes National Forest System lands in Sections 15, 16, 21, 22, 28 and 29, T61N, R3E of the Boise Meridian, on the Bonners Ferry Ranger District of the Idaho Panhandle National Forests, Boundary County, Idaho.  The project area is in the vicinity of Leonia Knob, west of the Kootenai River and east of Gable Creek in the Lower Boulder Creek and Kootenai River above Bonners Ferry watersheds.
The purpose of this letter is to inform interested and potentially affected parties concerning the existing conditions in the project area, as well as to identify certain proposed actions which would move the area towards desired conditions.  The district is soliciting public input regarding any issues surrounding the analysis, as well as ideas not yet considered to achieve desired conditions.

Comment period opened March 29, 2010 and ends April 28, 2010.
Updates:

Boundary/Smith Creek Working Group:
The group held a workday the week of April 12th.  They are gearing up for spring planting and getting plots.  The group has identified 15 acres they will be planting and then following up with weed control later in the summer.  Dave also reported the waterfowl migration was good.

Congressman Minnick Collaborative:

The next meeting will be held on May 10th at the new U.S. Forest Service office in Sandpoint, Idaho.

The group discussed a potential mission statement, membership (or not), process of how the group would operate, and areas of concern and areas where work could be completed.  No decision or agreement was reached on any of the topics. The minutes reflected there was an effort to identify who the participants would be in the board.  There was feeling from some members around the table that the committee should be a loose knit group and the folks that attend that meeting should be the ones making the decision at that time, but others felt there should be more structured environment where representatives from different groups were present so there was a more balance and diversified group but at the end of the day there wasn’t any decision reached.

Forestry Subcommittee:

A date has not been set for the next meeting yet.  Patty has been visiting with Ranotta McNair, USFS Supervisor, and Linda McFaddan, USFS District Ranger, who will be collecting more information for the group to consider in applying for funding through the Collaborative Forest Landscape Restoration Program. Patty, Dan Dinning (Boundary County Commissioner), Linda McFaddan, and Ranotta McNair will be meeting on the morning of April 30th to go over the information Linda has gathered and review what it will take for the group to receive funding through this process.  Anyone interested in attending this meeting may contact Patty Perry, (208) 267-3519, and help provide input.  Linda and Patty will visit on April 26th before meeting with Dan and Ranotta to look at the act more closely and figure out how some of the projects the community has already completed could fit into the grant application to help move the process ahead.  

The KVRI board has already approved the Forestry Committee to move ahead with the grant process…..Ranotta has encouraged the Forestry Committee to consider submitting a grant application in this funding cycle.   This could be facilitated by a few options by the KVRI Board, since the group does not meet until after the deadline:

· KVRI could hold a special meeting just to look at the grant
· An email could be sent out to the board members and get approval that way, or

· The Board members could participate in the workday with the committee and help get the grant together. (note this was the option utilized)  
Linda added that the odds are not great for the group to receive the funding this year because it is such a competitive grant.  The thought was that if the application was submitted it would be a chance to have the grant selection committee review the application and give feedback on strong points, weaknesses and what the group could change to make the application better for the next year and have a better chance at receiving funding at that time.  

Presentations:

Forest Legacy Program – Justin Petty, the Nature Conservancy:
The Boundary Connections Forest Legacy Project will protect 1641 acres of critical private timberlands in one of the most ecologically significant areas of the Northwest.  The Hubbard and Wages families have partnered with the Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) and The Nature Conservancy (TNC) to protect these family farms through the Forest Legacy Program (FLP).  This is a nationally competitive federal grant source that supplies funding to successful projects in order to secure conservation easements, which will protect these working lands from subdivision and development in perpetuity.  
The Boundary Connections (BC) project consists of 2 distinct parcels.  The Bonner Lake parcel is 645 acres located 2 miles east of the Idaho-Montana border and is owned by the Wages family.  The 996 acre Kootenai Valley parcel is owned by the Hubbard family.  The project boundary encompasses timbered bluffs above the river valley, continuing westward across the valley floor to the east banks of the Kootenai River.  It includes over 2 miles of Kootenai River frontage.  This property is strategically located at the west end of the Bane Creek wildlife corridor and compliments an FLP project funded within the corridor in FY 2010.

