Draft Meeting Minutes

Kootenai Valley Resource Initiative

September 20th, 2010 – 7:12 p.m., Boundary County Extension Office
Bonners Ferry, Idaho
Committee Members in Attendance:

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

Dan Dinning, Boundary County Commissioners, KVRI Co-Chair

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

Bob Blanford, Business/Industry

Dave Wattenbarger, Soil Conservation District/Ag Landowner

Tony McDermott, Idaho Fish & Game Commission

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

Sarah Canepa, (alt.) Environmental/Conservation
Ed Atkins, Jr., Corporate Agriculture

Jim Cadnum, (alt.) Industrial Forest

Dave Gray, (alt.) Social/Cultural/Historical

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

Laura Roady, Bonners Ferry Herald

Wayne Wakkinen, Idaho Department of Fish & Game

Ina Pluid, Idaho Women in Timber
Sid Smith, Senator Jim Risch
Karen Roetter, Senator Mike Crapo
Lon Postulka, U.S. Border Patrol
Harry Miskovish, Kootenai Valley Sportsman

Dianna Ellis, Kootenai National Wildlife Refuge

Greg Hoffman, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers - Libby, MT
Robyn Miller, the Nature Conservancy

Marc Gray, U.S. Forest Service

Alan Flory, Contractor

Kurt Pavlat, Bureau of Land Management - Coeur d’Alene, ID

Orrin Everhart, Candidate for Boundary County Commissioner

Bob Hobbs, Kootenai Valley Sportsman

Scott Soults, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho

Brian Spears, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Opening:

Dave Anderson opened by welcoming everyone to the meeting; introductions followed.
The group approved minutes of the July 21st meeting by consensus.

Presentations:

Idaho Department of Fish & Game Grizzly Bear DNA Analysis --- Wayne Wakkinen:

Wayne collected DNA samples from bears in the Selkirks by a method known as hair snares.  The information and data he collected is contained within the power point presentation he provided, available on the Kootenai Tribe’s website, www.kootenai.org.  
Question & Answers:

How many times did you sample in the same area over the course of the summer?

There were four sampling efforts conducted two weeks apart.  During the first effort the barb wire was strung and stink bait was planted.  During the second effort the bear hair was collected and more stink bait was planted, during the third effort the bear hair was collected and more stink bait was planted and the fourth effort the hair was collected and sites dismantled.

Were there enough cameras to equip each site with cameras?

No there were not enough cameras for each site.  If there were enough cameras provided IDFG could get a better idea of the female bear reproduction.

How many of the bears that were sampled had radio collars?

None of the bears sampled had radio collars, however four (4) of the bears that were sampled during Wayne’s study were also sampled in Michael Procter’s study conducted in Canada.  There is obviously movement between the two (2) sampling areas.  

The Selkirk ecosystem is approximately 2,000 square miles in size and about 1,000 square miles have been sampled to date.

How was the information that was collected during the survey compared?

The software system used compared each sampling session to each other and calculated data which is provided in the presentation.

Another survey had been mentioned, a larger carnivore survey, that will be conducted in the summer of 2011.  What will that information add to this survey?  How will it relate and help us to better understand?

The survey will be based on the same 5x5 kilometer grid, the geographical area is a lot larger and they used the same technique with the barbed wire and stink bait in the center.  They have three (3) sessions; the initial setup session, the first marked session, and the recapture session.  There will not be as much information available as with four.  With Wakkinen’s study, he planned the sampling areas according to background information on best sites to find grizzly bears.  The upcoming survey Cushman is conducting is sampling for lynx, bears and fisher.  They have 370 sites but logistically the information collected may not be best for grizzly bear because they are trying to sample all three (3) species at each site.

The information would just add to the large pool of information but not necessarily build on  conclusions on what’s going on with the population.

It was stated some information on movement just by where a specific bear was captured.  Do Selkirk bears have a certain marker within their genetics that would tell a scientist the bear originated from the Selkirks?

Yes.  The Selkirk DNA is relatively unique.  Tests can be conducted that provide a lot of details.  The DNA fingerprint are detailed enough they are able to tell whether a bear is from the Cabinets or the Selkirks.  On another level they can test and see if there are genetic differences between northern and southern Selkirk bears.

Were there recapture in different sites and can that help tell home range?

Yes it can tell at a very course level.  There were several bears that were recaptured 4 or 5 times.  There is good information that there is movement throughout the ecosystem because of the different sampling, but there is better information available through other surveys.

Would the sample be altered if sites were chosen where there were heavier bear concentrations and then extrapolate the data to the entire area?

Wayne didn’t believe so. The habitat quality would have to be compared between the sampled areas and the rest of the ecosystem.  As long as the sampling protocol is consistent then it shouldn’t affect the population estimate.  IDFG is only trying to maximize the probability.  If a site is selected with a good probability in June and another site chosen with a low probability of capturing a bear in October then the estimate is off because it is assumed the capture probability is the same.  

How does the Selkirk density compare to the NCDE?

Wayne did not have the information available but will find out and provide that information later.

What’s the main food source for Yellowstone Grizzlies?

At certain times of the year and certain bear lineages they hit spawning streams and others that hit elk calving grounds in the spring.  All bears are different.  In this area it’s usually huckleberries.

There are concerns with the DPS (Distinct Population Segments) and the management of DPS.  Would it make sense to bring an NCDE bear into the Selkirks if we are looking for genetic exchange?

