Meeting Minutes

Kootenai Valley Resource Initiative

September 21st, 2009 – 7:07 p.m., Boundary County Extension Office

Bonners Ferry, Idaho
Committee Members in Attendance:

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

Velma Bahe, (alt.), Kootenai Tribe of Idaho, KVRI Co-Chair
Bob Blanford, Business/Industry

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

Don Allenberg, (alt.) Corporate Agriculture

Tony McDermott, Idaho Fish & Game Commission

Justin Petty, Conservationist/Environmentalist
Sandy Ashworth, Social/Cultural/Historical
Patty Perry, KVRI Facilitator, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho
Kristin James, KVRI Recording Secretary, Kootenai Tribe of Idaho
Agency/Others in Attendance:

Karen Roetter, Senator Mike Crapo

Rich Torquemada, U.S. Fish & Wildlife

Shelley Landry, Congressman Walt Minnick

Sarah Canepa, Vital Ground Foundation

Chip Corsi, Idaho Department of Fish & Game
Doug Zimmer, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Sarah Beggerly, Citizen

Nancy Beggerly, Citizen

Diane Blanford, Panhandle Health District

Opening:

Dave Anderson opened by welcoming everyone to the meeting; introductions followed.
Minutes from July 20th, 2009 meeting were approved by consensus.

Presentations:

Panhandle Health District, H1N1 Flu Virus:

Diane Blanford, Registered Nurse at Panhandle Health District, updated the KVRI group on the H1N1 Flu, a.k.a. Swine Flu.  It was originally referred to as the Swine Flu because testing of the original genes in the new virus was similar to the virus found in pigs in North America.  Further studies show the new virus also had genes from the flu virus in birds and people.  There has been a lot of media coverage on this particular flu virus.  The virus has spread worldwide and there have been more outbreaks in the U.S. since the starting of school.  The health district is starting to see some cases of the flu virus in some of the local schools as well as the outlying schools.  
The strain of H1N1 has not significantly changed since the spring.  A vaccine will be available in October.  There is low morbidity and mortality with this flu virus, but it is spread over a large population and yielding hospitalizations and deaths.
Symptoms for H1N1 virus include:

Fever

Sore Throat

Cough

Runny/Stuffy Nose

Body Aches

Fatigue

Headaches 

Chills


Nausea


Diarrhea


Vomiting

All the symptoms are consistent with the general seasonal flu.  Right now officials know they are seeing the H1N1 virus because there has been no diagnosis for influenza right now.  They are pushing the influenza shot right now followed by the H1N1 vaccine coming in October.  
Doctors are testing for H1N1 when patients come in with symptoms.  Right now the state lab is inundated with tests so they are no longer testing everyone.  They are testing people that have been hospitalized.  

September 1st Idaho reset the count for H1N1 cases for 2009/2010 year.  As of August 31st there had been 349 reported cases in Idaho.  September 1st thru September 15th there are 15 cases statewide.  Throughout the winter the health district is expecting more illnesses in the community at large.  Health care facilities will be stressed.  There will be higher absenteeism in schools and the workforce.

Who is getting sick has been a big issue for those that will be able to receive the swine flu vaccine.  Studies have shown that 65% of those getting sick are less than 25 years of age.  The largest groups being hospitalized are those between the ages of 5-24 years, next 25-64 years followed by 0-4 years of age.  The target population receiving the swine flu vaccine first will be pregnant woman, caregivers of children under six months of age, health care workers, EMS, hospital workers, children 6 months – 24 years of age, 25-64 years of age with underlying health care issues and then depending on how much vaccine is available all others will be able to receive vaccine then.  To reach the target populations, the health district is planning on going into schools and vaccinating the school aged children which studies have shown are those getting the sickest.  Of course children will not be vaccinated unless they have parent permission.  

Q & A:

Will the ingredients of the swine flu vaccination be shared?
Diane believed it would be revealed just as the common influenza shot.  When the forms are sent home with the school age kids and health care providers it will be revealed what allergies, similar to the seasonal flu vaccine, such as allergy to eggs you won’t be able to take the vaccine.  The literature will also state problems or side effects they’ve seen in the core group and general population.
How do you monitor the dosage of an inhalant vaccine?

The seasonal influenza shot comes in a shot and a mist.  The studies have been done for the swine flu vaccine as well as the seasonal flue vaccine to see the appropriate dose for each person.  The mist is in a dosage syringe.  The literature hasn’t been released yet for the swine flu, but it will be administered the same as the seasonal flu vaccine.  The mist is a live vaccine, but it will not give you the flu.  Panhandle Health District currently has the shot and mist for the seasonal influenza and has been administering the vaccines to the public.
Can you receive the seasonal flu vaccination at the same time you receive the swine flu vaccination?

