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May 10, 2007 Session of the Beaverhead County Commissioners


The Beaverhead County Board of Commissioners County, Montana, met in session on May 10, 2007, at 1:00 p.m. in the Headwaters RC&D Conference Room, 305 W. Mercury, Butte, Montana. 

Present: 

Beaverhead County Commissioners:  Chairman Garth Haugland, Mike                 McGinley, and Tom Rice.

Anaconda-Deer Lodge Commissioners:  Pete Lorello and Linda Sather

Granite County Commissioners:  Maureen Connor and Cliff Nelson.

Jefferson County Commissioner:  Ken Weber.

Powell County Commissioner:  Rem Mannix.

Others Present: 

Beaverhead Outdoors Association:  Karolin Loendorf.

Citizens for Balanced Use:  Kerry White.

Dillon Tribune Reporter:  Barbara Bauerle.

Montana Wilderness Association:  Brad Borst

RY Timber Inc.:  Jack Mahon.

Sun Mountain Lumber:  Tony Colter and Sherm Anderson.

Self:  Frank Kriewald, Cindy Kromm, Duane Johnson, and Craig Sundberg.

Commission Secretary: Patti Odasz.

Chairman Haugland convened the meeting at 1:10 p.m. and introductions were given.

Minutes of Previous Meeting:

MOTION:
Cliff moved and Linda seconded that the Minutes of the March 29, 2007 meeting be approved as submitted.  A verbal vote was taken and the motion carried unanimously.











Granite County:

Granite County’s Land Use Committee scheduled a meeting regarding the counties writing a wilderness bill. The Land Use Committee voted 2 to 1 against this proposal. Most people in this meeting were not sure about this project.  They were not for more wilderness, but no support was given for the wilderness bill project.  The Granite County Commissioners are only part-time and did not have time to get input from their constituents.  The Commissioners have made no decision, but support what Beaverhead County is doing.

Anaconda-Deer Lodge County:

Anaconda-Deer Lodge County voted three to two not to support the counties writing a wilderness bill.  The Commissioners are willing to help Beaverhead and Madison Counties but will not give support until there is a plan to review.

Powell County:

Powell County did have some meetings regarding the counties writing a wilderness bill.  Powell County is satisfied with the Partnership strategy because the Forest Plan did not look like it was good for Powell County.  Powell County is backing the Partnership because it will help get management on the forest.  

Jefferson County:

Jefferson County Commissioners voted two to one that they did not want any wilderness in Jefferson County.  This decision can be changed if the Commissioners see clears signs that the County is going to get something in return, i.e. NEPA sufficiency language or release language.  Jefferson County feels that the concept of a cooperative effort is a great idea and idealistically Jefferson County supports the Partnership Strategy by trying to bring the entitles to the table to deal with these matters.  The Jefferson County does not think that this Partnership Strategy does this because there is no sufficiency language, release language, or a guarantee that any management can be done.  Jefferson County believes that the groups in the Partnership are honest and sincere, but the radicals would still sue and nothing would be gained. Until Commissioners gets something they are comfortable with the County has nothing to offer unless the sufficiency and release language and a guarantee of management is offered. Ken stressed that before anything can be done a policy change needs to happen at the Federal level.

Cliff asked Tony why he feels the Partnership is working and how the Partnership can help Beaverhead County and Madison County in regard to wilderness.  Tony stated that the Partnership sets an example on how different groups work together to solve problems.  It is trying to set an example for groups that are historically at odds.

There was discussion about wilderness in the northern and southern counties, about the roadless issue, about the Secure Rural Schools funding not being reenacted and the hardship to the counties if the funding goes back to timber harvest monies, etc.    

It was mentioned that Senator Tester offered to hire a facilitator to help the entities involved try to come to some form of agreement.

Garth asked for public comments.

Craig Sunberg: A huge recreational base is missing.  Access is needed for everyone.  Multiple-use is a need. The counties lose a huge tax base.  Other states have extreme 4-wheel access, but not Montana.

Kerry White:  Commend what the counties are trying to do.  It is critical that all the counties support some sort of solid release language.  Nothing in the Partnership Strategy agreement states that logs will actually be cut.  The Citizens for Balanced Use offered (CBU) to help with the costs of facilitation to bring the user groups together.  The CBU will not support more wilderness unless there is release language.

Carolyn Loendorf:  Need all 56 counties behind this effort.  Talked about the devastation to the forests because of fires and that out of state snowmobiles brought in 144 million dollars into the State last year.  The natural resources need to be used to the State’s advantage.

Cindy Kromm:  Thanked the counties for their efforts today. Was sorry that Butte-Silver Bow County Commissioners chose not to support this project; they are not representing the citizens of the County.  The motorized community has felt shut out until just recently. Have tried to get maps from the Partnership showing the boundaries of the wilderness but have been stonewalled.

Duane Johnson:  Asked the counties to look closely at the Partnership; the only winner is the Wilderness Society. Logging will not be allowed.  Release language is needed.

Sherm Anderson:  There are misconceptions regarding the Partnership. There are more entities involved in the Partnership other than Sun Mountain and the Wilderness Association, i.e. RY Lumber, Rosenberg, Trout Unlimited, etc.    The Strategy is proposed draft wilderness legislation.  People think there is nothing in the Partnership Strategy for any entity but only for wilderness, there is no certainty.  The front page of the draft says that the Forest Service will adopt the Partnership Strategy.  The Strategy spells out how many acres will be harvested each year, how many acres are open for summer motorized use, and how many acres are open for winter-motorized use.  The Partnership to protect the timber industries’ interests as well as motorized recreationalists’ interests. Stressed that this is just a draft. There is more acreage open in the Strategy than in the Forest Plan. Sherm and Tony are willing to meet with the counties to see if there is any common ground.  Everyone will have to compromise.  The Forest Plan and the region dictates what is going to happen on the National Forest. All we can do is have input.  Beaverhead and Madison Counties have endorsed Alternative 5 in the Forest Plan, but the constituents are saying absolutely no more wilderness.  Not sure where the counties are coming from on this matter.  The Partnership felt it would be better to focus on one forest at a time and come to a common agreement.  The Partnership Strategy has release language.  There is no way that language will be allowed that eliminates the judicial system.  We can form policy.

Frank Kriewald:  Stated that the Strategy has more miles for recreation than Alternative 5 in the Forest Plan.  (Sherm agreed.)  Asked to see the maps of the trails and when can he see the maps. (Sherm stated anytime.)  (There was further discussion about maps, etc.)

Jack Mann:  The groups that are appealing the timber sales hope that there will not be a collaborative effort.

There were no other public comments.

Mike stated that the Beaverhead County Commissioners supported Alternative 4 in the Forest Service Plan, not Alternative 5.

CBU offered to set up a workshop at the MAC Center. There was discussion about obtaining a facilitator to facilitate a meeting between Beaverhead and Madison Counties and the Partnership.  Tom will contact the Consensus Council regarding a facilitator.  This topic will be on the MACo Districts’ 8, 9, and 12 Meeting June 14, 2007, in Dillon.

The consensus of the Commissioners present is that that solid release and NEPA sufficiency language needs to be included in any kind of agreement on the Beaverhead-Deerlodge National Forest.  Appeal language also needs to be addressed in an agreement. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 3:25 p.m.

Attest:




        Approved:

       


                                                                                                                    Clerk of the Board


          
           Chairman of the Board


                                                       

