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UP-Date is a publication of the Uncompahgre Plateau Project for interest-
ed citizens of Western Colorado; and for all those who are attracted to
the past, present and future of the Uncompahgre Plateau.

For more information about the Uncompahgre Plateau Project and its
components, educational opportunities, public meetings and presenta-

tions, field days, volunteer work, and other events, or if you want to
become involved in any way, please contact:
uP
Phone: (970) 252-6002 + e-mail: UP@UPproject.org
web: www.UPproject.org

LOGGINGAS A
RESTORATION TOOL

by Nancy Fshering

2002 was a year when the media began to focus
on the need for restoration forestry in Colorado and
the West. “Fxing our Forests Means Joining Hands”
— Arizona Republic, “Hddling as Colorado Burns” -
Denver Post,“Beetles Ravage State Woodlands” —
Rocky Mountain News, among others, addressed the
great need for restoration projects in the forests of
western USA.

Restoration efforts are designed to accomplish a
variety of forest health goals from reducing fuel loads
to addressing huge insect epidemics. The solutions
are as varied as the problems on the ground, but
many agree that logging and mechanical treatments
are very necessary tools in the toolbox.

While the headlines are relatively new, the local
forestry businesses have been aware of the forest
health problems and have invested strategically to be
able to provide the right treatment on the ground.

(continued on page 12)
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ON~GOING EFFORTS

DRY CREEK FAPPY CANYON AND SPRING CREZK
WATERSHEDS:
AN UFDATE ON RESTORATION PLANNING

by Amanda Clements

Editors note: The Watershed Prioritization Workshop that took place towards the end of 2002 (see UP-Date — Issue
4 — What’s UP with UP or visit our web site at www.UPproject.org), resulted in the selection of the firs two water -
sheds - Dry Creek and Soring Creek (including also Happy Canyon) — in which UP would focus its restoration efforts.
Snce then, an interdisciplinary team made up of ecologists, scientists and land users from the agencies, and other
groups and organizations, including members of the Public Lands Partnership, was formed. The “Mosaic Group” was
thus born. Led by ID team leader John Moore (USFS representative in the UP Technical Committee), the Mosaic
Group has been working non-stop to prepare for the implementation of on-the-ground restoration projects on the
Uncompahgre Plateau in 2003. BLM ecologist Amanda Clements and CDOW habitat biologist Jim Garner, with
ample knowledge in the use and implementation of GIS (Geographic Information System) software, led the group
through a complex, yet common sense and scientifically sound process. This process has resulted in the selection and
prioritization of restoration projects for the watersheds under consideration. Following are two articles written by
Amanda and Jim that will inform the readers about the step by step approach used by the Mosaic Group.

Over the past 6 months, the UP group has been
busily getting started on restoration efforts on the
Uncompahgre Plateau. Once the two watersheds were
identified as priorities for vegetation restoration,
numerous UP partners began developing a strategy to
do this on the 220,000 acre watersheds. The two
watersheds contain many of the problems that the
Uncompahgre Plateau as a whole faces. Issues such as
fire danger and the urban/wildland interface, declining
populations of rare species and mule deer, power
transmission line security, and declining range and for-
est health are prominent concerns in these water-
sheds. As aresult, these watersheds are like a micro-
cosm of the whole Plateau, and if a strategy to address
the problems works well here, it will probably work
well across the entire Plateau.

It is the general perception of the partners that
there is a now an imbalance in the vegetation age
classes and their arrangement (aka the vegetation
mosaic), and this is causing many of the problems on
the Plateau. The proportions of vegetation age classes,
merz003-s0es] - and the way they are distributed has
tremendous implications for the users and
inhabitants of the Plateau—including human,
plant and animal. For example, while a
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young age class may be very beneficial for controlling
wildfire to protect aresidence, it may be unusable for
a bird species that nests in mature woodland, but may
provide habitat for a sunlightdoving wildflower. It is
this tradeoff of values and benefits that the UP part-
ners seek to balance with their restoration efforts.

The first piece of the strategy for restoration
deals with developing objectives that spell out how
the vegetation in the watersheds should look—that is
how much of each age class and how large of patches
should occur in a given zone. Since the objectives
become the “target” that our on the ground activities
will be directed toward, it is very important that they
be descriptive and achievable.