Justin was hoping to get a letter of support from the KVRI Board to submit with the project application.  The approved the letter of support by consensus.

Questions & Answers:

What is TNC’s role in this process?
They are the supporting entity and will put the application together with IDL and landowners.

Does TNC have to come up with a match?

In this particular project TNC will not come up with a match.  Depending upon appraisals and what the landowners feel is appropriate there will be a 50% - 75% of the value of the conservation easement funding request in the application.  The remaining percentage will be a donation from the landowners of value.

The land will be protected for game, there wouldn’t be any development?
That is correct.  There will be no development allowed except under a building envelope which the landowners will make a decision on.  The goal is to protect the land from subdivision and development, keep the area a working forest lands, promote forest stewardship and provide habitat for wildlife.

What entity will hold the easement?

Idaho Department of Lands (IDL) will hold the easement.  The funding comes through the U.S. Forest Service, but in Idaho the USFS has designated IDL to hold the easement.  Each state differs slightly but it is generally a state entity to hold the easement.

Will there be public access on these properties?
The decision is still up to the landowner.  The right of access is not being purchased by the project.  The project will just provide a conservation easement and protect the land from development.  There is currently public access on the north end of Bonner Lake.

Road Closures (5 yr. History) – Brandon Glaza, U.S. Forest Service:
Brandon was asked to give this presentation to the KVRI group because there were questions on road closures and why the decision to do so.
A power point presentation was provided and will be available for viewing on the Kootenai Tribe’s website, www.kootenai.org.  

Question & Answer:

Decommissioned roads mean they have been totally recontoured?
Not always, it just means they have been rendered hydrologically inert and there are various methods of doing so.

On the Moyie River Road, if there is no impairment why are we looking to close it?

The roads may be identified when the project was taking place as wildlife mitigation.  There can still be resource concerns.  Even if the creek is not impaired, if the road is weeping into the creek it is still a road that needs to be fixed.
Will decommission of roads prevent USFS from going back in the future to provide healthy forest restoration?

When USFS looks at a project there is a Roads Analysis Primes Process which takes into consideration foresters, wildlife, recreation, hydrology and fire.  Each road is scored and if the road receives a low score it then becomes an easy road to decommission.  Unless the road has been recontoured it can still be used if needed.

Why are the lands being torn up so no one can even walk in?  It makes sense to take out culverts but not to tear up the roads where it has already been reestablished.
One of the prescriptions is to decommission roads it to allow it to do it naturally.  In cases where there is an in sloped road that has a ditch may have pipes within and it does disrupt the natural hydrology by collecting water and run down the ditch.  There are roads that are candidates of natural regrowth.
Each road that has been identified for decommissioning provides a hydrologist and crew to survey each road.  If the roads don’t have any identifiable drainage problem on the roads and the growth is reestablishing itself the road is left alone.  Instead of going in and spending a lot of money to tear up dirt to get to the culvert a blasting technique has been used so the culvert can be removed.  USFWS has worked with USFS to approve the projects.  All issues are taken into account, if the road can be left alone USFS prefers the road to naturally evolve.

After roads are decommissioned are there opportunities to continue monitoring?

Yes.

How do we use information gathered to come up with information to get streams delisted?

The stream is moved to a different category in the integrated report.  Some areas where Kokanee reintroductions took place each are is site specific.  The comments that have been brought forward help the district to look at each stream and make the proper implementation.  

This district is one of two river systems within the entire State that wrote the TMDL’s based on potential natural vegetation and what the stream side had the potential to do rather than setting a hard, fast criteria based only on cold water species and trying to meet that criteria.

If some of the work with the Forestry Committee and looking at the broader landscape will that help USFS receive funding for decommissioning roads in the future?

Yes.  It does not fund any NEPA, but it will fund implementation for project work on the ground for projects.  It has been a challenge in the past to get funding for decommissioning.  Most recent the USFS has used stewardship projects to get the money to decommission.  The legacy roads fund is another option, but it is a very competitive process and is a regional grant.  
Proposed Land Exchange – Kurt Pavlat, Bureau of Land Management
Kurt provided a power point presentation which will be available on Kootenai Tribe’s website, www.kootenai.org.  

