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John Ellison
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Dave Gaskin
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Brent Howerton
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Dave Tattam
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Patsy Tomera




(3) Public At Large


Hank Vogler




(1) Grazing Permit

Jeff White




(1) Mining

Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Representatives Present:

Mike Brown




Public Affairs Officer, Elko Field Office

Gene Drais




NEPA Coordinator, Ely Field Office

Helen Hankins




Field Office Manager, Elko Field Office

Diane Hendry                                                 Public Affairs Officer, Battle Mountain

 
                                                                      
Field Office     


Gene Kolkman



Field Manager, Ely Field Office

Jerry Smith




Field Manager, Battle Mountain Field Office

Other Attendees

Bill Van Bruggen



U.S. Forest Service, Jarbidge District                  








Ranger

June McMillan



U.S. Forest Service, Public Affairs Officer
7:30 a.m.   Joint session with Mojave-Southern RAC 
I.  ELY RMP UPDATE
A joint session was held with the Mojave-Southern Resource Advisory Council.  The Ely RMP update was given by Gene Drais, Ely Resource Management Plan/EIS project manager. 

- Gene Drais said the project includes 14 Cooperators including 4 tribes.  The RMP/EIS will address 11.4 million acres of BLM-administered public lands in Lincoln, Nye and White Pine counties.  The 60-day public scoping period concluded in April, 2003.
Topics mostly addressed RMP/EIS process, vegetation management, livestock grazing, recreation and OHV use.  Other topics to be considered: mining, wild horses and wildlife, land disposal through sale or exchange, ROW designations and ecosystem health. 

All comments will be considered.  100 areas have been nominated as potential Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs) and will be evaluated by 12/5/2003; cooperating agencies need to return evaluations by this date.

- Jeff White asked about ACECs and how scattered they seemed to be.  

- Gene Drais discussed the proposed Draft RMP schedule for public review - 
Alternatives formulated by early December; Winter 2003 will be data collection, and impact analysis completed in May 2004.  In August 2003, the 2nd planning bulletin was issued.
The No Action Alternative will be evaluated – which doesn’t mean BLM doesn’t do anything; management for the area continues as it is currently.
Some alternatives: 


Landscape restoration 

Recreational uses emphasized as another alternative

Commodity uses (land disposals, tourism, etc.) are another alternative

Committee for High Desert submitted an alternative

Types of decisions that will be analyzed: 
How livestock will be managed and what tools will be used.  
Where should the Ely Field Office be managing wild horses- AML will be in the           plan at current level.

Major shift from livestock grazing allotments to water shed management.

Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) -3 million acres of the Ely District being evaluated for OHV use. Remainder of Ely administered lands will follow after RMP.  Recommendations of road closures have been voiced. Right now, OHV recreationists use existing roads and trails.  Changes can be added later without amending the Land Use Plan (LUP).

The RMP will identify criteria for land acquisition and disposal. Some specific parcels for disposal around communities will be identified as well.  Also looking at renewable energy: wind, oil and gas, thermal.

RMP –Looking at watershed model. Jeff White asked for more details which Gene Drais provided.  Watershed analysis – RMP will look at soils information on12 million acres and will look at the question, “What happens if we do nothing to these vegetative areas?” Focus on site specific information. Forest Health Initiative is blueprint for what BLM is doing.  Programmatic is more general approach.

Gene Drais further explained that the RMP/EIS team will be looking at issues from a programmatic level as well as at a watershed level. The public will be involved during the  watershed assessment process.

- Gene Kolkman commented that time spent on this project can be tailored from day-to-day with input from scientists to occasional agency interaction.

- John Ellison asked what agencies BLM is working with? 
- The agencies are:  13 cooperating agencies: Duckwater, Ely, Yomba Shoshone and Moapa Band of Paiutes tribes; Lincoln, Nye and White Pine counties; NV Dept. of Transportation; NV Division of Minerals; NV Division of Wildlife; NV State Historic Preservation Office; Great Basin National Park; Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest and Nellis Air Force Base.

