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GUNNISON BASIN SAGE-GROUSE STRATEGIC COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

DATE: May 15, 2013
PLACE: Gunnison County Commissioners’ Meeting Room

1. 10:00am e Call Regular Meeting to Order; Determination of Quorum;
Verify Public Notice of Meeting

2. 10:05 e Agenda Approval

3. 10:10 e Approval of April 24, 2013 Meeting Minutes

4, 10:20 e Committee Member Comments/Reports

5. 10:30 e CCA Update

6. 10:45 e CCAA Update

7. 11:00 e Saguache County GuSG Conservation Actions

8. 11:30 e Gunnison Sage-grouse Festival

9. 12:00pm e Lunch

10. 12:30 e County Coalition for the Gunnison Sage-grouse

11. 12:30 e Umbrella (rangewide) Conservation Plan

12.  1:30 ) Gunnis_on Sage-grouse Proposed Rules
-action items.

13. 155 e [Future Meetings

14. 2:00 e Adjourn

NOTE: This agenda is subject to change, including the addition of items up to 24 hours in advance or the deletion of items
at any time. All times are approximate. Regular Meetings, Public Hearings, and Special Meetings are recorded and
ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM. Work Sessions are not recorded and formal action cannot be taken. Two or
more Gunnison County Commissioners may attend this meeting. For further information, contact the County
Administration at 641-0248. If special accommodations are necessary per ADA, contact 641-0248 or TTY 641-3061 prior
to the meeting.






GUNNISON BASIN SAGE-GROUSE STRATEGIC COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
April 24, 2013

The April 24, 2013 Gunnison Basin Sage-grouse Strategic Committee meeting was held in the
Commissioners’ Meeting Room in the Courthouse at 200 E. Virginia, Gunnison CO 81230.

Committee Members Present:

Voting:

Ken Stahlnecker, Chairperson, National Park Service (NPS)

Sue Navy, High Country Citizens’ Alliance (HCCA)

Phil Chamberland, Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC)
David Wiens, At-large Recreation Community

Peter Caloger, Public At-Large

John Murphy, United States Forest Service (USFS)

Linda Joseph, Saguache County Board of County Commissioners (Saguache BOCC)
Patty Gelatt, US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

Brian St. George, Bureau of Land Management (BLM)

Greg Peterson, Gunnison County Stockgrowers’ Association (GCSA) (conference call)
Eric Ferchau, At Large, Development Community

Nathan Seward, Colorado Division of Parks and Wildlife (CPW) Alternate

Chris Bove, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)

Non-voting:

Alli Melton, High Country Citizens’ Alliance Alternate

Jonathan Houck, Gunnison County Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) Alternate
Russell Japuntich, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Alternate

Elinor Laurie, Saguache County Alternate

Liz With, Natural Resources Conservation Service Alternate (Attended at 12:35)

Staff Members Present:
Jim Cochran, Gunnison County Wildlife Conservation Coordinator
Bobbie Lucero, Administrative Assistant 111

Others present as listed in text.

In the audience:

Pat Magee

John Scott

Theresa Childers, NPS

Christina Santana, NRCS

Paula Swenson, Gunnison County BOCC

Jenny Nehring, Saguache County

Wendy Maez, Saguache County (conference call)

Mike Pelletier, Gunnison County GIS Department Director
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CALL TO ORDER: Chairperson Stahlnecker called the April 24, 2013 meeting of the Gunnison
Basin Sage-grouse Strategic Committee to order at 10:01 am.

DETERMINATION OF QUORUM: Stahlnecker confirmed that a quorum was present.

PUBLIC NOTICE CONFIRMED: Stahlnecker verified that proper legal public notice had
occurred.

AGENDA APPROVAL: No modifications to the agenda were requested. The agenda was
approved as circulated.

APPROVAL OF MARCH 20, 2013 MEETING MINUTES: Moved by St. George to accept
the March 20, 2013 meeting minutes as amended, seconded by Navy. Peterson abstained
because he was absent from the meeting. Motion carried.

COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENTS/REPORTS:

CPW; LEK COUNT NUMBERS: Seward reported on the spring 2013 lek counts. He
informed the Committee that CPW does not have all of the data sheets in from the 1%
two lek count periods yet. The following numbers for 2013 are not the final count,
because they are waiting on the 1% two data sheets. Seward reported the lek count
numbers for the 1* count period are as follows:

LEK COUNT 2011 2012 2013
FINAL FINAL
Males 763 832 551
Females 233 138 128

Seward informed that he will provide the final lek count numbers by mid June and will
also provide them to the USFWS.

SAGE-GROUSE FESTIVAL: The Committee discussed that there was a lower turnout
to the Festival probably because the event offered the same events as last year.
Although this was still a tremendous success, the Committee agreed that next year the
Festival needs to offer something different. The Committee discussed if the Festival
should be continued in the future, and the hopes that the community would come
together to support the Festival in a manner similar to the Sand Hill Crane Festival in the
San Luis Valley. There was discussion that the educational outreach and awareness with
kids is very successful, and this Festival could possibly be adopted by the school since it
is geared mostly towards kids and education. The Committee discussed if it is time to
organize an upcoming Summit, because the informal agreement was to have a Summit
every 3 years. There was discussion that it might be best to have the Festival when
Hartman opens. The Committee mulled over ides such as having elementary school
classes adopt a lek, and also having the raptor show in the schools that week of
Festival, instead of having it at the Festival on the stage. The Committee agreed to place
this item on an upcoming meeting agenda to discuss further.
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WAUNITA HOT SPRINGS LEK: Cochran informed the Committee that Pat Magee
informed him that the lek near Wauntia Hot Springs is being affected by the early
morning use of the County Road probably due to parents transporting children to school
buses at Highway 50. Magee was wondering if the County would consider a speed limit
on that road, and if the Committee would like to recommend this to the County Public
Works department. There was discussion about how the speed limit would be enforced.
The Committee agreed that the first course of action is to see if the school bus stop can
be moved up the County road from the lek, and if so, that might solve the issue. Houck
volunteered to discuss this with school administrators.

CPW SIGNAGE AT THE ALMONT TRIANGLE: Melton reported to the Committee
that she received a call that there were 3 hikers going into the Almont Triangle, and the
hikers stated they did not see a sign. The Committee suggested Melton contact CPW
with those issues. There was discussion that the CPW signs are old and covered by
vegetation in the Almont Triangle area, and the County road opens before the human
closure opens on that road.

RIPARIAN RESILIENCY BROOD REARING PROJECT: Cochran informed the
Committee about the Riparian Resiliency Brood Rearing Project. USFS & BLM are
working with CPW, TNC & landowners to expand this project out onto public lands.