Because of the need to find balance, a process
was used to develop objectives that incorporated this
need. A meeting of UP partners, interested public, and
scientists took place in December to identify what val-
ues and needs in the watersheds should drive restora-
tion activities, and where they occur on the landscape.
Although many values were described, the group
determined that only a few were dependent on the
age class and its arrangement. Ultimately, the follow-
ing issues were selected for establishment of objec-
tives within the two watersheds: the rare Gunnison
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Sage Grouse and the Canada lynx, the wildland/urban
interface, the transmission lines, and natural ecological
function. When each of these issues is mapped, the
entire 2 watershed area will be covered by one or sev-
eral objectives. Where objectives overlap, the ones list-
ed first above take precedence. The objectives them-
selves were then developed by subgroups of the UP
partners with relevant field and scientific experience.
Once we had defined the objectives, a GIS
(Geographic Information System) analysis was used to
determine how the current vegetation measured up
relative to the objectives. This was very informative,
because it yielded some surprises. On average, there
is too little of the young and old age classes, and too
much of the middle age classes of vegetation. Also, in
most areas, there were too few small, and large patch-
es of vegetation, and too many mid-sized patches.
Following the analysis, restoration projects were
solicited from the UP partners for BLM, USFS and
CDOW lands. These were generated by interests as
diverse as mule deer biologists and fire management
specialists. Projects include approaches as diverse as
seeding of native species, controlled burns, hand thin-
ning of trees, rollerchopping of trees, setting aside
areas for vegetation to mature, and other methods.
The majority of land in the watersheds is not slated for
any project, but instead for natural processes to oper-
ate. Each project was screened against the objective,
and modified to ensure its compatibility. As a second
screening, projects are checked to make sure they are
compatible with the needs of various wildlife indicator
species. The end result is an array of projects—each
with a proponent and designed to meet a given
need—but taken together they achieve the larger
objective for alarger chunk of the landscape. The part-
ners are nearing the end of this phase of the strategy.
Once the project screening is completed, the
Environmental Assessment will be written. It is slated
to be completed by mid to late summer. After afinal
decision is made, project layout and implementation
can begin. (Hopefully late summer to early fall 2003).
This process is envisioned to take 10-15 years. The
partners recognize that we are operating from a posi-
tion of incomplete knowledge and understanding of
how this ecosystem works. Because of this, we are
placing emphasis on monitoring the outcome of proj-
ects, engaging with scientists to answer larger ques-
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tions about these ecosystems, and adapting our strate-
gy based on the findings.

Amanda Clements is originally from Northern
California. She received a B in Biology from College
of William and Mary in Virginia, and served 2 yearsin
Peace Corps Kenya as an aquaculture extension agent.
She later eturned to USA to receive a M from CSU
R. Collins in Range Ecology. Having worked one year
in Uganda, in a wildlife park doing habitat studies, she
returned to a Grand Junction BLM seasonal position
doing Ecological Ste Inventory for Blue Creek area on
the northern end of the Uncompahgre Plateau. She
was later hired as an ecologist for the Uncompahgre
Feld Office and has worked there for the past 10
years...and as she puts it “really enjoys it!” Amanda
brings a wealth of knowledge, experience and common
sense to the UP efforts and has been instrumental in
designing the restoration planning efforts that took
place over the past 6 months. You can contact Amanda
at amanda_clements@co.blm.gov !
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DRY CREEK, HATY CANYON AND
SPRINGCREEK WATERSHEDS:
IMPACT . VALUATION SPECIES

The proposed actions in the Analysis Unit (AU),
were driven primarily by habitat considerations. The
amount of a given habitat, patch sizes and distribu-
tion (“mosaic driver”) were all considered. Proposed
changes to the existing mosaic follow the suggested
guidelines, and work towards achieving the stated
goals for each habitat type or “mosaic driver”. In
order to evaluate the potential effect of changing the
habitat on wildlife, a suite of species were selected to
represent the various habitat needs of wildlife across
the landscape.

The selection of species to evaluate began with
existing lists generated by the USFS, BLM and
CDOW. These lists included species that were desig-
nated as Threatened or Endangered (T&B),
Management Indicator Species (MIS) or Sensitive
Species (SS). In most cases, these species were
incorporated into the evaluation. However, there

Soecies Incorporated In the Analysis

by Jm Garner

were some potentially impacted habitat types, prima-
rily in the lower elevations, that were underrepresent-
ed, or not represented by a species at al. In order to
evaluate the potential impacts of treatments in all the
various habitats, representative “indicator” species
were also selected. These selections were not neces-
sarily based on perceived rarity or potential threat to
the population. Instead, the analysis incorporated the
habitat needs of these species, and the potential
impacts were gauged against these needs. The intent
is to minimize impacts to those species utilizing habi-
tats we wish to alter.