From the genetic standpoint it would be easy to do.  The Selkirks are resident bears and Wayne feels that should be maintained because there is a lot of baggage that comes with reintroducing a species.  The Selkirk population seems to be expanding.  He feels it would be best to let nature take its course by allowing natural genetic growth and genetic transfer happen.  The Selkirk population is not in a position where bears need to be transplanted, not at this time.

Update on Proposed Land Exchange --- Kurt Pavlat, Bureau of Land Management (BLM):

Kurt Pavlat, BLM, provided a presentation similar to the information he presented to the Boise Resource Advisory Council and Coeur d’Alene Resource Advisory Council.  Kurt’s presentation is available on Kootenai Tribe’s website, www.kootenai.org.  

Question & Answers:

With the low timber values this deal definitely does not seem to be in the best interest of the public, and for various other reasons, so why is time being wasted on this project?

This project is very political.  M3 wants legislation to make this project happen.  It’s an election year and ones imagination can run wild with ideas.  The project has to make sense and from an economic standpoint BLM Coeur d’Alene District does not believe it does make sense.

Are BLM land exchanges always proponent driven?  Is BLM in a position where they take the reactionary stance where a person comes in with a proposition and BLM has to respond?

85% of the time that is the case.  Land exchanges are complex.  Time has to be carved out to process an exchange.  If it is not in the best interest of the public then generally the exchange does not happen.

Can you estimate how many proposals are dead at the door opposed to those that actually get attention?

Approximately 60% - 90% do not go anywhere.  More often than not the exchanges just are not in the best interest of the public, there always have to be public input.  The process always has to go through NEPA.

What involvement does RAC (Resource Advisory Council) have in this?

For BLM, RAC’s involvement is a little different than the USFS.  It’s an advisory council that each BLM district has.  The Boise and Coeur d’Alene RAC have both been briefed on this project.  Coeur d’Alene RAC does not want this project to go legislative; they would prefer it go through the administrative process.

What are the chances that this project will happen?

The chances are 50-50.  We would like to see this project day lighted.  Each parcel of land identified by M3 for selection needs to be reviewed and determined if they are in conformance with the land use plan, what the values are that will be exchanged, and if the public will benefit from this project.  

Is there language in BLM’s management plan that provides for additional provisions to consolidate with other federal agencies in regards to potential trade?

There is not language in BLM’s land use plan for the option to consolidate with other federal agencies.

Why would a timber company want to manage 73 separate isolated parcels?  Could you speak to some of their long term plans for the lands and how it might affect values, and land use, etc.

Idaho Forest Group (IFG) is in the business for long term forest production.  They could use it to subdivide down the road, but the long term goal is not apparent yet.  

Bob Blanford stated IFG is always looking to get a better timber base.  Timber values could be a different story in a couple of years, so they may not be relevant if this process will take a few years to complete.
Updates:
Fair Booth:
Patty stated we held our August KVRI board meeting and prepared the fair booth.  Following our work, we enjoyed good food and great company.
Grizzly Bear Subcommittee:

IDFG generously allowed the committee to use some of their space to conduct electric fencing demonstrations; model bear proof trash cans, and other information.  Sarah Canepa helped conduct four (4) demonstrations throughout the week.  The Kootenai Tribal Hatchery also provided information on sturgeon and some of their other projects.
Smith/Boundary Creek Working Group:

A few members of the group met and toured the Smith/Boundary Creek and reviewed the food plots to determine success and possibility of use for the next year.  A meeting will be set for the first part of November to wrap up from the summer and start planning for next year.  The youth water fowl hunt will be held on September 25th.  
Border Patrol --- Lon Postulka:

Gates are being manufactured and they hope to get them in place before the snow flies.  The location of the gates will be Boundary Creek and Saddle Pass.  They are the only access to Canada through Grass Creek.  There is an existing USFS gate at Grouse Creek that Border Patrol would like to replace.  The gates are to prevent cross border traffic and still facilitate emergency access for fires.
New Business
Sarah Canepa Heading for Broader Horizons:

The group enjoyed cake and thanked Sarah for all of her hard work and participation with KVRI.  Sarah will be leaving KVRI as she will be moving to Missoula, Montana.
International Kootenai Lake Border Control (IJC):

There meeting will be held in Bonners Ferry, September 30th at the Kootenai River Inn at 7:30 p.m.
Boundary Economic Development Council (BEDC) - Community Review:

BEDC has been working with folks to put together a community review.  The group will be talking about recreation, economic development, and infrastructure.  They have set tours and places they will visit but they will be around town and in local restaurants.   Several from “out of our area” will be in town to assist -- the group was encouraged to welcome them. 
U.S. Forest Service 30 Day Comment Period---Clark Creek Blow Down:
The Kootenai Tribe asked the USFS to consider a project that might have potential material for a river restoration project.  The area of consideration is approximately 30 acres and has a lot of large trees that were blown down and could provide whole trees with root wads attached for the restoration project in the Kootenai River.  The project notice is out and going through the process now.  Further information is available at the Bonners Ferry District office. The USFS feels it’s a low impact project and will help the Kootenai Tribe with the Kootenai River Habitat Restoration Project.
U.S. Forest Service:
Marc Gray, son of Dave Gray, is the new USFS law enforcement officer.  He grew up in the area and graduated from Bonners Ferry High School.  He looks forward to becoming an active member of the community.  This is his 1st law enforcement experience in this area but he has 12 years experience as in the law enforcement field.  He’s got a good understanding of small communities and an extensive background and looks forward to be able to apply it within our community.  He will be getting to know the Forest Service area.  Linda is very pleased to have him on board.
Next Meeting:

The next meeting will be held on October 18th, 2010 at the Boundary County Extension Office; the meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m.