- Claire Toomey asked if there will be cumulative change over time? 
- Gene Drais responded Yes – will be reviewed and considered. Foreseeable actions include land disposal.  Might be possible in southeastern Lincoln County; potential Power Plant in of Ely for example.  
For long-term vegetative landscape: partnership models should allow for forecasting over time; evaluate against alternatives.

- Claire Toomey commented there is a Resource Management Plan language problem– roads and trails – would like to insert that trails be used for specific uses, i.e. motorcycles, horses, etc. When and where would that change be suggested?   
- Gene Kolkman responded that trails can be evaluated. 

- Claire Toomey said that the term “enhancement” is preferred to “restoration” because restoration implies (to her) a negative connotation.

Contact information:

Web site:   http:elyrmp.ensr.com

Gene Drais, RMP project manager for the BLM Ely Field Office (775) 289-1880

To be added to the BLM Ely RMP/EIS mailing list, write Gene Drais, Bureau of Land Management, HC 33  Box 33500, Ely, NV, 89301-9408.

8:30  a.m.  In the absence of the RAC Chair and Vice Chair, RAC member Patsy Tomera called the meeting to order.  No new members to introduce

II. REVIEW & APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETING

John Ellison moved the minutes of the September 12, 2003 Battle Mountain meeting.  Jeff White seconded the motion.  All in favor.  Vote of the members present.  Will present and ratify at the next meeting.

III. ELECTION OF OFFICERS
John Ellison nominated Patsy Tomera as Chair and Hank Vogler as Vice-Chair.  Brent Howerton seconded the motion.  All in favor.

IV.  ESTABLISH AGENDA & MEETING DATES FOR 2004
- Chairwoman Patsy Tomera noted there were six meetings in 2003.

- Dave Tattam asked what BLM needs help with – for the RAC to focus on.

- Helen Hankins stated that Gene Kolkman would like the RAC’s assistance with the Ely RMP.

- RAC discussions were recorded on flip charts by Jeff White and are recorded below:

Agenda Items for FY 2004

#1 Ely RMP – including watershed analysis

#2 Battle Mountain – Sage Grouse Technical Review Team (TRT), Subgroup of the RAC to work with the TRT



#3 Vegetation Guidelines

#4 Great Basin Restoration

Other Agenda Items


- Alternative Energy - support, guides, etc. 


- California Trail Interpretive Center (Elko)


- OHV Guideline Implementation


- ‘Monitoring’  - Review progress on NV Rangeland monitoring Handbook         


-Watershed Management – review LUPs and activity plans prepared on a 


landscape scale




- [Water Corridor, Transfer, and ROW – pipeline to transfer water from 



White 
Pine County to Clark County possible row for water 




transmission ]– should read as follows, received from Gene Kolkman:


  Lincoln County Public Land Act (Congressional Action) – Wilderness 


designation, land disposals, potential utility corridor (Potential for


 similar act in White Pine County in the future.)
 
- Information Updates (e.g. Stan Stiver, Jarbidge) 


– Central Nevada Elk Plan, Jarbidge Road Issue, Tourism interagency 


project


- Alternative energy


- Mining

- Jerry Smith discussed needing a RAC Subgroup to work with the Sage Grouse Technical Review Team (TRT) and assistance setting wild horse Appropriate Management Level (AML) for the rest of the Battle Mountain Field Office area.  Plans are to start an evaluation through contracting:  address sage grouse and high risk areas, and set AML – are the two primary focus areas.  Battle Mountain can’t do both either on staff or budget level.  Must change how he does business – content or grant.  He’s looking for matching dollars through Challenge Cost Share and BPS System.
- Kathy Ataman asked about the possibility of sage grouse extinction 

- Jerry Smith stated only in specific areas.  There area less than 100 birds on the Battle Mountain District   Something needs to be done before they are gone by 2006.  Battle Mountain is trying to initiate funding level while plans are being reviewed at the state level – Want to show US F&WS that BLM is addressing sage grouse issues and predators.

