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Meeting Notes: SWCC Collaborative 
 
January 25, 2016 
 
Seeley Lake Historic Barn 
 
 
Attending (please note that names were recorded from verbal introductions, 
potential spelling errors on names noted as [SP?], * denotes SWCC voting member): 
 
Jim Burchfield*, SWCC Co-chair (recorder) 
Cory Davis*, SWCC Coordinator 
Jon Haufler*, Ecosystem Management Research Institute 
Anne Dahl*, SWCC 
Matt Arno*, Blackfoot Challenge/Montana Forest Restoration Committee 
Bill Wall*, Clearwater Resource Council 
Rebekah Rafferty*, Swan Valley Connections 
Zack Porter, MT Wilderness Association 
Adam Switalski, In-Roads Consulting 
Dave Atkins, Lolo Restoration Committee 
Jake Kreilick, Lolo Restoration Committee 
Ed Monnig, FS Retiree 
Karen Laitala, Powell County Weed Coordinator/Blackfoot Challenge 
Scott Eggeman, MT FWP 
Pat Shanley, BSLRP Team Wildlife Biologist 
Rachel Feigley, District Ranger, Seeley Lake RD 
Tami Paulsen, Seeley Lake District Team Leader, Center Horse Project 
Ron Ewert (SP?), FS 
Phil Shelmerdine, Seeley Lake RD FMO 
Beth Wood, Lolo NF Silviculturist 
Eric Tonn (SP?), FS 
Shane Hendrickson, FS East Zone, Lolo NF, Fish Biologist 
Katie Van Alstyne, Blackfoot/Swan Landscape Restoration Project Team Leader 
 
  
Proceedings: 
 

 Cory Davis opened the meeting and reviewed the agenda.  He announced the 
results of an on-line vote for a new Co-Chair for the SWCC Collaborative to 
take the place of Anne Dahl, and there was consensus to appoint Jim 
Burchfield as a new Co-Chair to join Gary Burnett.   The group congratulated 
Jim Burchfield as the new Co-Chair. 

 Katie Van Alstyne provided an update on the Blackfoot-Swan Landscape 
Restoration Project (BSLRP). She circulated a two-page handout that 
discussed the timeline and project development process.  During the 
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discussion period Van Alstyne indicated that BSLRP is technically considered 
a CFLRP “project” and it will be nested within directives of the land 
management plans for each of the three affected National Forests.  Although 
the Flathead and Helena/Lewis and Clark National Forests expect drafts of 
their revised plans to emerge in 2016, BSLRP currently falls under the 
guidance of existing forest plans.   

 The group wondered if the BSLRP plan would attempt to integrate 
experimental designs (replication of treatments, controls, etc.) in project 
proposals to get better indications of long-term treatment effectiveness.  It 
appears this approach might only be viable in the mid- to higher-elevation 
zones, because treatment designs in the lower elevations are guided by so 
many other factors.  The big challenge with this approach will be in 
attempting to replicate patterns on the landscape.  We also need to be careful 
of making the distinction between research (which can’t be funded with 
Forest System dollars) and monitoring (which can be). This could be 
addressed through careful descriptions of monitoring projects. 

 Prior to the main item on the agenda, the review of the Center Horse project, 
Cory Davis reviewed the SWCC project objectives, offering an update to the 
SWCC Committee on the progress to date on accomplishments in each 
objective area.  The electronic version of the tables showing 
accomplishments had been sent previously to committee members via email.  

 District Ranger Rachel Feigley and Fish Biologist Shane Hendrickson 
provided a Powerpoint presentation on the Center Horse Landscape 
Restoration Project.  A printed version of the Powerpoint was circulated to 
committee members.  Feigley indicated that a similar presentation had been 
made earlier in the month to the public at the Seeley Lake Community Hall, 
where about 20 people had attended.  Hendrickson summarized the purpose 
and need of the project, indicating the design provided a two pronged 
approach to address the two major problems in the area: (1) an extensive, 
eroding set of low quality, “jammer” roads remaining on the landscape (some 
of these located on newly acquired lands); and (2) a skewed, overly 
homogeneous vegetative structure across these watersheds from prior 
practices (old sheep drives/overgrazing; prior logging practices; fire 
suppression).  The focus of treatments within the landscape restoration 
project would be to improve forest resiliency to disturbances via aggressive 
road decommissioning and road improvements, the application of prescribed 
fire, and commercial and pre-commercial timber operations to create a 
diversity of patterns and vegetative structure on the landscape.  Whitebark 
Pine restoration is a driver for some of the prescribed burns. He indicated 
that extensive work had been completed on private lands in the lower 
reaches of Cottonwood, Monture, and Dunham creeks to improve watershed 
condition and upstream improvements were sorely needed. 

 The SWCC Collaborative engaged in a lengthy discussion with Hendrickson 
and the other Forest Service staff present at the meeting.  Topics included the 
scope of prescribed burning, consequences of treatments to wildlife habitat 
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and sensitive species, likelihood of the treatments meeting objectives of 
vegetative diversity, economic impacts of the treatments, impact on fire 
suppression effectiveness, and recreation impacts.  

 After lunch the question and answer sessions on the Center Horse Project 
continued until all relevant topics of interest had been covered.  The Forest 
Service staff departed to allow the SWCC Collaborative to meet on its own. 

 The SWCC Collaborative discussed recommendations to the Forest Service on 
the Center Horse Project.  Nearly a dozen suggestions were raised.  The 
group agreed that the SWCC Collaborative supports the modified proposed 
action in the DEIS (Alternative B).  

 Burchfield indicated that he would supply to Davis the first draft of a 
comment letter on the Center Horse project as well as the day’s meeting 
minutes by the end of the week.  Davis will circulate the draft letter to SWCC 
members. The deadline for comments on the Center Horse project is 
February 16, 2016.   

 Davis indicated that he would also circulate the current draft of the comment 
letter on the Beaver Creek project for the SWCC Collaborative members 
immediately, so these comments could be received by the February 1, 2016 
deadline.   

 The SWCC Collaborative reviewed the budget for the FY2016 monitoring 
program that had been circulated and approved late in 2015.   The group 
again affirmed the list of projects (the spreadsheet with specific budgets had 
been made available to committee members via email).  Davis indicated that 
even with a potential reduction of 17% in CFLRP budgets across the nation 
due to national-level belt-tightening, the SWCC monitoring projects could 
still be completed. 

 Jon Haufler described progress on the terrestrial assessment project he has 
undertaken for BSLRP, reporting that the work should be completed by the 
end of April 2016.   

 The meeting was adjourned. 
 
 