The following tables delineate all the species that
were considered for incorporation into the analysis.
Some were utilized, and for various reasons, others
were not.

species Habitat Type Represented/Reason For Inclusion

rewer’s Sparrow

Closed Canopy Sagebrush/Indicator For Impacted Habitat Type

Jlack-Throated Gray Warbler

Dense Canopy Pinyon-Juniper/ Indicator For Impacted Habitat Type

3urrowing Owl

Open Grassland/Sensitive Species

s0shawk Contiguous Open Canopy Mature Forest/ MIS

’inyon Jay Mixed Mid-Late Pinyon Juniper Forest/ MIS

dairy Woodpecker Mid-Late Succession Spruce-Hr Forest/ MIS

Sray Hycatcher Open Mixed PJSagebrush Woodland/Indicator For Impacted Habitat
Sray Vireo PJ Woodland & Salt Desert Edge/Indicator For Impacted Habitat Type

.oggerheaded Shrike

Salt Desert-Grassland /Sensitive Species

.ewis’ Woodpecker

Open Ponderosa Pine Forest/ MIS

3unnison Sage-grouse

Open Canopy Sagebrush/Candidate Species

Abert’s Squirrel

Mature Ponderosa Pine Stands/MIS

3lack Bear Mature Mixed Mountain Shrub/MIS

Ik Mature Mixed Aspen/MIS

Viule Deer Early Mixed PJ Sagebrush/MIS

ynx Mature Coniferous Forest/Endangered Species

mmer 2008 -ss0es]. Pine Martin

Old Growth Spruce Fr/MIS

Rainbow Trout

Mid-Hevation Coldwater Stream/ MIS

Colorado River
Cutthroat Trout

High Hevation Coldwater Stream/MIS
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Fecies Rejected For Incorporation In The Analysis

Species Habitat Type Represented/Reason For Inclusion
Humpback Chub Endangered FHsh - Occur Downstream Of Analysis Unit
Colorado Pikeminnow Proposed Actions Will Not Cause Water Depletion
Razorback sucker

Bonytail Shrub

Boreal Toad (Candidate)

No Confirmed Locations In The Analysis Unit

Desert Bighorn Sheep (MIS)

No Confirmed Locations In The Analysis Unit

Brown Trout (MIS)

Non-native - Confirmed Locations In Several Waters But Habitat IS Generally
Poor Due To Water Depletion Activities

Red Crosshill (MIS)

Coniferous Generalist — Overlap With Numerous Other Species

Peregrine Falcon (T&E)

No Nesting In Analysis Area - 15 Mile Buffer Meaningless

Juniper Titmouse

PJ Generalist — Overlap With Pinyon Jay and BT Gray Warbler

Red-naped Sapsucker

Habitat Needs/Distribution Overlap With Hairy Woodpecker

Grace’'s Warbler

Habitat Needs/Distribution Overlap With Abert’s Squirrel

Bald Eagle (Threatened)

Winter Resident — Habitat Generalist

Blackfooted Ferret (Endangered)

No Confirmed Locations/Unsuitable Habitat Within Analysis Unit

Southwest Willow Hycatcher
(Endangered)

Analysis Unit On the Edge of Range/Proposed Actions Will Not Occur In
Suitable Habitat

Mexican Spotted Owl

Previous Surveys Have Been Unsuccessful/ Proposed Actions Will Not Impact

(Threatened) Suitable Habitat

Whooping Crane No Suitable Habitat/No Confirmed Locations In Analysis Unit
(Endangered)

Uncompahgre fritillary No Suitable Habitat/ No Confirmed

Butterfly (Endangered) Locations In Analysis Unit

For each of the species selected for incorporation, a
potential distribution map for the AU was created
based on known distribution and/or vegetation.
Habitat requirements were researched using the
Colorado Breeding Bird Atlas, USFS Forest Plan,
Partners-In-Hight Pulbications, and CDOW manage-
ment guidelines. These maps are intended for use
as “red flags” in the initial GIS analysis. Best man-
agement practices, breeding period, and migratory
characteristics will be considered in the analysis. If
necessary the project will be modified to minimize
impacts, and preserve sufficient habitat for the
species represented by the “indicator”.