You can, but it is recommended you don’t.  The doctors want people to get the seasonal flu vaccine first and then the swine flu vaccine when it becomes available in case there are any reactions a person will know from which vaccine it was caused.  A person will also have some antibodies built up for the seasonal flu if they receive that vaccine first.  It takes two weeks to build up antibodies to the flu after receiving the vaccine.

What will happen to those people that are allergic to the vaccine?
If you have been allergic to the seasonal flu vaccine but are interested in receiving the swine flu vaccine, contact the Panhandle Health District and they will cross examine the ingredients to see whether it would be safe to take or if other precautions can be administered at that time.

If you have a fever or are feeling sick stay home.  Do not go to work; do not send your kids to school if they are feeling sick.  Stop the spread of the virus whatever it may be; swine flu, sinus, allergies, etc.  

If you use the alcohol rub and kill the germs on your hands can you still spread the virus?

Not if the virus is killed, but it’s a good idea to go back to soap and water and rinse the virus down the drain.

How is swine flu spread?

The virus is spread through nasal secretions.  They do not know how long the virus stays alive on different surfaces.  The virus can also be passed between individuals in contact up to 10 feet.  It is important to sanitize door knobs and light switches.  Also thoroughly washing hands with soap and water, or if that’s not available use an alcohol based sanitizer.  

How long does the illness last?

The illness lasts approximately 4 days.

Does the older generation have a natural immunity to the virus?

There have not been any studies declaring that statement true.  Studies have shown that the core group for that age group that was tested don’t necessarily have a natural immunity, but because the swine flu has been around for a long period of time their bodies are able to recuperate better and aren’t hospitalized because of it.

Once the vaccine is available the health district will be doing mass vaccinations.  The goal is to get the vaccine and get them administered to stop the spread of the virus as soon as they can.

Dave Wattenbarger added pigs can not get swine flu, but because of the name of the virus the pork industry has suffered 20%-30% loss in sales.

Other Updates:
Boundary/Smith Creek Working Group:
Chip Corsi said there have been questions on budget for the Smith Creek Restoration Project which is a different budget from the Management Unit budget, and is not even a budget on its own yet, but part of a larger budget to restore fish habitat to Kootenai River tributaries.  Chip asked for the budget to be lined out.  He hasn’t heard anything back yet.  Ultimately one of the messages to be revisited is the budgets aren’t all that big; they are basically for maintenance.  Hope is to get in the mode of identifying things that should be done and then working together to come up with new funds once estimated costs are identified.   

They held a BBQ which was well attended.  The neighbors had some concern if the property value would decrease, if there would be increase of high water flooding and similar.  If the answer to the questions is a resounding yes then the group needs to revisit what they are doing and how they are doing it.  The group’s intent is to see if they can’t restore some fish habitat, meet objectives in burbot strategy, and provide recreational fishing in the WMA’s…without negatively affecting the neighbors.  

TMDL Meeting:

Patty stated the group met on August 25th for an arranged with U.S. Forest Service (USFS) personnel to go behind closed gates and tour the Blue Joe Creek project in the Continental Mine Area.  The reason behind the visit was because there is still a listing for metals for TMDL.  Before the committee starting writing a TMDL they wanted to know what the area looked like, and what could be reasonably expected from the area.  The group found on the side of the hill where the sun hits and there’s a longer growing season there are spruce growing and grass is coming up.  On the other side where it’s colder and the snow stays longer, there isn’t much there.  The soil isn’t moving because it’s netted but it’s just not growing as might have been expected.  
When the removal took place, there was big equipment used on F.S. property and it was left looking pretty rough.  The group talked about what could or should be done to restore some semblance of what should be there, should they do anything, and what the long term look is like.  The area is starting to heal.  There are deposits and some grass growing back up.  The stream channel is starting to recreate itself through the mess of everything.  The group that toured the area will recommend to the TMDL committee is that they shouldn’t’ try to do any projects up there.  The TMDL needs to be written and the group needs to be forth right about what is there, it’s not an area that a lot of project money could be designated to with much result.  It appears there was minimal work done on the USFS end, possibly due to funding. 
Where was the dirt taken that was hauled off?

No one seems to know where the dirt was hauled off to.

Patty added because of the Grizzly Bear habitat the USFS gave up an opportunity to go in there.  The visit counted as an administrative use.

