List of Accomplishments for DeBeque phacelia Habitat Working Group:
March 12, 2013
I. Held our first meeting June 27th, 2012 to orient federal, state, and private partners to the issues and needs inherent to DeBeque phacelia clearance surveys.  Our primary goal was to begin the conversation in developing a set of standards for designating suitable versus unsuitable habitat.  This is a central management need for this species as its germination is highly unpredictable and variable from year to year.  During this meeting:

· We began with a talk about the issues related to surveying and Section 7 consultation. 
· A presentation about DeBeque phacelia habitat was shown.  This included habitat photos  and an overview of what is known about the geology, associated species, and landscape characteristics of known habitat.  

· An open discussion allowed us to hear different interests and concerns about creating a list of characteristics that will be used to delineate suitable habitat.  Ideas about what these characteristics should include included texture, color, associated species, aspect, slope and compaction.  The idea of a scoring system was discussed as well as whether it would be useful to split suitable habitat into two classes of ‘primary’ and ‘marginal’.
· We discussed the utility and feasibility of maintaining a negative survey database.
· The group took a field trip to the Black Hills area to further discuss how surveyors could designate suitable habitat.
· We decided as a group the next steps to continue this dialog:

· A core working group must meet again to develop the set of standards for designating suitable versus unsuitable habitat.
· A field form must be developed to allow surveyors to assess suitability and allow us to gather more information about what characteristics are associated with  occupied habitat.

· We need to designate an agency who will maintain negative survey results.
· We need to further discuss where to solicit additional funding to support research and surveys.

II. At our second meeting on August 22nd, 2012 the core group of managers and practitioners met. We discussed more in depth how we will define habitat suitability. The main results of this meeting were:

· A discussion about how the Section 7 range will fit into survey requirements.

· What kind of suitability scoring system is best to use.  Ideas included flow charts, rating system, simple description matching.  
· Discussed the elements that need to be included in the suitability standards.

· Created a habitat description sheet to contain three levels of suitability (suitable, marginal, and unsuitable) and descriptions of the habitat characteristics associated with each level.

· Began refining a survey form put together by Van Graham and Brandy Schell of Westwater Engineering.
III. A field trip with Brian McMullen (USFS) was held on November 21st, 2012 to gain a soil scientist’s perspective on DeBeque phacelia habitat.  The main outcomes of this field trip included:

· Viewing soil profile differences between occupied habitat and nearby unoccupied soils.

· These can be difficult to tell apart by assessing clay percentages in the field.

· Perceptible differences for occupied sites include the presence of physical surface crusts, the lack of biological crusts, higher clay percentages, and angular-blocky structure 2 inches into the profile.
· Learning the history and current status of the Atwell Gulch and Shire members of the Wasatch.
· How to hand texture to identify a clay soil.

· It may be difficult to tell in the field using hand texturing which sites are suitable. 

· Soil characteristics will include numerous indicators, not just texture or structure.

· Further studies are needed.
Current updates:

· Field form is updated and included in the USFWS Plant Guidance document.
· The definitions of the three levels of suitability are refined and are included in the USFWS Plant Guidance documents.
· Results from the habitat characterization study will be reported in 2014.
Next Steps:
· Using the field form during surveys this year to take further record of site characteristics for the three habitat suitability levels.

· Improving and updating standards continually.

· Improving the field form to be more effective at collecting important data efficiently.
· Obtaining 1:24,000 geologic and soil maps for areas around Parachute and Rifle.  The USGS does not have these maps available.  We will have to ask energy companies for these data.