- Hank Vogler asked about predators in relation to sage grouse.
- Jerry Smith said we need to address it in our plan.  Predator control is very costly and has little success.

- Hank Vogler commented that he thinks the sage grouse issues is a ploy to get rid of ranchers – to remove livestock to save sage grouse habitat.  In 1953, Elko County issued 27,000 deer tags and 4000 non-resident deer tags, even after the hard winter of 1948/49 – correlation between livestock grazing and wildlife numbers.  They couldn’t have issued tags on something that didn’t exist.  
- Kathy Ataman asked Jerry Smith about the Falcon to Condor power line, Sierra Pacific is funding a sage grouse mitigation study – will that help Battle Mountain?

- Jerry said “No,” the mitigation focuses specifically on power line construction and is too specific - Tables developed to identify risks – right now habitat conditions are a focus    As BLM does plans, there needs to be a way to implement them.
- Patsy Tomera commented it is $350,000 study.

- General discussion about plans and assessments to address sage grouse and sage brush steppe communities

- Patsy Tomera asked what does Battle Mountain want specifically from the RAC?

- Jerry Smith said he would like the RAC to take an active role in sage grouse planning; in an advisory/participatory capacity; a subgroup to work with the Technical Review Team (TRT).  Will add the local plan to Governor’s plan.  The primary goal is that rest of this area is very degraded rangeland in checkerboard status; serious riparian, over-grazing, etc. issues.  BLM would be a participant – let the University be a leader – must focus on maintaining multiple use; Eastern Plan; Elko Plan (Northeastern Nevada Stewardship Group plan).   
- In summary, Jerry  Smith asked the RAC to volunteer to form a subgroup to work with Sage Grouse TRT;  the RAC and BLM would provide direction and advice to TRT;  TRT would be bringing back to RAC information on how BLM is doing in implementing conservation planning
- Patsy Tomera discussed sage grouse plans around the state

- Gene Kolkman noted that this RAC has 3 sage grouse plans in the RAC area:

· South Central

· Elko (Northeastern Nevada Stewardship Group)

· Eastern Plan

- Dave Tattam asked if this the most critical need for Battle Mountain?

- Jerry Smith said Yes, it’s very complicated and he wants a RAC Sub group of 2 or 3 people to assist the BLM and advise the TRT who are outside the BLM

- Gene Kolkman asked Jerry Smith and Helen Hankins if when the Governor’s plan is completed, does BLM have to do a land use plan revision?

- John Ellison noted there is a vested interest because of ranching and mining

- Gene Kolkman commented there is one more issue – public lands bill underway.  Congress will designate a water pipeline from Las Vegas through Lincoln County, White Pine County thru Spring Valley to the Elko County line – pump water from eastern Nevada to Las Vegas … not a certainty, but a possibility – there may be nothing this year

- John Ellison discussed water transfer from one basin to another – against Nevada law, How can it be done?

- Gene Kolkman noted it’s up to actions of the state engineer. 
- John Ellison asked if SNPLMA money is involved?

- Gene Kolkman said that Southern Nevada gets 5% 

- Patsy Tomera said we can discuss at another meeting, we need to get going.

- Jeff White suggested prioritizing 1 thru 3 on the Chart.
- John Ellison asked what is Elko’s number 1 project?
- Helen Hankins said 1- completing the Vegetation Guidelines and get them to members of the other two RACs; 2 – the Ely RMP; and 3 - Sage Grouse Technical Review Team.  