CCA UPDATE; CANDIDATE CONSERVATION AGREEMENT UPDATE: St. George informed
the Committee that the CCA was formally submitted to the USFWS on April 12™. Gelatt thanked
Japuntich and St. George for all of their work on the CCA. She informed the Committee that the
USFWS is anticipating a decision by mid July. St. George informed the Committee that he did
not add an additional 90,000 acres (proposed Critical Habitat outside of mapped Occupied
Habitat) to the CCA. Gelatt informed that the USFWS is also conferencing with NRCS and the
Farm Services Agency (FSA) on their conservation practices. She anticipates that it might be
complete before July. Gelatt commented that she doesn't envision restarting the clock if the
USFWS wants to put the 90,000 acres in the CCA. Gelatt assured the Committee that the
USFWS is committed to completing the CCA conferencing process by the end of September.

CCAA UPDATE: Seward distributed a CCAA update summary document to the Committee. He
informed the Committee that originally CPW paid for 32 properties with baseline reports, and
they have been working with these properties and getting them enrolled. He reported that
CPW's priority is getting land owners signed up by the end of September. He informed the
Committee that the number of acres enrolled out of 16 properties in Gunnison is 17,679 acres.
There are two Certificates of Inclusion (Cl) at the FWS. He reported that there are a few
landowners who did not want to be involved in the program. The Committee discussed that the
target acreage to get enrolled for the CCAA is 55,302 acres in the Gunnison Basin. Seward
explained the document he provided to the Committee. He explained if CPW can get all the
properties enrolled what percentage of the target goal they can reach. If four of the new,
interested properties are enrolled, approximately 73% of the acreage goal in the CCAA will be
achieved. If 10 or more of the new, interested properties are enrolled, the CCAA acreage goal
may be exceeded by 22% (67,826 acres). Seward reported that CPW is trying their best to
complete these by September.
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CCl WESTERN COLORADO MEETING: BOCC Chairperson Paula Swenson was present for
the discussion. She informed the Committee that Colorado Counties Incorporated (CCI) is
putting on a Western Colorado Meeting on 5/9/13 from 10 am to 2 pm. She reported that CCI
asked her to make a presentation on what Gunnison County has been doing regarding the
conservation of the bird. Swenson asked the Committee if anyone would like to attend and
participate in this. Joseph informed Swenson she will be attending for Saguache County. St.
George informed the Committee that he is looking into attending with Lori Armstrong, BLM
Southwest District Manager. Peterson and Wiens informed Swenson that they would like to
attend. Swenson informed the Committee that the County Coalition for the Gunnison Sage-
grouse (MOU Group)_is meeting immediately after the CCI meeting.

WASHINGTON D.C. MEETING REPORT: County Attorney David Baumgarten was present for
the discussion. Swenson and Baumgarten informed the Committee they met with Senator
Udall's Senior Staff, Congressman Tipton, Senator Orin Hatch's (Utah) staff, and Senator
Bennet. She informed the Committee that they met with USFWS Director Dan Ashe, Regional
Director Noreen Walsh (by teleconference) and their senior staff and discussed what is
happening in Gunnison County and that the USFWS representatives were very interested and
engaged in what Gunnison County is doing and they want to learn more. She informed that
they explained to the USFWS the collaborative efforts with the CCA. She informed that there is
a meeting this Friday with Regional Director Walsh, her staff, Swenson, Baumgarten and
Cochran. Chamberland will be making a trip to Washington D.C. with Club 20 to discuss with
the USFWS issues of concern on the Western Slope of Colorado.

Baumgarten thanked the Committee for the efforts of the different organizations. He
summarized the meeting they had with Director Ashe:
e They explained to the USFWS the growth and populations of sage-grouse in the various
populations.
e They informed the USFWS about the four peer reviews.
e They informed the USFWS about the efforts put forth by landowners and local
regulatory efforts.
e Baumgarten stated to the USFWS that “the law, policy and evidence would not support
a finding of endangered or threatened. Either finding would be challenged and that the
challenge would be successful.”

Joseph informed the Committee that Saguache County is struggling with its two separate
populations. Their problem is there are no resources dedicated to the Poncha Pass population.
Baumgarten suggested Saguache County adopt a resolution regarding the plus-35 acre parcels,
and then entice agencies to collaborate on how this is going to be accomplished. Joseph
informed that money and personnel are the problems.

The Committee discussed the similarities and differences in the Rangewide Conservation Plan
(RCP) and CCA. Baumgarten suggested that the BLM add a paragraph to the CCA around the
lines of, “even if the species is listed or not the CCA will be enforced in Gunnison County for the
conservation of the species.” The Committee discussed that the Dunes Sagebrush Lizard
proposed listing rule was withdrawn because they had CCAs, CCAAs and other conservation
measures that were put in place. Swenson informed the Committee that Cochran will email out
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the summary of the D.C. trip. They will put together another summary after their trip to Denver
this Friday.

There was a possibility for an Intergovernmental Agreement between Gunnison County and
Saguache County, which was superseded by the eleven-county, two-state MOU.

REQUEST FROM PUBLIC TO MEET WITH USFWS REGIONAL DIRECTOR: Cochran
informed the Committee that members of the public were wondering how to contact the
USFWS. Cochran informed he has communicated with the citizens who requested this item.

COUNTY COALITION FOR THE GUNNISON SAGE-GROUSE: Houck informed the
Committee that the MOU was signed by all participating counties. He has been reaching out to
BOCC in surrounding counties regarding engaging their communities about the proposed listing
and looking at their current policies, procedures, rules and regulations. He reported that these
counties are looking into moving forward in a more formal way toward using their authority to
best benefit the bird and help landowners at the same time. These counties are going to take
advantage of the fact that the Strategic Committee has been working on this for years. Houck
has met with these county commissioners and has stressed the opportunity for counties to
adopt resolutions to express their commitment to what they will do for the conservation of the
bird. He informed the Committee that there was discussion to create working groups in these
communities. The Committee discussed how unique this group is in that it is majority rule
agreement and not consensus-based like most working groups.

GUSG PROPOSED RULE: Gelatt thanked everyone for the comments received. The USFWS
received 1,300 comments and 10,000 from members of the Audubon Society. She informed
that the USFWS did receive some unsubstantive comments. Gelatt informed the Committee that
in the Final Rule they will have the USFWS responses by subject, eg. predation.

Gelatt gave an update on the Economic Analysis. The USFWS is expecting to receive a draft for
internal review the end of May. They anticipate the public hearings and comment period will be
in July. Gelatt informed the comment period will be 30 days. The public hearings will be in
Gunnison and Dove Creek or Monticello, Utah during the public comment period.