Jim Garner holds a BS degree in Ehvironmental
Biology and is currently employed as a Habitat
Biologist with the DOW in Montrose. He has worked
very closely with the UP Mosaic Team, to ensure all
wildlife concerns are embraced by the UP efforts and
wildlife habitat improved through UP restoration
projects. He is the new co-representative for the
DOW in the UP Technical Committee, together with

Bruce Watkins. !
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NATIVE SEEDPFROGRAM UFDATE

One of the many exciting UP projects is the
Native Seed Program. A brief introduction to this
program was outlined in the first issue of UPP-Date
in 2001. This program developed out of concern
expressed by community members, agency range
managers, biologists, scientists and others that native
plants are diminishing or being replaced by undesir-
able non-native species. The introduction of non-
native plants on the Plateau has been aresult of
many factors, mostly related to human activities.
Some causes of non-native seed introduction include
movement of seeds attached to motorized vehicles,
reclamation of disturbed sites with non-native seeds
or native seed stocks contaminated with non-natives,
feeding domestic livestock with hay from outside
areas and movement of seeds from adjacent sites by
wildlife and livestock.

The UP Partners recognized the importance of
using native plant seeds for restoration from the
beginning. Native seeds, however, are often difficult
and expensive to buy, especially as a result of
reseeding the large fires in the Western U.S. in
recent years. The UP Partners felt that local seeds
from the Uncompahgre should be used whenever
possible during restoration treatments and a local
seed source was necessary. Thus began the UP
Native Seed Program. The effort initially began with
aroom full of agency range specialists, botanists,
ecologists, biologists and university scientists identi-
fying the native species most important to the
Uncompahgre Plateau. This list was then boiled
down to a priority list of grass, forb and shrub
species most adaptable to seed collection and prop-
agation.

UP hired Steve Monsen (see biography), a highly
regarded retired botanist/ecologist with the USDA
Shrub Science Laboratory in Provo, Utah, to lead the
Native Seed Program. Subsequent meetings were
held with the Upper Colorado Environmental Plant
Center (UCHEPC) at Meeker and the CSU Rogers
Mesa Research Center (CSU) to develop a propaga-
tion and research program for the native seeds to be
collected from the Uncompahgre Plateau. In the
spring of 2003 five employees, including two college
students, an environmental chemist, a pro-
fessional range conservationist and a plant
material specialist were hired to work with
Steve to begin identifying and working with
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by Rick Sherman

native plant concentration sites for seed collection.
Shrub management sites were selected for mountain
mahogany and serviceberry and two species of sage-
brush. Shrubs were thinned and pruned.

Sagebrush study sites were mowed on each side of
the study specimens to reduce competition from
other plants. Plants were tagged and studies began
to collect information on plant enhancement and
productivity as well as learning more about the
impacts of disease and insects.

Howering sequences are monitored on a weekly
basis, which will be followed by seed collection and
germination. Plant germination and other studies
will be conducted over a three year period. A vari-
ety of studies will be performed at the research facil -
ities and may include DNA analysis to compare
genetic differences of the same species from differ-
ent areas in Colorado and the surrounding states.
This information will be important for understanding
the applicability of using locally adapted seeds in
other regions in addition to having a better under-
standing of the compatibility of using the same
species from other states or locations for restoration
efforts on the Plateau.

Seeds collected by the native plant crew will be
propagated on small acreages at the UCHPC (Six
species) and CSU (four species) centers to develop
“foundation” crops. The foundation crops will then
be made available for local commercial growers to
develop for commercial supplies, which can then be
used for the UP restoration efforts, wildfire restora-
tion and other native seed projects. Utilizing local
growers will help sustain the local agricultural econo-
my while sustaining ecological values on the
Uncompahgre Plateau.

In addition to locating and collecting native seeds,
the Native Plant Program will be conducting a litera-
ture review of where plants have been observed,
studying collections in the federal land management
herbariums, developing data on 40 priority species,
listing flowering and ripening dates and overlaying
information on maps by soils, plant communities,
slope, aspect and elevation. Seed collection sites
will be located using GPS units and catalogued in
the land management agency data banks for future
reference. Maps will also be created showing seed
collection sites. The number of species collected
and germinated for seed production will increase
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over ime as Tunaing becomes avallanle. Founaation
seeds for commercial development on some of the
species should be available by the fall of 2004.