The proposed land exchange is formally titled the West Boise Foothills, North Idaho Land Exchange.  It is called M3 for short because M3 Eagle LLC is the proponent.  M3 Eagle LLC is a subsidiary of M3 Companies based out of Phoenix with properties in Arizona, Colorado and Southern Idaho.  The proposal is from M3; not the Bureau of Land Management (BLM).  This is M3’s third proposal; the previous two have been turned down by the Boise District of the BLM.

BLM believes the exchange, in its current shape, is not in the best interests of the public.  M3 has approached Congressman Minnick’s Office regarding pursuit of a legislative approach rather than the normal administrative route.

Question & Answer:

When it was stated that the Idaho BLM has concerns, does that mean it is not just the Coeur d’Alene Field Office but the Boise Office as well that has concerns?

The Boise and Coeur d’Alene Districts both have concerns.  There are two other Idaho BLM Districts but they are not involved with the proposed land exchange.

The Boise office is larger than the Coeur d’Alene office.  Would they carry more weight during the administrative process?

The Boise office is the project lead and if the project moves forward the project lead is housed under Four Rivers Field Office in the Boise District.  The Boise District took the lead to meet with the congressional representatives in Boise and the Coeur d’Alene District has not done that yet.

Has the plan been through consultation or ESA?

No, it has not.  This presentation is extremely preliminary.

Why would there be interest in the parcel west of the refuge because it has been logged and seeded?

As far as a private entity they are in business to make money.  IFG is a sharp company and development can’t be ruled out in the future.

Is there documentation stating M3 will sell the land to IFG and not keep some for them?

Bob Boeh of Idaho Forest Group (IFG) stated it will be an all or nothing deal.  The reason for the parcel inclusion is because the 9500 acres the BLM identified for potential disposal was a starting point.  M3 knew it would be more controversial to select other lands that BLM would like to retain.  M3 has no interest in North Idaho and the land that is deeded to M3 will be turned over and deeded to IFG.

What is the difference between the legislative and administrative process?

The legislative process sometimes can be faster.  The Boise Foothills exchange was just consummated approximately a year ago and took at least 3+ years to complete via the legislative process.  Congress can dictate whether NEPA will be implemented or not and this process tends to be faster through legislative process.  Through the administrative process NEPA will be implemented.  There will be public meetings and public review.  

Is most of the Boise land that BLM would receive sagebrush covered lands?

Yes.

It was stated M3 doesn’t have an interest in North Idaho and they are in business for the money.  This land is valuable.  If M3 gets a hold of the land it would be wise to have conservation easements on every parcel otherwise they could have a logging company come in and log the land and then place it on the market.  With conservation easement there wouldn’t be an issue.

BLM is trying to remain as impartial as they can and will ask for public input.  The land exchange will be out for comment.  The land parcels in the exchange are traded for equal value.  For instance, 640 acres in North Idaho could be equal to 6,000 acres in Southern Idaho.

The section in Paradise Valley already has a private ownership issue with deprivation hunts on elk.  One section happens to be in the same area.  What will happen when another private ownership parcel is put there?

There is a lot of federal ownership in this area.  The tax base typically decreases with federal ownership.  The economy isn’t great and this is an issue.

If the plan goes through the legislative process is there still opportunity for consultation under the ESA?  Is it still mandated if it was a legislative process?

Most times Congress requires NEPA and consultation to be followed, but that’s not always the case and is up to the discretion of Congress.

Bob Boeh clarified that the proposal is an administrative proposal and all the work will be completed just like in an administrative process.  There will be an environmental assessment, consultation on endangered species, etc.  After all work is completed, appraisals done and value for value complete the legislative would kick in to expedite the exchange so the proposal is not subject to appeal.

If parcels are within an endangered species recovery area does that trigger an automatic expansion of the recovery area?

It would depend on the specifics.  For example if there is a bear management unit that is below standard and a trade takes place for a bear area that is above standard it is not an even trade from a bear standpoint.  Typically during a proposed exchange the values being lost and what are proposed to be gained.  A net loss wouldn’t be favored especially in a management that is below standard.  All of these various issues would come out in the NEPA process and would be analyzed to a great degree.