The Committee discussed what next action items need to be accomplished, and that the
possibility of creating a CCA for the outlying populations is very unlikely right now. St. George
informed the Committee that BLM is looking at other possible options, yet it does not seem
likely that anything will happen between now and the final decision. Gelatt reported that USFWS
recommended to BLM to extend the CCA region-wide, yet BLM did not due to the timeframe of
the proposed rules decision. The Committee discussed that it's one thing to have regulations
and it's another thing to have community buy-in with the regulations.

HABITAT PRIORITIZATION TOOL (HPT): Cochran informed the committee that CPW ran
their grouse radio collar data points against the HPT. He explained that when looking at overall
habitat, 79% fell within Tier | habitat, and 96% fell within habitat with a score of O or greater.
Cochran reported that the model actually works. He is working with Mike Phillips to make the
HPT better. Nesting habitat models very well. The brood rearing habitat model seems to be off,
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possibly due to a time-of-day bias in the data. Childers informed that NPS needs to revise their
information and numbers because some park facilities that are classified in Tier | are actually
Tier 1l but they are showing up under Tier I. Pelletier will work with NPS on making corrections
to their infrastructure information in the HPT. NPS is concerned because of the use of the HPT
in the CCA and the different conservation measures associated with Tier 1 and Tier 2 habitats.

The Committee discussed revising the RCP with updated information. The Committee discussed
that the Habitat Prioritization Tool (HPT) is the foundation for the CCA. Saguache County may
look into taking this first step toward creating a CCA for the Poncha Pass population by creating
a HPT. There was discussion that a HPT could be created in the next 4 months. Pelletier opined
that it took a lot of education and was created in a group setting. It would possibly take more
than 4 months to create the HPT if they followed the Gunnison County approach. The
Committee agreed to move the HPT to the next level.

Gelatt informed the Committee about the Yellow Billed Cuckoo. She reported that the USFWS
will be addressing this species soon. The USFWS expects to have a proposed listing rule
available by the end of September. Proposed Critical Habitat will include areas upstream of Blue
Mesa Reservoir and on the North Fork of the Gunnison River.

FUTURE MEETINGS:

Date 7ime Notes

5/15/2013 10-2  Regular Meeting

6/19/2013 10-2

7/17/2013 Public Hearing for USFWS will be the same day?
8/22/2013

ADJOURN: MOVED by Stahinecker to adjourn the meeting. Motion carried unanimously.
The April 24, 2013 meeting of the Gunnison Basin Sage-grouse Strategic Committee adjourned
at 2:00 pm.

CERTIFICATION OF APPROVAL.:

Ken Stahlnecker, Chairperson

Greg Peterson, Secretary
Minutes Prepared By:

Bobbie Lucero, Administrative Assistant 111
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DRAFT PROPOSAL
7 May 2013

Spatial and temporal abundance and distribution of the Common Raven (Corvus corax) in relation to
anthropogenic resources and subsidies in the Gunnison Basin

Patrick Magee!
Sisk-a-dee
Gunnison, CO 81230

Background:

The Common Raven (Corvus corax) is native to the Gunnison Basin and its abundance has increased over
the last five decades, as it has in the sagebrush ecosystem in other parts of the American West (Howe
2012). Historic Christmas Bird Counts conducted in the Gunnison Basin in the 1950s and 60s
documented 21 or less ravens in each of 7 counts. The peak count in the first decade of the 21* Century
the peak reached 591. These counts document a 100 fold increase in ravens locally in the last 50 years,
which is consistent with the overall increase of 320% throughout the western United States (Sauer et al.
2011). The rapidly increasing population of ravens in the west has been attributed to changes in the
landscape associated with human activities. Ravens have benefitted from roads (increased carrion for
scavenging), irrigation and agriculture (increased water and grains or fruits), the construction of bridges,
power lines, oil derricks, windmills, billboards, railroad trusses (used for roosts and/or nest sites),
afforestation (trees used by ravens for roosts and/or nest sites), and the increase in food resources
(urbanization, landfills, agricultural crops) (Boarman and Heinrich 1999, Bui et al. 2010). The increasein
raven populations has resulted in conflicts with humans for economic and conservation reasons. Ravens
nest predation has been causally linked to lower reproductive success of endangered California condors,
least terns, and marbled murrelets, as well as desert tortoises (Boarman and Heinrich 1999, Austin and
Mitchell 2010). The abundance of common ravens in Idaho has been correlated with predation of
greater sage-grouse eggs and nestlings (Coates et al. 2008, Coates and Delehanty 2008). Ravens are
drawn to areas with anthropogenic subsidies (food and roosts) and when these areas are saturated,
ravens possibly expand their populations to adjacent habitats such as core sagebrush habitat (Bui et al.
2010).

Study Objectives

The purpose of this study is to better understand the distribution and abundance of common ravens in
the upper Gunnison Basin, within the Gunnison Sage-grouse elevation contour. The emphasis is on
relating raven distribution and abundance to anthropogenic features of the landscape including food,
roost and nest subsidies such as roads, powerlines, exurban and urban development, and the landfill.
Specifically, the goals are to:

1. determine the abundance and distribution of common ravens in association with anthropogenic
resources and in areas lacking human alterations to the landscape
2. determine the influence of time and season on raven distribution and abundance

Study Area

The study will be conducted in the Gunnison Basin, Colorado within Gunnison Sage-grouse habitat. The
study sites will occur within a sagebrush-steppe landscape at an elevation of approximately 2500-2600
m msl. This landscape has been altered by humans and includes the following infrastructure: urban and
exurban developments (residential, commercial and light industrial), conversion of native vegetation to
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parks and a golf course (lawns), a landfill and tree dump, a wastewater treatment plant, roads, and
powerlines, among other anthropogenic features. Reference habitat is dominated by Wyoming big
sagebrush (Artemesia tridentata wyomingensis) in relatively remote locations 5 km from paved roads.
Common ravens are common within the town of Gunnison and in surrounding areas; their numbers
have increased over the last 5 decades in the Gunnison Basin.