How long of a stretch was excavated?

It wasn’t half a mile, a little less.

Correspondence:

Fair Booth:

Thanks to all that were able to come and help put the fair booth together, and enjoy a great meal – it was really nice.  The fair booth was different this year and it made it more relevant to what the group does.  Jim added we should do it again next year even if there isn’t a free meal offered.
Congressman Minnick Visits:

On August 24th Congressman Minnick visited the area and talked with the KVRI Co-Chairs.  He is interested in looking at a collaborative that will address issues in North Idaho similar to the biomass and how we could develop an ability to have some certainty towards biomass.  He looked at what is already going on and allowed KVRI to share what the group does and how the group may be able to fit in. Congressman Minnick is looking at an area bigger than Boundary County so he will be holding another meeting in October.  

Shelly Landry, Rep for Congressman Minnick, added the meeting will be held Saturday, October 3rd at 1:30 p.m. at the Bonner County Admin Building.  The first meeting will be a launch meeting to discuss process, direction and where to go from here.  There are invitees attending the meeting, but there will be observers as well.  Representatives from Senator Crapo’s Office and Senator Risch’s Office will be attending as well.
Patty stated some of the information the group wants to gather the co-chairs think that KVRI is already working toward those things and there have been several other Healthy Forest Restoration Act (HFRA) projects that have come through the process since Myrtle Creek and the sales are going on.  As a group they are determining how to form a forestry committee because there are opportunities to look at bigger pieces of real estate.  Patty also added that the interests and concerns may be different than Bonner County.  There could be a possibility for a joint effort.  
Have you gotten information through Idaho Department of Labors Regional Economical Development Planning Grant?  There was a group that was interested in biomass and working on that.  
The group North Idaho Renewable Energy Consortia that started off as a different group has displayed some interest.  After the renewable energy legislation didn’t move they haven’t really met since then.  They will not be attending this meeting on the 3rd, but at some point down the road they will.

The plan for this group is to hold meetings all around the collaborative area so all members have to travel at some point.

Part of the discussion is to understand how to get a predictable flow of wood fiber to accomplish this?

There is some of that but mainly plan use will be a big topic.

Will this be looking at private industrial forest timbered lands and public lands?

It will be mainly public lands.  The discussion will be how it can be managed.  There will be a lot of work that still needs to be done on the federal level on the topic of biomass.  

Rick Johnson, Idaho Conservation League meeting:

Patty received an email from Rick Johnson, Idaho Conservation League (ICL), who will be attending the meeting on October 3rd.  He wanted to take the opportunity to meet with the KVRI Co-Chairs on October 2nd.  Patty will be scheduling a meeting with them.

Brad Johnson, Idaho Conservation League meeting:

Patty received another email from Brad Johnson, ICL, who will be the delegate to the collaborative that Congressman Minnick is forming.  He would like to come up and meet on October 8th.
U.S. Forest Service, North Zone Roadside Salvage Project:

Patty received a letter dated September 14th from USFS on the North Zone Roadside Salvage Project.  The project will take place on the Bonners Ferry, Sandpoint and Priest Lake District.  If you have any questions please contact Linda McFaddan, USFS District Ranger.
Vital Ground Support:

A letter was received from Vital Ground from in that reports their contributions and pledges.  The letter stated there was an opportunity to be a part of Vital Ground work by contributing donations.  For anyone that donates funds over $25 they will receive a free DVD, “The Strength of Connections.”

Bonners Ferry Herald Article, Wayne Wakkinen:

There was an article printed in the Bonners Ferry Herald interviewing Wayne Wakkinen on the Grizzly Bear work he’s done.   

Old Business:

Grizzly Bear Naming Contest:
The contest box was brought from the fair to the Library to continue receiving names.  Wayne put together an informative plaque that only cost Sandy a homemade Peach pie.  The contest was closed off in mid September.  There were 178 responses, but unfortunately there isn’t one name that would really work for the bear.  Some names included Fang, Claw, and Fluffy.  A committee meeting needs to be held and the contest revisited.  
Outfitters and Guides Board:

Chip Corsi met with the Outfitters and Guides board executive director and their chair of the board; also USFS.  They are reviewing outfitting and guiding for fishing on the Kootenai River.  Chip talked with Sue Ireland about this topic also.  The board is looking at how much outfitting and guiding use currently exists on the river, which isn’t very much.  They are looking at possibly dividing it up into three different sections.  The first section would be from town to British Columbia which would not have any use for the time being.  The second and third sections would be town up to Moyie and Moyie up to Montana line.  Power boat and float boat use for the latter sections.  The fisheries have started to improve and word has gotten out.  There have been several inquiries about how people can be licensed to become a guide.  The challenge will be to find a happy medium from restricting people’s opportunity to make a buck and not making the fishery a place local people don’t want to go because they feel crowded out by outfitted anglers.

