
 

 

Southwestern Crown Collaborative Meeting Notes 

Lolo Supervisors Office, Ponderosa Pine and Grand Fir Rooms 

September 10, 2013, 1-5pm 

1. Present: Bruce Rieman, Mitch Doherty, Cory Davis, Faye Krueger, Jim Burchfield, Sandy Mack, 

Jim Durglow, Tony Inchashola, Jim Innes, Rich Kehr, Ken Barber, Brenda Lindlief-Hall, Tim Love, 

Melanie Parker, Megan Birzell 

2. Brief Updates: 

a. Tim Love Introduced Tony Inchashola, Director Salish & Pend O’Reille Culture 

Commission and Jim Durglow, Tribal Forestry Department Head.  

b. Notes from August meeting were approved. 

c. Biomass update: Roger Marshall, SEC, has been tracking Granting program opportunities 

for biomass feasibility. He has attended meetings and made connections – there is 

nothing concrete yet.  The CSKT is engaged in pursuing biomass opportunities as well.  

They are looking at a more detailed assessment of availability with feasible access over 

the next 10 year period.  CSKT have been involved with UW.   

North West Advance Renewable Alliance is working to make jet fuel with biomass.  

Another exploration is Bio-digestion process rather than heat. 

Angela is looking into other ways to transport biomass, rather than chips (liquid).  

Angela said if folks are interested she’d be interested in getting together with 4-5 folks 

to continue the biomass dialogue.  Angela had been on a detail for a year and now she is 

back.  We did have projects planned (UM biomass and Pyramid Lumber combined plant 

at the mill).  U of M still has a commitment to carbon neutrality.  The plant was not 

economically feasible given the downturn in the economy.  The Tribes participate in the 

wood products round table. Gary and Melanie will organize a phone call with Ann, Rich 

and Angela, Mo, Gordy and Julie to discuss. 

d. A public meeting on the Beaver Creek purpose and need will be held December 4 from 

3-5pm at the Condon Community Hall. We have weaved the input from the SWCC into 

the initial purpose and need draft to be discussed at this public meeting. 

e. Gary and Anne Carlson have organized community meetings October 23, 24th in Ovando 

and 30th in Seeley Lake to look at new opportunities in those areas. 

f. Horseshoe West has no appeals to date. Glacier Loon had ten claims and 498 complaint 

paragraphs to address. 

3. Faye Krueger – Region 1 Perspective:  



 

 

a. The Region 1 FY14 budget was reduced 10% from previous years.  The Regional Office 

passed on an 8% cut to the Forests and absorbed the rest. Additional cuts are likely in 

future years. CFLR was fully funded by WO and is still strongly supported. 

b. The Forest Service will be working under the Objections Process instead of the Appeal 

Process for most projects after September.  If there is an objection the Forest Service 

can hold an open meeting to work through the issue(s) prior to a decision being made. If 

resolution can’t be reached the decision is made with no appeal process.  If parties still 

have concerns they must go directly to litigation.  

c. We are fortunate Jodi Bush is the USFWS Field Supervisor in Helena.  We are working 

with USFWS to improve consultation efficiencies.  The USFWS is understaffed right now 

which affects our ability to move projects through consultation.  We are working with 

them to offset costs for some FWS positions. USFWS will be holding BA/BO training for 

USFS and USFWS in January.   

d. Region 1 is exploring working with the USFWS through Section 7 (a)(1) of the ESA, which 

in-turn should help work through Section 7 (a)(2) of ESA.   

e. We hope to work with the USFWS for the SWCC Biodiversity Conservation Strategy using 

Section 7(a)(1). We also plan to work with CEQ to find efficiencies in NEPA analysis for 

the SW Crown landscape.  The SW Crown was one of 6 proposals we sent to WO. 

f. Faye has been working closely with Bob Harrington to bring different partners in and 

use different tools.  Once she has something solid she will share with the SWCC.  We 

need to partner in order to make a difference on the ground, especially in-light of 

declining budgets.  It is hard to get investments in the planning side of things.  There 

may be opportunities we need to explore there. 

4. Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes: 

a. Jim Durglow: The SWCC meets the Tribes’ goals in restoration.  People have always been 

part of the forest here – for 10,000 years.  We want an active fuels program and to 

introduce fire back onto the landscape.  We are always looking for partners and applied 

research.  Whitebark pine is important to us as are bull trout, streams and wetlands. 

b. Tony Inchasola: CSKT includes Indian groups from MT, ID, WA, OR, and Canada. The 

“Pend Orielle” name was given to the Kalispell tribe by trappers, meaning something 

hanging from ear.  Tony discussed the history and strong link between the CSKT people 

and the land.  The land is part of who they are.  

Secluded areas play an important role in their religion, and they are almost non-existent 

now – only National Forests and National Parks provide this for their grandchildren and 

the next 7 generations. National Forests still hold those things that are important to 

them and their culture. Respect all living things as one – this was passed down to them.  

It all plays a role in their survival.   They are interested in doing some Whitebark pine 

work in the Missions. 



 

 

5. Citizen Science:  

a. Next week Cory will be working with the Lolo Restoration Committee and local students 

on forest monitoring using the Rapid Forest Assessment protocols. 

6. A briefing paper on citizen science was discussed. It was agreed that there was strong support 

for doing more citizen science work in the SW Crown, however the level of commitment would 

need to be tied to more concrete ideas and outcomes. Cory will continue to work with the core 

group of citizen science individuals and develop a more detailed report with options for both 

one-day events and longer-term monitoring for discussion at a future meeting. The benefits are 

more outreach and educational, not just monitoring.  The time commitments are large.  We will 

look for partnering and outside funding opportunities. 

7. Vegetation Working Group Chair: it was agreed that we needed a strong chair to move this 

group forward. Discussed some potential leads for the group. Some concern about bringing in 

an individual without some knowledge of the history of the group. For now, it was decided that 

Cory would be the temporary chair.  

8. Update on Biodiversity Conservation Strategy: 

a. All of the dialogue over the past 1 ½ to 2 years within the SWCC on the Forests and at 

the RO has led to completing a science based SW Crown wide vegetation assessment 

with consistent and FS compatible base data across the SW Crown.  The assessment will 

identify the ecosystem diversity and any underrepresented or threatened components.  

This will build on the framework Jon and Carolyn used for the prioritization committee 

and will also meet the needs of upcoming Forest Plan required assessments. 

b. The terrestrial assessment will describe past, present, and potential future conditions 

without making any judgments about where treatments should occur.  We need to also 

look at the watershed information and assessments at the same time.  These 

assessments and other information will then be used to create a biodiversity 

conservation strategy for the SW Crown. 

c. Bruce will send documentation on potential approaches to integrating the aquatics 

and vegetation components to Cory and Sandy. 

d. This could allow for the use of an experimental design in implementation and 

monitoring.  

9. Update on Coordinator role, SWCC capacity, and planning for the future:  

a. Much larger discussion is needed.  Gary will head up discussion for a long-term plan for 

the future.  We can count on getting CFLR funding – need to strategically plan. 

b. Cory and Sandy should look at Megan’s list and see what each of them could pick up. 

10. Overview of Journal of Forestry Adaptive Management article: Cory gave a brief outline of the 

paper that discusses how an experimental design can be incorporated into forest planning to 



 

 

better answer questions of concern. He would like to have a more in-depth discussion of the 

topic at a future meeting. 

11. Co-chair vote: Sandy will send out a survey monkey for SWCC members to vote. 

12. October meeting was cancelled due to conflicts. Next meeting will be November 12, 1-4pm. 