Methods
Ravens will be counted twice per month at approximately bi-weekly intervals beginning in July 2013 and

extending through June 2014 (12 months, 24 surveys). Counts will be conducted at seven sites
dominated by human landscape features including the landfill, wastewater treatment plant,
highway/transmission line corridor, agricultural field, the university campus, a residential neighborhood,
and the golf course, and at 2 sites relatively unmodified and at least 5 km from a paved road or
powerline. The start site will be randomly selected and then sites will be visited in similar order each
survey period. Each of the nine sites will be counted three times per survey day in the morning (0600-
1000), midday (1000-1400), and in the afternoon (1400-1800, variable up to sunset). Inthe event that
ravens are responding to observer presence, counts during different time periods will be done on
different days. Raven presence and abundance will be measured by sight and sound in 10-minute point
counts and all birds within 100 m of the count center will be recorded (birds outside of 100 m will also
be recorded separately). Distance to each raven will be measured with a rangefinder. Raven group size
will be noted for each detection and categorized by social aggregations (solitary bird, pair, group). The
exceptions to this sampling will be in the residential neighborhood and along the highway/transmission
line corridor where ravens will be counted along a driving transect about 1.6 km in length (Boarman et
al. 2005). All ravens within 100 m of the transect will be counted as the observer moves along the
transect; the time required to complete the transect will be 10 minutes. All nine counts will be
completed within the four hour count periods. Timing of the afternoon/evening time period will be
adjusted seasonally and the completion of the survey will coincide with sunset.

Data analyses
Based on similar studies of ravens in the desert southwest (Boarman et al. 2005, Boarman et al. 2006), |

hypothesize that raven numbers will be highest at the sites most altered by anthropogenic features,
followed by sites with intermediate anthropogenic resources, and raven numbers will be lowest in the
sagebrush reference sites.

The null hypothesis that there is no difference in abundance of ravens among sites will be tested using a
nested repeated measures ANOVA (a = 0.05). Month will be nested within season and survey nested
within month. Tukey’s post-hoc test will be used to determine significant difference in raven numbers if
the overall ANOVA is significant.

Expected Benefits
The main emphasis of this study is to provide baseline data of raven abundance and distribution in

relation to human features of the landscape. These data may be useful in assessing current and future
raven management strategies. This pilot project could be expanded to more adequately address raven
resource selection, but that is beyond the scope of this one year pilot project. The current proposal will
provide relatively intensive data at a few locations and help to determine patterns of use daily and
seasonally at these sites, including the Gunnison County landfill.
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Budget

Budget Item Expense Expense | Source
Researcher field surveys 24 surveys @5200 per survey $4800 NFWF
Data analysis 10 days @$200 $2000 NFWF
Report preparation 10 days @ $200 $2000 NFWEF
Travel Reimbursement 150 miles per survey * 24 = 3,600 miles @ $0.51/mile | $1836 NFWF
Total request $10,636
Timeline

Task Dates Responsible Party
Pre-proposal prepared and discussed with January 2013 Magee!

Gunnison County Strategic Committee and CPW

Full proposal and NFWF application prepared and May 2013 Magee!

submitted to CPW

Bi-weekly field surveys completed July 2013 - June 2014 | Magee!

Data analysis July-August 2014 Magee!

Final report December 2014 Magee!

Presentation to CPW and Strategic Committee January 2015 Magee!

Presentation at CCTWS meeting February 2015 Magee!
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quarter of Section 8, Township 4 North,
Range 1 East of the Willamette
Meridian, Clark County, Washington;
thence North 200 feet; thence West 435
feet; thence South 200 feet to a point on
the South line of the Northeast quarter
of the Northeast quarter of said Section;
thence East 435 feet to the Point of
Beginning,.

PARCEL IX

That portion of the Northeast quarter
of the Northeast quarter of Section 8,
Township 4 North, Range 1 East of the
Willamette Meridian, Clark County,
Washington; described as follows:

BEGINNING at a point 612 feet East
of the Northwest corner of the Northeast
quarter of the Northeast quarter of
Section 8, Township 4 North, Range 1
East of the Willamette Meridian, Clark
County, Washington; thence South 191
feet; thence East 228 feet; thence North
191 feet; thence West 228 feet to the
Point of Beginning.

EXCEPT County Roads.

ALSO EXCEPT that portion thereof
conveyed to the State of Washington by
deed recorded under Auditor’s File Nos.
G 500929 and G 143551.

Dated: April 26, 2013.
Kevin K. Washburn,
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2013-10924 Filed 5-7-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-4N-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[LLNMS40000. L1420000.BJ0000]

Notice of Filing of Plats of Survey, New
Mexico

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of filing of plats of
survey.

SUMMARY: The plats of survey described
below are scheduled to be officially
filed in the New Mexico State Office,
Bureau of Land Management, Santa Fe,
New Mexico, thirty (30) calendar days
from the date of this publication.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
These plats will be available for
inspection in the New Mexico State
Office, Bureau of Land Management,
301 Dinosaur Trail, Santa Fe, New
Mexico. Copies may be obtained from
this office upon payment. Contact
Marcella Montoya at 505-954-2097, or
by email at mmontoya@blm.gov, for
assistance, Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information

Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339
to contact the above individual during
normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Indian Meridian, Oklahoma (OK)

The plat, representing the dependent
resurvey and survey in Township 1
South, Range 3 East, of the Indian
Meridian, accepted March 11, 2013, for
Group 216 OK.

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New
Mexico (NM)

The plat, representing the dependent
resurvey and survey in Township 14
South, Range 11 West, of the New
Mexico Principal Meridian, NM,
accepted March 11, 2013, for Group
1135 NM.

The plat, representing the dependent
resurvey and survey of the Antonio
Martinez Grant, in the New Mexico
Principal Meridian, NM, accepted
March 18, 2013, for Group 1126 NM.

The plat, representing the dependent
resurvey and survey in Township 14 &
15 North, Range 4 West, of the New
Mexico Principal Meridian, NM,
accepted April 1, 2013, for Group 1140
NM.

The plat, representing the dependent
resurvey and survey in Township 17
North, Range 5 East, of the New Mexico
Principal Meridian, NM, accepted April
15, 2013, for Group 1142 NM.

These plats are scheduled for official
filing 30 days from the notice of
publication in the Federal Register, as
provided for in the BLM Manual Section
2097—O0pening Orders. Notice from this
office will be provided as to the date of
said publication. If a protest against a
survey, in accordance with 43 CFR
4.450-2, of the above plats is received
prior to the date of official filing, the
filing will be stayed pending
consideration of the protest.

A plat will not be officially filed until
the day after all protests have been
dismissed and become final or appeals
from the dismissal affirmed.

A person or party who wishes to
protest against any of these surveys
must file a written protest with the
Bureau of Land Management New
Mexico State Director stating that they
wish to protest.

A statement of reasons for a protest
may be filed with the Notice of Protest
to the State Director or the statement of
reasons must be filed with the State

Director within thirty (30) days after the
protest is filed.

Robert A. Casias,

Deputy State Director, Cadastral Survey/
GeoSciences.

