
From: Noreen Walsh
To: Gary Frazer; Robert Dreher; Dan Ashe
Subject: information for the 230 pm meeting tomorrow
Date: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 6:55:14 PM
Attachments: FWS GrSG federal plannning adaptive management review table RD review 120914 revised.docx

FWS.GrSG.buffer analysis.GB states.RD review.docx
FWS.GrSG.buffer analysis.RM states.121014.docx
FWS GrSG UT AnthroW Tavaputs status info memo for DIR 121014.RD review.docx

In response to Dan’s inquiry below, I provide the attached draft analyses on:
 
AM triggers and responses:  we reviewed the informal information transmitted during our
  interagency “resolution meeting” on 11/24 and 11/25.
 
USGS/GLM Buffer Review:  we reviewed the buffer table also provided during that meeting.  As you
 read our draft analysis, note that yellow coding means “Likely meets the intent of USGS
 recommendation but a different scale and/or combination of measures is used.”
 
Other unresolved issues that I hope will be discussed tomorrow include:
 
Status of BLM-UT proposal to resolve Anthro and West Tavaputs population status:  A position
 paper is attached here.
Status of BLM – NV plan:  on the phone this afternoon, we discussed the meeting last weekend and
 subsequent followup that seems to be moving; I won’t repeat here.
Final language on NSO exceptions:  we have not seen but would like to
Final language on the mitigation standard (i.e., net conservation benefit):  we have not seen but
 would like to.
 
I am in the office tomorrow; please let me know if you have questions.
 
Noreen
 
 
Noreen Walsh
Regional Director
Mountain-Prairie Region
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
 
303 236 7920
 
The Mountain-Prairie Region of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service:  We provide conservation stewardship of some
 of America’s most scenic lands, to ensure healthy fish and wildlife for the enjoyment and benefit of all people.
 

From: Matt Kales [mailto:matt kales@fws.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 3:40 PM
To: Noreen Walsh
Cc: Michael Thabault; Nicole Alt; Pat Deibert; Theresa Rabot; Jesse DElia; michael_fris@fws.gov; Mary
 Grim; Bridget Fahey; Larry Crist
Subject: GRSG: AM& buffer products; UT pops BP



 
Noreen,
 
Please see attached the following items:

·         Our analysis of the various adaptive management strategies contained in the current
 BLM plans;
·         Our analysis of the various buffer strategies contained in the current BLM plans,
 compared with the recent USGS buffer report (note this product includes 2 regional tables);
 and,
·         A briefing paper on the status of the Anthro and West Tavaputs populations in Utah.

 
Please let us know if you have immediate questions or need further information on any of these
 products. Many thanks to Pat and her team for pulling together the first two items and to Larry and
 his folks for drafting the third item.
 
Matt
 
Matt Kales
Special Assistant for Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation
Office of the Regional Director
US Fish and Wildlife Service, Mountain-Prairie Region
Office: (303) 236-4576
Mobile: (720) 234-0257
 
From: Dan Ashe [mailto:d_m_ashe@fws.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 4:40 AM
To: Noreen Walsh; Gary Frazer; Robert Dreher
Subject: Fwd: Sec Sage Grouse Briefing
 
Let's discuss where we think we are on these points. 

Dan Ashe
Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
 
 

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Greenberger, Sarah" <sarah greenberger@ios.doi.gov>
Date: December 8, 2014 at 11:26:51 PM EST
To: Neil Kornze <nkornze@blm.gov>
Cc: "Bean, Michael" <michael bean@ios.doi.gov>, James Lyons <james lyons@ios.doi.gov>,  Dan
 Ashe <d m ashe@fws.gov>, Edward Boling <ted.boling@sol.doi.gov>,  Bret Birdsong
 <bret.birdsong@sol.doi.gov>, Robert Dreher <robert dreher@fws.gov>,  Steven Ellis
 <sellis@blm.gov>
Subject: Re: Sec Sage Grouse Briefing



Hi all - hoping that we can use Thursday's 2:30 to finalize decisions on the remaining issues outlined
 in the previous below (absent WGA memos), plus UT, NV, WY.  
 
Questions:
(1) Can BLM bring final proposals for those states as well as NSO language?  
(2) Can the trigger review and buffer review be complete?
 
Thanks, 
Sarah
 
On Mon, Dec 1, 2014 at 5:27 PM, Greenberger, Sarah <sarah greenberger@ios.doi.gov> wrote:
Hi all - coming out of today's meeting this is where I think we stand in terms of next steps and
 assignments:
 
1) NSO language with requirements for unanimity either at the biologist or Regional Director, State
 Director, State Fish and Game Director level.  Does BLM plan to draft and circulate?
2) Meeting memos for meetings with the Govs.  I will work with John Blair (copied here) on first
 drafts to circulate to the group by tomorrow afternoon.
3) 
 
4) Buffer Review - FWS and BLM to review buffers and their context by Friday next week (Dec 12).
 
Anything else?
 
Thanks, 
Sarah
 

(b) (5)







approach in Wyoming – which differs in terms of hard trigger response from the NPT guidance –because 
it contains a highly robust soft trigger and other provisions to ensure it remains a viable approach.  
 



US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation 
Update on Status of West Tavaputs and Anthro Mountain Population Areas in Utah 
December 10, 2014 
 
The status of the West Tavaputs and Anthro Mountain populations of greater sage-grouse in 
Utah has been an ongoing issue between the Service, BLM, and the State of Utah. The State’s 
position is that the West Tavaputs and Anthro Mountain  sage-grouse population areas do not 
warrant protection as Priority Habitat Management Areas (PHMA) due to their small size, lack 
of genetic connectivity, and the high potential for oil and gas development in these areas.   

We have consistently recommended these populations be considered priority habitat areas in the 
state and federal sage-grouse conservation planning processes due to their position on the 
landscape and telemetry data that indicate the likelihood of habitat and population connectivity. 
Most sage-grouse populations in Utah are small, and we have determined that maintaining 
connectivity where it exists is crucial to conserve Utah’s sage-grouse population. We 
acknowledge that ongoing energy development will occur in these areas, but we also see 
opportunities to apply conservation measures to minimize its effects on birds and habitat. 
Although these areas were not identified as PACs in the 2013 COT Final Report, prioritizing 
management of these areas supports the broader COT report goal of maintaining viable, 
connected, and well distributed populations and habitats of sage-grouse. 

Anthro Mountain is primarily managed by the U.S. Forest Service, who will include this area as 
PHMA because of the viability requirements set forth in the National Forest Management Act.   

For West Tavaputs, the BLM has not yet committed to either a PHMA or General Habitat 
Management Area designation.  BLM is seeking a compromise and has proposed several 
different management options in the past two weeks. One option we support would designate 
only areas within 4 miles of occupied leks and specific wintering areas north of West Tavaputs 
as PHMAs.  

Another option currently on the table would designate the entirety of West Tavaputs as GHMA 
in exchange for the State of Utah issuing an Executive Order (EO) to codify their sage-grouse 
conservation efforts.  We are not able to evaluate the conservation benefit of this approach 
because the State has not yet provided any details about the content of a potential EO.  

As always, we will continue to recommend to federal and state sage-grouse conservation partners 
the most protective mechanisms to ensure long-term persistence of the species and its habitat.  

Contact: Larry Crist, Field Supervisor, UT ES FO, larry crist@fws.gov; (801) 975-3330 

 


















