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Hello everyone - 

Attached are two documents:  the draft resolution memo, and the summary table that will
 serve as a quick reference guide for Noreen at the meeting Friday (and maybe Monday and
 Tuesday) with BLM and FS leadership at HQ.  I appreciate your help with this table, and your
 availability to be a POC during the meeting. I hope the two documents are self-explanatory
 but if not please give me a call for more information.

We do not know if the meeting will extend beyond Friday, and won't until that evening.  I will
 try to send out a note regarding its status on Friday afternoon.

The meeting Friday starts at 10 EST, 8 MST, and 7 PST and goes until 5 EST.  I do not have
 times for Monday or Tuesday (and hopefully won't need them).

As always - thanks!!

pat

-- 
Pat Deibert, PhD
Certified Wildlife Biologist® 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
5353 Yellowstone Road, Suite 308A
Cheyenne, WY  82009
307-772-2374, ext. 226

got leks?

















US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Greater Sage-Grouse Conservation 
Federal Planning Process: Outstanding Issues as of November 19, 2014 
 
The following table identifies outstanding issues related to the ongoing federal conservation planning process for greater sage-grouse and 
provides current status and an FWS point-of-contact for each issue.  POC in bold is primary contact. 
 
 
Issue FWS POC Status/ Comments 
Locatable mineral 
development 

Pat Deibert  (F & M only) At the FFMs, BLM and FS indicated they were not interested in 
recommending withdrawals 

Fluid Mineral development Pat Deibert (F & M only) 
Jodi Bush 

• Our concerns expressed in the resolution memo remain as some 
priority management areas still allow the possibility of exceptions. For 
example in Idaho core habitats are closed to fluid mineral 
development except in areas of high to moderate potential.   

• Also MT BLM struggling with MT EO on allowing PH to remain open to 
development with a 0.6 mile buffer. 

Prioritizing oil and gas 
development outside of 
habitat 

Pat Deibert (F & M only) 
Jodi Bush 

Concerns expressed in the resolution memo remain. 

Existing oil and gas leases in 
PACs and PHMA 

Mike Thabault 
Pat Deibert (F & M only) 

Concerns expressed in the resolution memo remain. 

Existing oil and gas leases in 
general habitat 

Pat Deibert (F & M only) Concerns expressed in the resolution memo remain. 

Resolution of mapping 
issues 

Pat Deibert (F & M only) 
Jay Martini (F & M only) 
Betsy Herrman (T) 

Remaining issues are in UT and NV;  New USGS map will be used by BLM 
and FS in their final plans for NV. Data layer acquired from BLM for NV did 
not include sufficient metadata to understand its applicability. We have 
acquired new (Coates) spatial data for NV and after consultation with the 
state of NV, have incorporated priority areas as IPAs (as per our white 
paper) 

Resolving the potential 
threat caused by coal 
mining 
 

Pat Deibert 
Jay Martini (F & M only) 
Betsy Herrman (T) 
Jodi Bush 

• Identified by us in MT, CO and UT (Alton Coal).  Final BLM disposition 
on Alton Coal is unclear.  

•  We have not seen the proposed language regarding already leased 
areas that was tasked at RM FFM. 



Issue FWS POC Comments 
Ensuring a clear, scientific 
rationale for land use 
allocations that change at 
administrative boundaries 

Pat Deibert (F & M only) 
Jesse D’Elia 

Remains unresolved how BLM/FS intends to accomplish this. 

High voltage transmission 
boundaries and pipeline 
rights-of-way 

Jay Martini (F & M only) 
Jodi Bush  
Jason Pyron 
Katie Powell 

This is primarily a UT issue, but BLM deviates from NPT guidance in CO, 
ND, SD, MT, and ID.   
• In Idaho, general habitat is open; important and core are “avoidance 

with limited exceptions.”  The resolution memo states that Idaho has 
provided a biological rationale for its departure from the NPT 
guidance for this resource allocation. 

Mining Pat Deibert (F & M only) • Screen drafted by MT with our concurrence – intent was to apply 
across the range, but applicability may be limited due to differing land 
ownership patterns in different states. 

• Need analyses of the risk to private land development should federal 
lands be restricted; resolution of subjective terminology. 

• Our concerns for Idaho in the resolution memo remain (for important 
habitat) and we recommend that Idaho either follow the NPT 
guidance or define subjective terminology in anthropogenic 
disturbance criteria (e.g., not practicable, technical and economic 
feasibility) more clearly. 

Fire and Invasives Jesse D’Elia  
Dawn Davis (M & T only) 
Ted Koch 

Fire and invasives assessments underway.   
• Need to complete step-down assessments for the six highest priority 

PACs, develop implementation schedule, and commit to funding.  
Rangeland 
health/overgrazing threat 

Ted Koch • Concerns expressed in the resolution memo remain - need consistent 
standards for LHA and timeline for completing assessments.  

• Draft language in plans is good, but track record and funding levels  
do not provide confidence 

Mitigation Shauna Ginger 
 
 
 
 
 

• Still seeking clarity on “no net unmitigated loss” and “net 
conservation gain” 

• In NV BLM and FS have indicated that the conservation credit system 
is better than mitigation they can offer via plans. 



Issue FWS POC Comments 
Adaptive Management Pat Deibert  

Jesse D’Elia 
• We are seeking clarity as to how different strategies provide the same 

benefit across state lines.  We don’t need identical plans, but do need 
similar monitoring parameters and triggers (or at least a rationale for 
why the triggers are so different).  

• We heard that BLM is revising all plans to be similar to NV – but the 
latest draft language we have for several states does not yet reflect 
this.     

 
Monitoring Pat Deibert  

Lief Wiechman 
• We made some progress following Federal Family meetings in 

identifying units for calculating the level of disturbance and adaptive 
management triggers but have not seen the final outcome of these 
efforts.   

• There are some indications that calculations of disturbance are not 
consistent across planning boundaries.  For example, Idaho provided 
a draft of their calculation methodology which deviates significantly 
from a simply % calculation of 3% disturbance.  Oregon is calculating 
its disturbance cap as a straight percentage and only allowing 1% 
disturbance per decade over current levels in priority habitat – up to a 
max of 3%.   

• We maintain that we need to see a uniform and consistent 
application of habitat monitoring methods at all levels of 
management; and, internally consistent rules for identifying units of 
analysis for calculating disturbance and adaptive management 
triggers. 

• BLM considers this issue complete.  
Remaining Timeline Kate Norman This remains a major unknown.  There is a clear and critical need for timely 

completion of these efforts for full consideration in our status review. 
 

 

 



Contact Numbers: 

Betsy Herrman 801-975-3330 ext. 139 (Tuesday only) 

Dawn Davis   575-693-5105 (available Monday and Tuesday only) 

Jason Pyron  208-685-6958 

Jay Martini  801-975-3330 ext. 144 (available Friday and Monday only) 

Jesse D’Elia  503-231-2349 

Jodi Bush  406-449-5225 ext. 205 

Kate Norman  303-263-4214 

Katie Powell  208-378-5293 

Lief Wiechman  

Mike Thabault 

Pat Deibert   (available on Friday and Monday only) 

Shauna Ginger 503-231-6949 

Ted Koch  775-861-6311 

 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
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