[FR Doc. 2013-10906 Filed 5-7-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-P

DEPA'RTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[LLCOS0600-L12200000-DU0000]

Notice of Proposed Supplementary
Rules for Travel Management on
Public Lands in Gunnison, Montrose,
Hinsdale, and Saguache Counties, CO.

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed
Supplementary Rules.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Golorado is
proposing supplementary rules for
public lands included in the Gunnison
Basin Federal Lands Travel
Management Plan (TMP), approved on
June 28, 2010. These proposed
supplementary rules would apply to
public lands administered by the BLM,
Gunnison Field Office in Gunnison,
Montrose, Hinsdale, and Saguache
counties, Colorado. The proposed rules
would implement decisions found in
the TMP relating to the use of motorized
and non-motorized vehicles.

DATES: You should submit your
comments by July 8, 2013.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by the following methods: Mail or hand
deliver to Kristi Murphy, Outdoor
Recreation Planner, BLM Gunnison
Field Office, 650 S. 11th Street,
Gunnison, GO 81230. You may also
submit comments via email to
kmurphy@blm.gov (include “Proposed
Supplementary Rules’ in the subject
line).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kristi Murphy, Outdoor Recreation
Planner, at BLM Gunnison Field Office,
650 S. 11th Street, Gunnison, Colorado
81230, or by phone at 970-642-4955.
Persons who use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) may call the
Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 800-877—-8339 to contact the
above individual during normal
business hours. The FIRS is available 24
hours a day, 7 days a week, to leave a
message or question with the above
individual. You will receive a reply
during normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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I. Public Comment Procedures

Written comments on the proposed
supplementary rules should be specific,
be confined to issues pertinent to the
proposed supplementary rules, and
explain the reason for any
recommended change. Where possible,
comments should reference the specific
section or paragraph of the proposed
supplementary rules that the comment
is addressing. The BLM is not obligated
to consider or include in the
Administrative Record for the final
supplementary rules comments the BLM
receives after the close of the comment
period (see DATES), unless they are
postmarked or electronically dated
before the deadline, or comments
delivered to an address other than one
of the addresses listed above (see
ADDRESSES).

Comments, including names, street
addresses, and other contact
information of respondents, will be
available for public review at the
address listed above, during regular
business hours (7:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except on
Federal holidays). Before including your
address, phone number, email address,
or other personal identifying
information in your comment, you
should be aware that your entire
comment—including your personal
identifying information—may be made
publicly available at any time. While
you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

II. Background

Before 2010, the BLM Gunnison Field
Office used the BLM’s 1980
Transportation Plan and the 2001
Gunnison Interim Travel Plan issued by
the BLM and the U.S. Forest Service to
manage travel on BLM-managed lands.
As called for in the 2001 Travel Plan,
the BLM and the Forest Service
embarked on a planning process to
develop a more definitive and
comprehensive system of routes across
Federal lands in the Gunnison Basin.
The two agencies jointly published in
the Federal Register a Notice of Intent
to Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement at 72 FR 24267 (May 2, 2007).
They subsequently published the
Gunnison Basin Federal Lands Travel
Management Plan (TMP) Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) (CO-160-2008—
025-EIS). Following analysis of the
public comments, the BLM issued a
decision record on June 28, 2010. The
TMP replaces the 1980 Transportation
Plan and the 2001 Interim Travel Plan.

These proposed supplementary rules
would enable the BLM to implement
several key decisions contained in the
TMP to protect natural resources and
provide for public health and safety. No
other existing rules would be affected by
these proposed supplementary rules.

III. Discussion of Proposed
Supplementary Rules

These proposed supplementary rules
apply to public lands administered by
the BLM Gunnison Field Office. The
TMP area consists of approximately
585,012 acres of public lands within
Gunnison, Montrose, Hinsdale and
Saguache counties, Colorado, in the
following described townships:

Sixth Principal Meridian

Tps. 11 S., Rs. 83 and 84 W., unsurveyed.

Tps. 11 S., Rs. 86 and 87 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 12 S., Rs. 82 to 87 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 13 S., Rs. 80 to 87 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 14 S., Rs. 80 to 88 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 15 S., Rs. 81 to 88 W., partly
unsurveyed.

New Mexico Principal Meridian
Tps. 43 N, Rs. 1 and 2 E., partly

unsurveyed.

Tps. 44 N.,Rs. 1, 2, and 3 E,, partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 45 N., Rs. 1, 2, and 3 E., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 46 N., Rs. 1 to 4 E,, partly unsurveyed.

Tps. 47 N., Rs. 1 to 7 E., partly unsurveyed.

Tps. 48 N.,,Rs. 1to 7 E.

Tps. 49 N.,Rs. 1to 6 E.

Tps. 50 N., Rs. 1 to 6 E.

Tps. 51 N.,,Rs. 1to 5 E.

Tps. 41 N., Rs. 5 and 6 W., unsurveyed.

Tps. 42 N, Rs. 3 to 6 W, partly unsurveyed.

Tps. 43 N., Rs. 1to 7 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 44 N., Rs. 1 to 6 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 45 N., Rs. 1 ta 6 W., partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 46 N., Rs. 1 to 6 W, partly
unsurveyed.

Tps. 47 N,,Rs, 1to 6 W,
Tps. 48 N.,,Rs. 1to 6 W.
Tps.49N.,,Rs. 1to 6 W.
Tps. 50 N.,Rs. 1to 4 W.
Tps. 51 N.,Rs. 110 4 W.

The proposed supplementary rules
are consistent with the decision record
for the TMP, approved on June 28, 2010.
The TMP includes specific management
actions that restrict certain activities
and define allowable uses. These
proposed supplementary rules would
apply only to public lands administered
by the BLM Gunnison Field Office. The
proposed supplementary rules would
restrict the possession and use of
mechanized and motorized vehicles to

designated travel routes which were
defined in the TMP. The proposed rules
would provide two exemptions from the
restrictions. One exemption would
allow big game hunters to use game
carts—which are considered
mechanized vehicles—off of designated
travel routes to retrieve large game
animals outside of designated
wilderness and wilderness study areas.
Game carts would continue to be
excluded from designated wilderness
and wilderness study areas. The second
exemption would allow vehicles to pull
off of designated travel routes up to 30
feet from the edge of a roadway and to
travel within 300 feet of a designated
travel route on existing routes to
accommodate parking, dispersed
camping, and general recreation.

The proposed supplementary rules
would also restrict the possession and
use of motorized vehicles in priority
sage-grouse habitat from March 15 to
May 15. Restrictions on general travel
and off-highway vehicle use are
intended to enhance public safety,
protect natural and cultural resources,
eliminate motorized and non-motorized
impacts on sensitive species habitat,
and reduce conflicts among public land
users.