The Native Seed Program is funded primarily by the
BLM Native Plant Development Program in coopera-
tion with UP, UCHPC and CSU. Special thanks go to
Washington BLM Program Director Steve Caicco for
his interest and support and local BLM Wildlife
Biologist Bob Welch for his efforts in securing funding
and assisting with the program.

If you would like more information on the Native
Seed Program please feel free to contact UP
Technical Coordinator Rick Sherman at 970-249-
6154.

Rick Sherman recently retired after a 30-year career as
a wildlife biologist with the Colorado Divison of
Wildlife. He graduated from Colorado Sate University
with a degree in fisheries biology. Prior to working for
CDOW he worked for California Game and Fish, study -
ing the impacts of water development, logging and
road building on salmon, steelhead and other anadro -
mous species.

In 1976 Rick began a new assgnment with CDOW in
Montrose as the environmental and habitat biologist for

southwes Loloraao.

Rick also served as one of the two original coordina -
tors in Colorado for the prototype Habitat Partnership
Program (HPP).

Rick spent many years working with the USFS and
BLM on “CO-OF’ projects utilizing CDOW funds for
doing wildlife projects on public lands. A great deal of
his career has been spent working in the area of
wildlife habitat enhancement in Western Colorado.

Rick is the owner of a consulting business named
“Wildlife Habitat and Natural Resource Secialigs’. He
Served as a past president of both the Colorado Sate
University and Colorado/Wyoming Chapters of the
American Fisheries Society. He also served on the inter -
national board of directors for the AFS Rick served on
the board of directors of the Colorado Chapter of the
Wildlife Society in addition to holding several postions
with CWS He is associated with numerous professional
and conservation organizations nationally and locally.

Rick can be reached at: rtsherman@dmea.net !

MEET (P NATIVE SEED PROCGRAM L EADER, MR. STEFHEN B MONSEN

Stephen B. Monsen is aretired Botanist/
Ecologist from the USDA, Forest Service, Rocky
Mountain Station, Shrub Sciences Project, Provo,
Utah. Steve was born and educated in central
Utah. His parents and grandparents were live-
stock operators and Steve spent most of his sum-
mers herding sheep on the Wasatch Mountains.
He attended Snow Junior College in Ephraim,
Utah and received his BS from Brigham Young
University in Agronomy and Animal Science. He
remained at BYU working toward a Masters
Degree in Botany and Range Science. For his mas-
ter study, he spent two years in Jackson, WY
investigating the impacts of elk grazing on por-
tions of the Gros Ventre drainage. Upon comple-
tion of school in 1960, he was hired by the Utah
Fish and Game Department to participate in a
study dealing with the restoration of big game
winter ranges. Studies were located at the historic
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Great Basin Research Station, Ephraim. This is the
oldest watershed and range station in the West. At
this location, Steve became acquainted and was
tutored by A. Perry Plummer, one of the early sci-
entists associated with range and habitat improve-
ment. Scientists at the GBRS center were involved
with the first efforts to restore native shrubs
including big sagebrush and rubber rabbitbrush.
Although these species were recognized as impor-
tant browse plants, seeding sagebrush on deterio-
rated rangelands was not popular with many land
managers. The project was involved with studies
to restore woody and herbaceous plant communi-
ties. Seed cleaning and planting equipment were
developed to harvest, process, and plant a num-
ber of new species.

In 1968, Steve was transferred to Boise,
ID to work as a Forest Service Scientist at
the Forest Sciences Laboratory. At this loca-
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tion, Steve was assigned to develop restoration
practices to stabilize logging roads and logging
disturbances that had caused considerable dam-
age to the Salmon River drainages. He was
assigned to develop plant materials, planting tech-
niques, and erosion control measures to stabilize
steep and harsh disturbances. Two years after
arriving in Boise, Steve was reassigned to the Utah
Big Game Project that had been relocated to
Provo, UT. Steve was assigned the added responsi-
bility to investigate and develop plants and
restoration measures to restore game and range-
lands in Idaho. He ultimately developed a long-
term cooperative project with Idaho BLM to inves-
tigate the restoration of cheatgrass infested range-
lands. This project ultimately grew to aid the
Bureau and Forest Service in establishment of the
Great Basin Initiative and the Native Plant
Programs. In 1998 and 2000 he was able to estab-
lish an extensive project with BLM to initiate the
development of a native forb program for the
Great Basin. The project includes selection and
identification of site adapted ecotypes for the
semi arid shrublands, and the involvement of com-
mercial growers to produce material to restore big
sagebrush sites currently occupied by annual
weeds.