There are currently 3-4 licensed outfitters right now.  O&G Board is looking at current licenses and it is likely that notifications will be sent to individuals that haven’t used them in the last few years to give them up.  IDFG’s role is to look at what the fisheries can stand.  There is a restrictive regulation on trout that should make it pressure proof that way, but it will then become a social issue re: crowding.  Currently there are no limits on the number of trips outfitters can take.  Idea is to revamp it so legitimate outfitters get to use the river at a level that is regulated and compatible with use by the general public.  Within a year there should be something lined out as to what they will license folks for.

Will there be a forum for public input?  It’s one of the few stretches of the river there aren’t any guides.

There are a lot of folks that feel that way.  There are rivers that are popular with the general public and the guide public.  The perceptions of the general public on guided use don’t even come close to reality because of bad experience.  The best example is the south fork of the Snake River.  The general public was surveyed in that area they believed half the fishing effort on the river was from outfitted use, but when it was surveyed on who was actually fishing with an outfitter and who wasn’t it was 15%-20%.  There is a tendency of some outfitters to tie up some of the better fishing holes and they have behavioral issues when trying to get their clients in front of a fish.  Those types of conflicts are starting to bring the social issue to the surface of discussions.  

There are currently 10 licenses if you split up power and boat load up and no limits on use.  If an outfitter found their niche they could put as many trips on their permit that they wanted.

Is there anyway to ensure that the permits could go to local individuals?

There currently isn’t a way to keep it local.  There are permits from Riggins, Spokane, a local guy, and one of the private schools.  Right now it’s wide open there just hasn’t been anyone to take advantage of it, but once word gets out of the fisheries in the area it’s expected to increase.

Who issues the permits?

Outfitters and Guides Board issue the permits.  If you use Bureau of Land Management (BLM) or USFS lands than a special permit has to be issued by those entities.  

If someone had a permit, and was licensed for use on the stretch of river from the Montana border to Twin Rivers, where would they put their boat in?  Do they have to be licensed in Montana?

There are two ways they could do it.  They could be licensed in Idaho and Montana, or they could use a power boat and put in at Twin Rivers as it is currently established.

Is there anything that Idaho can learn from Montana’s experience?  As I understand it there are 3 permits and it’s a much more active system?

There’s quite a bit of difference between Idaho and Montana.  Outfitting and guiding is far less regulated in Montana than Idaho.  Some popular rivers in Montana had so much guided use that MT FWP restricted non-resident on weekends.  Idaho has a better system, which allows the number of outfitters and trips to be regulated.  

On the Kootenai River itself, how many people are permitted in Montana?

Chip didn’t know the answer to that question.  As it stands right now in Idaho each outfitter had either float boat or power boat there could be a total of 10.  There is one guy that has both so that could narrow it down.  They are going to try and combine that into 5 permits total.  A person can have either float, power or both and then set limits on how many trips per day and user days in the year.  IDFG is pushing for a low number.  It’s easier to add than it is to take away something from someone, especially if it’s part of their livelihood.  

Patty stated it was assumed as the outfitters and guides board takes comments they will take into consideration the restoration activities that are going on and try to balance those.  Chip stated he didn’t feel that aspect had fully sunk in with the board.  There is a good chance someone could get licensed and get a business going and find the river upside down for a year or so because of recovery efforts.

Patty clarified that she was coming from the angle of working really hard to restore some of the fisheries.  The more traffic and the more the river is opened up to outside interests may have an effect on recovery.  Chip stated fisheries are different because normally there is just the option of harvesting or releasing fish unharmed into the river.  The rules that are in place are fairly restrictive and the thought is not to make it too restrictive, because there are folks that still enjoy the opportunity to harvest a fish on occasion.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Updates:

Rich Torquemada, USFWS, introduced Doug Zimmer from the Lacey, WA Office.  Tom Buckley, jack of all trades, external affairs, wolf response point of contact, grizzly bear Selkirk cabinet yak subcommittee left for browner pastures and accepted a job in Albuquerque, New Mexico last June.  It’s not likely the position will be filled.  Doug has offered to assist as needed.  