1V. Procedural Matters

Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review

These proposed supplementary rules
are not a significant regulatory action
and are not subject to review by Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866. These proposed
supplementary rules would not have an
effect of $100 million or more on the
economy. These proposed
supplementary rules would not
adversely affect in a material way the
economy; productivity; competition;
jobs; the environment; public health or
safety; or state, local, or tribal
governments or communities. These
proposed supplementary rules would
not create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency. These
proposed supplementary rules do not
materially alter the budgetary effects of
entitlements, grants, user fees, or loan
programs, or the rights or obligations of
their recipients; nor do they raise novel
legal or policy issues. These proposed
supplementary rules would not affect
legal commercial activity, but merely
impose limitations on certain
recreational activities on certain public
lands to protect natural resources and
human health and safety.
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Clarity of the Supplementary Rules

Executive Order 12866 requires each
agency to write regulations that are
simple and easy to understand. In
addition to written comments requested
on substantive issues pertinent to the
proposed supplementary rules, the BLM
invites comments on how to make these
proposed supplementary rules easier to
understand, including answers to
questions such as the following:

(1) Are the requirements in the
proposed supplementary rules clearly
stated?

(2) Do the proposed supplementary
rules contain technical language or
jargon that interferes with their clarity?

(3) Does the format of the proposed
supplementary rules (grouping and
order of sections, use of headings,
paragraphing, etc.) aid or reduce its
clarity?

(4) Would the proposed
supplementary rules be easier to
understand if they were divided into
more (but shorter) sections?

(5) Is the description of the proposed
supplementary rules in the “Discussion
of Proposed Supplementary Rules”
section of this preamble helpful in
understanding these proposed
supplementary rules? How could this
description be more helpful in making
the proposed supplementary rules easier
to understand?

Please send any comments you have
on the clarity of the proposed
supplementary rules to the address
specified in the ADDRESSES section.

National Environmental Policy Act

These proposed supplementary rules
implement key decisions in the TMP.
During the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) review for the TMP,
the BLM fully analyzed the substance of
these proposed supplementary rules in
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
(CO-160-2008-025-EIS). The BLM
signed the Decision Record for the EIS
on June 28, 2010. The BLM will place
the TMP EIS, Decision Record and an
appropriate Determination of NEPA
Adequacy (DNA) on file in the BLM
Administrative Record at the address
specified in the ADDRESSES section.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

Congress enacted the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 (RFA), as
amended, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, to ensure
that Government regulations do not
unnecessarily or disproportionately
burden small entities. The RFA requires
a regulatory flexibility analysis if a rule
would have a significant economic
impact, either detrimental or beneficial,
on a substantial number of small

entities. These proposed supplementary
rules would have no effect on business
entities of any size. These proposed
supplementary rules would merely
impose reasonable restrictions on
certain recreational activities on certain
public lands to protect natural resources
and the environment and human health
and safety. Therefore, the BLM has
determined under the RFA that these
proposed supplementary rules would
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities.

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act

These proposed supplementary rules
are not a ‘““major rule” as defined at 5
U.S.C. 804(2). These proposed
supplementary rules would merely
impose reasonable restrictions on
certain recreational activities on certain
public lands to protect natural resources
and the environment and human health
and safety. These proposed
supplementary rules would not:

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more;

(2) Cause a major increase in costs or
prices for consumers, individual
industries, Federal, state, or local
agencies, or geographic regions; or

(3) Have significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic and
export markets.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

These proposed supplementary rules
would not impose an unfunded
mandate on state, local, or tribal
governments, or the private sector of
more than $100 million per year; nor
would these proposed supplementary
rules have a significant or unique effect
on state, local, or tribal governments or
the private sector. The proposed
supplementary rules would merely
impose reasonable restrictions on
certain recreational activities on certain
public lands to protect natural resources
and the environment and human health
and safety. Therefore, the BLM is not
required to prepare a statement
containing the information required by
the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act (2
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

Executive Order 12630, Governmental
Actions and Interference With
Constitutionally Protected Property
Rights (Takings)

These proposed supplementary rules
do not constitute a Government action
capable of interfering with

constitutionally protected property
rights. The proposed supplementary
rules would not address property rights
in any form, and would not cause the
impairment of constitutionally
protected property rights. Therefore, the
BLM has determined that these
proposed supplementary rules would
not cause a “taking” of private property
or require further discussion of takings
implications under this Executive
Order.

Executive Order 13132, Federalism

The proposed supplementary rules
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the states, on the relationship
between the national government and
the states, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
13132, the BLM has determined that
these proposed supplementary rules do
not have sufficient Federalism
implications to warrant preparation of a
Federalism Assessment.

Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform

Under Executive Order 12988, the
BLM Colorado State Director has
determined that these proposed
supplementary rules would not unduly
burden the judicial system and that they
meet the requirements of Sections 3(a)
and 3(b) (2) of the Order.

Executive Order 13175, Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

In accordance with Executive Order
13175, the BLM has found that these
proposed rules do not include policies
that have tribal implications, and would
have no bearing on trust lands or on
lands for which title is held in fee status
by Indian tribes or U.S. Government-
owned lands managed by the Bureau of
Indian Affairs.

Information Quality Act

In developing these proposed
supplementary rules, the BLM did not
conduct or use a study, experiment or
survey requiring peer review under the
Information Quality Act (Section 515 of
Pub. L. 106-554).

Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

These proposed supplementary rules
do not comprise a significant energy
action, These proposed supplementary
rules would not have an adverse effect
on energy supply, production, or
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consumption and have no connection
with energy policy.

Executive Order 13352, Facilitation of
Cooperative Conservation

In accordance with Executive Order
13352, the BLM has determined that the
proposed supplementary rules would
not impede facilitating cooperative
conservation; would take appropriate
account of and consider the interests of
persons with ownership or other legally
recognized interests in land or other
natural resources; would properly
accommodate local participation in the
Federal decision-making process; and
would provide that the programs,
projects, and activities are consistent
with protecting public health and safety.

Paperwork Reduction Act

These proposed supplementary rules
do not contain information collection
requirements that the Office of
Management and Budget must approve
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995, 44 U.S.C, 3501-3521.

Author

The principal author of these
proposed supplementary rules is Kristi
Murphy, Outdoor Recreation Planner,
BLM, Gunnison Field Office.

V. Proposed Rules

For the reasons stated in the
Preamble, and under the authority of 43
U.S.C. 315a, 1733(a)}, and 1740, and 43
CFR 8365.1-6, the State Director
proposes supplementary rules for public
lands within the Gunnison Field Office,
Colorado, to read as follows:

Supplementary Rules for the Gunnison
Basin Travel Management Plan Area
Definitions

Camping means erecting a tent or a
shelter of natural or synthetic materials,
preparing a sleeping bag or other
bedding material for use, or parking a
motor vehicle, motor home, or trailer for
the purpose or apparent purpose of
overnight occupancy.