- Jerry Smith noted the items proposed are of importance to all of northeastern Nevada and more RAC involvement would be better if sage grouse are proposed for listing 

- Jeff White asked Bill Van Bruggen for Forest Service needs next year.
- Bill Van Bruggen said the Forest Service’s priorities are:  #1 they will be issuing the Jarbidge Road EIS; #2 Forest Service, BLM (Steve Dondero) and Ralph McMullen (Elko Convention Visitor’s Authority) would give an update on Tourism; and #3 is revising the Forest Plan and may need RAC feedback

- Patsy Tomera asked that Stan Stiver give the update for sage grouse - to come and give a presentation at a RAC meeting – sage grouse and predators.  She would like someone to present something at each meeting

- Top priorities

· Vegetation Guidelines

· Ely RMP

· Sage Grouse Subgroup to assist TRT for Battle Mountain

  Sub priorities

· California Trail Center

John Ellison moved to prioritize the Agenda - 1 Ely RMP, 2 Sage grouse TRT, and 3 Vegetation Guidelines.  Brent Howerton seconded the motion.  All in favor.  Will ratify at next meeting

- Helen Hankins discussed a tour scheduled on October 22, 2003 of the South Buckhorn allotment.  In April 2002, BLM committed to the RAC that BLM would begin restoration efforts once the livestock were gone.

- Jeff White offered that Newmont would host a tour to visit Maggie Creek restoration and Carlin Mine.
- Jerry Smith remarked on the Central Nevada Elko Plan – RAC needs a briefing.
Discussion about meeting dates: 
2004 MEETING DATES

December 11, 2003 – Battle Mountain [BLM Office]


Population Management Unit Tour (Sage Grouse)


Vegetation Guidelines

February 12, 2004 – Eureka [Opera House]


Sage Grouse Guest Speaker  (Stan Stiver?)


USFS Updates


Tourism Update

April 15, 2004 – Ely [BLM Office]


RMP Alternatives

June 10 & 11, 2004 – Elko [BLM Office]


Mine/Riparian Management Tour 


California Trail Center

Dave Tattam made a motion to accept the dates and meeting agendas; seconded by Kathy Ataman.  All in favor

9:30 a.m. Break

9:45 a.m.  Chair Tomera called the meeting back to order
V. FIELD MANAGERS’ AND DISTRICT RANGERS’ REPORTS
- Patsy Tomera asked the Field Managers to minimize the use of acronyms in the reports.  She asked Helen Hankins about input to the Elk Plan
- Helen Hankins explained it was technical information about elk in Elko County.
- Dave Tattam asked about changes in water rights and how it will affect guzzlers?
- Helen Hankins commented we don’t know yet, there is no water right process.
- Hank Vogler commented there is an application process, not part of a diversion
- Helen Hankins commented that  BLM will follow state law.  Five years ago, Elko BLM did an elk plan for the eastern half of Elko County (beyond the Ruby Mountains) and part of the plan is to put in big game guzzlers.  BLM put guzzlers in as part of the plan and did an environmental assessment.  There are 40 or 45 done in the past five years in cooperation with NDOW.
- Patsy Tomera asked about how to present the wording on the sustaining landscapes letter.  General discussion
Jeff White moved to ask BLM to change the RAC’s language into a letter format for Patsy’s signature.  John Ellison seconded the motion.  All in favor.  
Brent Howerton made a motion for Patsy to sign the letter written by Jeff White for the Great Basin Restoration Initiative.  John Ellison seconded the motion.  All in favor.
- Patsy Tomera discussed Kathleen Clarke’s visit to Elko last year.
- Helen Hankins asked if the Tri-RAC is aware of the Vegetation Guidelines
- Mike Brown described the Vegetation Guideline process – they have not been given to the other RACs yet.
John Ellison made a motion to accept the Vegetation Guidelines as written.  Brent Howerton seconded the Motion.  All in favor.
- Jeff White noted a thank you is owed to Barry Perryman.
- Mike Brown is to finalize the RAC Vegetation Guidelines and get them to the other two RAC chairs.
John Ellison made a motion to adjourn the meeting.  Dave Tattam seconded the motion.  All if favor
Meeting adjourned and the Northeastern Great Basin RAC will convene with the other RACs at 11:30 a.m. to conclude the Tr-RAC meeting.
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