Doug introduced himself as growing up in western Montana on the Flathead Reservation.  They have bears in the back yard.  He started working in natural resource issues in this area 25 years ago on topics such as spotted owl, grizzly bear, wolf and bull trout to list a few.  He spent 5 years as the chair of IGBC.  He has been the information chair for the North Cascades Grizzly Bear Group since it’s inception in 1991.  Grizzly bear issues are nothing new to Doug.  He put together an outfit called GBOP.  He is aware that the issues with the grizzly bears here are different than those in the Northern Cascades.

Sarah Canepa added that during the time she was working for the Yaak Valley Forest Council and they were looking at a way to implement a grizzly bear education program she turned to Doug to get more information on the grizzly bear outreach project and the result of that was the survey that they presented to KVRI to better understand where the community was at on the grizzly bear issues.  Doug has been a great resource.

Bull Trout Critical Habitat:

USFWS drafted the critical habitat a few years ago, they were litigated on that, and were ordered to review the final designation. The FWS remanded the CH, and have court direction to come out with new critical habitat by the end of 2010.  USFWS schedule is to develop a new critical habitat proposal by the end of this year.  The first step is for USFWS biologists to review the old ruling and look at any information they have since 2003 on bull trout distribution and abundance habitat conditions and develop a new proposal.  They are in the process of mapping occupancy right now.  Biologists across 5 pacific northwestern states ranging in bull trout are working on the first steps.  There have been lots of meetings with involvement from IDFG, Oregon, Washington, and Montana as well.  The proposed critical habitat will be submitted to the Federal Register by the end of this December or early January.  Rich would like to present to the KVRI group during the November 16th meeting to show what USFWS believes will be in the proposed critical habitat list, show maps of the proposed area, and discuss the comment process.  The presentation will be outside of any public meetings or hearings that will be formally announced through their outreach programs.  Rich would like to present to KVRI sooner, but due to the quickly approaching deadline November will be the first opportunity.  The proposed critical habitat will be published in the federal register end of December or early January and then there will be a one year timeline before it becomes final.
IDFG Bear Augmentation:

Sarah Canepa stated Patty sent out an email from Wayne Kasworm on the augmentation of a bear that was released into the Cabinet Mountains on Friday.  The bear was released in the Spar Lake area, just south of Troy.  It’s the third bear since 2005 that has been released in the West Cabinet area.  She has moved to the North towards in the vicinity of the South Fork of Callahan area.  One of the previous augmentation bears denned up in the Katka Mountain area and spent time in the Boulder Creek area.  The most recent bear came from the Whitefish Range approximately 5 miles north of the Big Mountain Ski Resort.  Patty will send Wayne’s update out to the board.  The bear was estimated to be about 10 years old and 325 pounds.

IDFG Wolf Harvest:

Chip reported the current number reported are 6 wolves harvested so far.  Most of the state won’t open until October 1st and it’s predicted there will be more hunting once big game season allowing rifles is underway.  There was one guy that poached a wolf in a closed zone.  He shot the wolf from the back of his truck from the road; doing all the things you are not supposed to do.  The message sent was that IDFG is serious about the management of wolves as a big game animal.

Tony McDermott added there have been approximately 17,000 tags sold so far. IDFG has an excellent web site with lots of information on wolves.  The commission, at its August 17th meeting, set the wolf quota of 220 and passed a resolution with 21 recitals and four resolutions involving the history of wolf introduction.  The document is worth reading.  It provides a chronological overview of Idaho's wolf program and can be found by going to the IDFG web page clicking on Wolf Management News Releases/Archives, "Resolution".   

Chip added Judge Molloy, the same judge that has been involved with the wolf lawsuits, is involved with the delisting of Yellowstone Grizzly Bears.  He wants to put the grizzly bears back on the endangered species list.  Tony added that in Judge Molloy’s denial of the plaintiff’s injunction on wolves he thought the plaintiffs would win on the merit of the case from the evidence presented so far because you can’t delist a portion of the distinct population segment (DPS) and leave the other portion listed.  That’s the case with Wyoming.  They would rather fight than win.  There is a lot of coordination to get Wyoming to come up with an acceptable plan so the wolf issue can be managed properly.  The judge asked the plaintiffs if the wolves had been recovered in the DPS.  The plaintiffs’ attorney stated the wolf population has recovered to include Wyoming.  It will be a shame if the judge rules in their favor on the merits based on Wyoming not having an acceptable plan.  Each state should manage their own population accordingly.
Next Meeting:

The next meeting will be held on October 19th, 2009 at the Boundary County Extension Office; the meeting was adjourned at 8:34 p.m.