Designated travel routes means roads
and trails open to specified modes of
travel and identified on a map of
designated roads and trails that is
maintained and available for public
inspection at the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Gunnison Field
Office, Colorado. Designated roads and
trails are open to public use in
accordance with such limits and
restrictions as are, or may be, specified
in the resource management plan (RMP)
or travel management plan (TMP), or in
future decisions implementing the RMP.
This definition excludes any road or
trail with BLM-authorized restrictions

that prevent use of the road or trail.
Restrictions may include signs or
physical barriers such as gates, fences,
posts, branches, or rocks.

Existing travel routes means
immediately recognizable motor vehicle
travel routes or two-track trails that are
not identified as closed to motorized
vehicle use by a BLM sign or map.

Public land means any land or
interest in land owned by the United
States and administered by the
Secretary of the Interior through the
BLM without regard to how the United
States acquired ownership.

Mechanized vehicle means a human-
powered mechanical device, such as a
bicycle; not powered by a motor.

Motorized vehicle means a vehicle
that is propelled by a motor or engine,
such as a car, truck, off-highway
vehicle, motorcycle, or snowmobile.

Prohibited Acts

1. Except as provided by Rule 2
below, you must not operate or possess
a motorized or mechanized vehicle in
an area designated as closed to such use
by a BLM sign or map.

2. You must not operate or possess a
mechanized or motorized vehicle except
in areas designated or routes identified
for such use by a BLM sign or map,
unless:

¢ You are using a mechanized game
cart for the purpose of retrieving a large
game animal outside of Congressionally
designated wilderness areas or
wilderness study areas; or

* You are using a motorized vehicle
for the purpose of parking or camping
within 30 feet of the edge of a
designated travel route or on existing
travel routes within 300 feet of a
designated travel route.

3. You must not operate or possess a
motorized vehicle from March 15 to
May 15 in specific areas of priority sage-
grouse habitat as designated by a BLM
sign or map, except to access private
inholdings with proper authorization.

Exceptions

These supplementary rules do not
apply to emergency, law enforcement,
and Federal or other government
vehicles while being used for official or
other emergency purposes, or to any
other vehicle use that is expressly
authorized or otherwise officially
approved by the BLM.

Penalties

Under Section 303(a) of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1733(a) and 43 CFR
8360.0-7), any person who violates any
of these supplementary rules may be
tried before a United States Magistrate

and fined no more than $1,000 or
imprisoned for no more than 12 months,
or both. Such violations may also be
subject to the enhanced fines provided
for by 18 U.S.C. 3571.

Helen M. Hankins,

Bureau of Land Management, Colorado State
Director.

[FR Doc. 2013-10896 Filed 5-7-13; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-JB-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

[NPS-PWR-PWRO-12638; PPPWGOGAY0
PPMPSAS1Z.YP0000]

Vista Grande Drainage Basin
Improvement Project, Fort Funston,
Golden Gate National Recreation Area,
San Francisco County, CA

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Intent to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement.

SUMMARY: In accordance with
§102(2)(C) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and
the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15082,
the National Park Service, together with
the City of Daly City, intends to prepare
a joint Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) to evaluate the potential
environmental effects of the proposed
Vista Grande Drainage Basin
Improvement Project (Project). The EIS/
EIR will address proposed
improvements to Daly City’s
infrastructure to address storm-related
flooding in the Vista Grande Watershed
Drainage Basin and the effects of coastal
erosion. The National Park Service
(NPS) is the lead agency for the
environmental review under NEPA. The
City of Daly City is the lead agency for
the environmental review under CEQA.

DATES: All written comments must be
postmarked not later than June 7, 2013.
Background: The Vista Grande
watershed area is located in the City of
Daly City and unincorporated
Broadmoor Village, in northwestern San
Mateo County. This watershed is
approximately 2.5 square miles in area
and is bordered by San Francisco
County to the north, Colma Creek
watershed to the south and east, and the
Pacific Ocean on the west. The Vista
Grande watershed is drained through
the Vista Grande Canal and Tunnel,
which are located in the City and
County of San Francisco, adjacent to
John Muir Drive and the southwestern
shoreline of Lake Merced. The Vista
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Migratory Bird Permit Office, Region 6

IN REPLY REFER TO MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATION:
USFWS/PERMITS Post Office Box 25486 134 Union Blvd.
Depredation Denver Federal Center (60154) Lakewood, Colorado 80228

Denver, Colorado 80225

March 15, 2013

Gunnison County Public Works Department

ATTN: Allen Moores, Assistant Public Works Director
195 Basin Park Drive

Gunnison, CO 81230

Dear Allen,

Enclosed is your renewed Depredation Permit for the Gunnison County Public Works Department to control
Common Ravens at the Gunnison County Landfill during 2013,

Per Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) 50 CFR § 22.41, permits authorizing take of migratory birds can only
be authorized for up to one year. In accordance with previous permits issued to your office for control of
Common Ravens, permit MB071941-0 will expire on December 31, 2013. The regulation also states that no
permit is required merely to haze or harass migratory birds, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service)
includes as a condition on all Depredation Permits that “active hazing, harassment, or other non-lethal
technigues must continue in conjunction with any lethal take of migratory birds.”

The supporting materials with the application (form 3-200-13) provided to this office were very helpful in our
biological review. However, these materials also brought several issues to our attention that we would like to
discuss with your office and other local partners (e.g., Colorado Parks and Wildlife, Bureau of Land
Management, USDA-APHIS Wildlife Services, Sage Grouse Working Group, etc.). The main concern at hand
is trying to balance long-term conservation of Gunnison Sage-grouse in the area with the need to reduce (and
possibly eliminate the need for) lethal take of Common Ravens at the Gunnison County Landfill. With a
projected closing date of mid-2080's for the landfill, the Service’'s Migratory Bird program does not consider
lethal control of Common Ravens at the landfill (at current or increasing levels, anyway) as a sustainable
practice. Therefore, we would like to discuss possible alternative and/or experimental methods that we could
explore onsite to reduce lethal take of Common Ravens over the long-term.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter, and we hope to hear from you soon regarding the potential to
discuss this issue. We would be glad to assist (or take the lead) with setting up a meeting, likely in the
Gunnison area to facilitate participation by local partners and possibly even conducting a site visit. If you
have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (303) 236-4403.