What changed between the two times M3 had proposed land exchange before to this time?

The 815 acres on the east side of highway 16 is identified for retention by the Boise district.  BLM told M3 they were not interested because it was not in compliance with the current land use plan.

How did the prior two tries not go thru because it was not in the best interest of the public?  What changed to bring it forward to this point, because the first two proposals had never been heard of until now?

The first two proposals never left the Boise district office.  The lands in North Idaho were never part of the equation.  M3 identified the lands in North Idaho for acquisition and also worked with 12,000 acres to try to make it more palatable where it would be in the best interest of the public.  A concern of BLM is that the 815 acres that M3 wants is currently identified for retention in the land use plan.

Bob Boeh added there wasn’t enough BLM land in Southern Idaho to make a value for value exchange.

M3 has stated if they acquire the 815 acres near Boise they would create jobs by building a gateway community.  IFG would manage the acreage in Northern Idaho and would provide job opportunities as well as lowering the tax base because the land will be under private ownership rather than federal ownership.

Because these lands in North Idaho have been identified as disposal lands by BLM if it wasn’t this deal it could there be another deal in the future?

There used to 138,000 acres of BLM lands and are currently about 99,000.  Most of the BLM ownership is in Southern Idaho.  North Idaho has been used for exchanges and the land base has been shrunk.  BLM has identified these lands as “chess pieces” to be used to trade for high valued lands such as riparian, wildlife, wetlands, water based recreation, etc.  There needs to be land available to exchange for those desired components.

Proposed Land Exchange – Bob Boeh, Idaho Forest Group:

A power point presentation was provided and will be available on the Kootenai Tribe’s website, www.kootenai.org.  

Idaho Forest Group owns four sawmills in North Idaho (Grangeville, Chilco, Laclede and Moyie Springs) and is the largest lumber manufacturer in Idaho.  There are approximately 65,000 acres of forest land that is managed on a sustained yield basis.  8 to 10 million feet is cut off of the 65,000 acres.  Idaho Forest Group is looking to incorporate the land from the proposed exchange to supply a small portion of the mill needs of the facilities.

Question & Answer:

There is concern because the Boise district heard about the proposal last fall and Bonners Ferry is just now hearing about it.  There is a fear that the community will not have any input.  Will there be an option for public comment period or once all pieces fall into place with the analysis and the appraisal will the legislative take over at that point?

The environmental process will be conducted for BLM by IFG and will be a standard environmental review.  An EA will be completed and if there are several issues then an EIS will be required.

Is there public comment period during the process?

Yes, there will be public scoping, public meetings and whatever is adequate for the public.  The meetings will be held in the locations of interest to the impacted parties.

There is a huge concern for public access and recreational use.  It will only get worse as time goes on.  If this problem is not dealt with the proposal will not go very far.

If any individual would like to comment on this proposal please contact your congressional representatives or send a letter to BLM’s State Director, Peter Dinton.  
Where are the lands that IFG currently owns located?

The majority of IFG ownership is in Northeast Washington, but there are lands scattered from Priest River, Laclede, Thompson Falls, and an 80 acre parcel up Camp Nine Road in Boundary County.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service – Sturgeon 5 year Review:

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) just opened up their 60 day public comment period for the 5-year status review of the Kootenai River white sturgeon.  USFWS is looking for any new scientific information or data they do not already have, which addresses the population status or factors that led to the original listing under the Endangered Species Act.  Due to the good track record between USFWS, Kootenai Tribe, KVRI and U.S. Army Corps among others they would be surprised if there was much new information.  It will likely be a year long process to review the new data, information, and comments, resulting in a final status report and recommendation to the Regional Director.  The public, government agencies, tribes, industry and the scientific and conservation communities are asked to submit information by June 7.  However, we accept new information about any listed species at any time.

Rich stated the re-initiation of consultation leading to a new biological opinion can be triggered by other factors including the 5 year review.

Next Meeting:

The next meeting will be held on May 17th, 2010 at the Kootenai River Inn immediately following U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; the meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m.