Brian W. Smith
Deputy Chief, Migratory Bird Program
Region 6

Enciosures: 2013 Permit #MB071941-0
50 CFR § 22.41

CC: Bridget Fahey, USFWS, ES, Region 6






Jim Cochran

From: Haga, Roger G -FS [rhaga@fs.fed.us]

Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 3:23 PM

To: Jim Cochran

Subject: FW: GUSG Festival After-Action Meeting, April 25, 2013
FYI

From: Haga, Roger G -FS

Sent: Thursday, April 25, 2013 3:00 PM

To: John Messner (JMessner@cityofgunnison-co.gov)

Cc: kmurphy@blm.gov; daveonpine@yahoo.com; Nathan Seward (nathan.seward@state.co.us)
(nathan.seward@state.co.us)

Subject: GUSG After-Action Meeting, April 25, 2013

John (and others),

| have to cover our front desk today, so here are my comments to share and/or forward regarding the GUSG Festival.

Of our 3 festivals to date, this year’s was our best in terms of organization and polish

The event is an interesting combination of 11,000 newspaper inserts (Times & Shopper), in-school workshops
(3 and 7" grade) in CB and Gunnison, and a public festival with free food, agency exhibits, live music, a strong
kids zone, raptor presentations, and run/walks (5k-10k)

Agency and exhibitor attendance was up

We had two banners over Hwy 50 and an LED-sign trailer on Hwy 135

The live music was excellent but it was only at the very end (too little too late)

We had our first good presence with WSCU students, presumably because Pat Magee invited his class to come
hear him speak (WSCU is a huge and relatively untapped audience; it’s an outdoor school and the festival covers
an outdoor topic)

Public attendance was down, reflecting that in its present form (and virtually copying the previous year) it
probably can’t sustain high interest year after year

Our two most-involved contributors from the first two years (Kristi Murphy and Dave Wiens) did not attend
This was the last of the 3 festivals that are ‘prior to’ a threatened or endangered listing (or a decision to not list).
The next festival, if we produce one, will be 6 months ‘after’ that decision

With 3 ‘pro-county’ articles provided to replace existing stories in the newspaper insert at the last minute, the
messaging seemed to focus on ‘all we’ve done’ rather than ‘the festival’s namesake’ (the species that is down to
5,000 total birds). This disconnection between what local agencies and residents feel has been reasonable, and
what the USFWS is considering, communicates interagency squabbling — not a strong message to send the
public, unless the goal is to create a confused rallying cry (and a prescription for division).

The Gunnison Sage-grouse seems to be a political football and a polarizing subject — not the kind of thing one
would normally organize a festival around.

The Gunnison Times is available to take over production of the newspaper insert; this would eliminate the
Shopper insert (If we gave the Times finished articles they would produce the layout; John would have to pay
them as it’s not something they would be able to sell ads into)

The event feels too long; instead of 9am-3pm it should be 10am-2pm

Considering the cost of the event (my guess is $12k), and the time commitment, the event is heading in the
wrong direction

This is not a bad thing; it's just where we are

There are several ways to make the event larger, and more relevant, popular, embraceable and promotable:





e |IMPROVE THE RUN.

1. VISION: A Gunnison 10k circumnavigating the city is a big deal but is not promoted outside of our valley. We
have a huge opportunity to showcase our strong city-park-and-rec amenities along the route, highlighting
these on a nice run map and having aid stations every mile or so. It could even be signed permanently. This
run route showcases excellent recreational amenities such as Legion Park, Jorgensen Park, the Ice Rink and
Softball Fields, Airport, BLM, Whitewater Park, Twin Bridges, River Park, Gunnison Elementary, Middle &
High Schools, Van Tuyl Trails, Mountaineer Bowl, and, possibly, the new WSCU Field House. Western is a top
running school and produces outdoor rec majors. With a bit of promotion by the city, county, university and
chamber, the run could become something special. And to make it more interesting, by including the 5K out-
and-back plus an out-and-back to the base area of Hartman Rocks, there could be a Half-Marathon option. A
top running school and a town that is a mecca for outdoor sports could host a nice road run.

2. DRESS THE EVENT: After 3 years, there still is no start/finish banner, no run photographer, no awards, no
marked route (chalk arrows for grass and dirt, and spray paint for roads), and no people on ‘pace bikes’ (or
motorcycles) to keep folks on course. As the city adds its planned rec paths, the event can move off of some
streets, and only improves.

3.  ADD SOMETHING WILD: Two years ago, prior to our first festival, Kristi referenced what is now the 30"
Annual Mt Taylor Winter Quadrathlon, a 4-sport race in New Mexico (distinct sections for bike, run, x-
country ski, snowshoe) to the top of Mt Taylor. It’s a way to celebrate the outdoors in the off season. Could
we create a springtime Gunnison-based equivalent that doesn’t cross Sage-grouse or avalanche terrain? This
is another promotional possibility.

e CONNECT WITH EARTH DAY. If we hold the event one week later we’d coincide with Earth Day and Earth Week
and that creates a broader event within which the Gunnison Sage-grouse still fits and around which WSCU and
our local governments, water, power and utility companies, and public communities should be able to embrace.
It elevates and expands the event from a somewhat negative topic (the controversial plight of a local bird) to, at
least on the Western Slope, a somewhat positive or at least impossible-to-ignore one (mother nature). Such an
event could celebrate nature and outdoor recreation, our huge supply of public lands, and promote related
topics such as ecosystem management (land agencies), energy and wildlife conservation, green businesses,
environmental nonprofits, ORE, recreation projects, sustainability or resiliency projects, habitat restoration
efforts, etc. Everybody’s got an initiative going and this could tie it all together. We could also create a ‘film
festival’ and/or “fundraiser dinners’ around such an event. This would also improve the possibilities for
attracting artists.

e  NAIL THE MUSIC. Festivals should be, well, festive. Music should be a mainstay, and budgeted. Especially if the
goal is for people to ‘come out and feel good.’

SANITY CHECK:

Events such as the many Sand Hill Crane Festivals that are held across America succeed because they celebrate a highly
visible species (you see cranes flying and wading in beautiful waters, hear them, and anticipate their return each year).
Birders and community members can easily embrace such an event; and it marks a season. In the case of the Gunnison
Sage-grouse, we have a bird species tied to sage, not water, which you can’t easily view, and even where you can people
don’t want you to, and while our event is held in spring it doesn’t really signal spring. So in many ways | struggle with the
viability of the concept. It might be good to take a year off of the festival (intentionally not producing it), let the political
winds evolve as they may around the proposed listing decision, and then explore the subject in another year.

Roger Haga

Resource Assistant
Gunnison National Forest
Gunnison Ranger District
216 N Colorado St
Gunnison CO 81230