Steve was invited by the New South Wales
Government, Australia to evaluate their range pro-
grams and furnish recommendations to redirect
their research efforts. His suggestions lead to
increased cooperation with scientists from both
countries, and the establishment of a native plant
restoration program within this state.

Steve has been responsible for the release of
numerous native plants for range, watershed, and
wildlife restoration. He has authored many articles
and books, and has sponsored and directed vari-
ous workshops and symposiums throughout the
West.

Steve is married, and he and his wife, Lois,
have three children and 12 grandchildren. Steve
and Lois reside in Mapleton, Utah but seem to
spend time on the road at basketball games, golf
tournaments, dance practice, and choir perform-
ances. He is particularly interested in conditions
on the Colorado Plateau, and the similarities of
problems that exist in the tree and shrublands
within the Great Basin. He is committed to the
improvement of range and wildlands that have
been seriously altered and currently fail to sustain

the multitude of resources they are capable of.
1

BURN CANYONTFIELD DAY SETS THE STAGE FOR DIA-
LOGUE AND COMMUNITY WORK

On May 21, the Public Lands Partnership (PLP), one
of the four UP partners, led a tour to the Burn Canyon

wildfire site to start dialogue about “what constitutes a

healthy forest”. This gathering was triggered by a
potential appeal from local environmental interests to
a salvage sale proposed by the USFS. San Miguel
County Commissioner and member of the PLP
Executive Committee Art Goodtimes and Steve
Schrock, PLP representative in the UP Technical
Committee, organized and led this visit to the site,
with the purpose of bringing conflicting and interested
parties to the land, to learn from each other, listen to
— = €ach other’'s concerns, share information
and find common ground.

Among the concerns expressed by the
participants, the lack of longterm (10 year
plus) monitoring on the part of the USFS
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Art Goodtimes facilitates a rich dialogue between local
environmental groups, USFS officials, timber industry
representatives and interested members
of the community.
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officials patiently and professionally addressed them
one by one.

As aresult of a whole day of masterfully facilitated
(by Art) dialogue, brainstorming and learning, the dif-
ferent interest groups began to blend into what
seemed more like a community, with a common pur-
pose...the health of the forest. A potential solution
was identified, one in line with PLP's mission as well
as with UP’s purpose: a Community Based Monitoring
(CBM) demonstration project. The scale, shape and
structure of this effort are yet to be determined.

As a follow up, the Public Lands Partnership invited
interested parties to an organizational meeting on June
27. This meeting was chaired by Art Goodtimes. The
group agreed to try to further develop a monitoring
demonstration of the Burn Canyon site. The purpose
of this project is to put two essential monitoring pieces
in place. One is the scientific component, which
needs to be sound and properly designed and imple-
mented, to provide with credible, substantial ecologi-
cal data that will help agencies make adjustments in
their management as needed (adaptive management).
The other one is the social and economic piece. This
involves education, capacity building, goal setting,
schools and senior citizens involvement, etc. So our
communities become also monitoring teams, and we
al increase our understanding of what constitutes a
healthy forest and what the opportunities are on local
public lands for the timber industry.

On July 26th, a field trip to the Burn Canyon site will
sponsored by UP and PLP. This field day is open to all
members of the community. The purpose of the field
day is to see what has occurred in the past year, after
the catastrophic fire that burned more than 30,000
acres SW of Norwood. UP organized a tour of the site
last year and is again offering an opportunity to see
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planned or have already taken place, and observe the
natural recovery of the site.

The PLP monitoring demonstration task force will be
in attendance. Members of the community will have a
chance to participate in the on going discussions and
learn more about this effort.

For more information on the July 26th field day,
please contact UP Public Education Coordinator
Daniela Howell at (970) 249-0353 or howelljd@mon -
trose.net.

For information on the CBM effort, please contact
PLP Coordinator, Mary Chapman, at 970-874-8806 or
mmchapman@montrose.net, Art Goodtimes at good -
times@ndependence.net or Seve Shrock at
970-874-8806 or Schrock@hotmail.com.

Detailed information on the proposed timber sales as
well as on the requests by local environmental interests
was passed around the participants to better under -
stand the issues addressed.

FIRE EDUCATIONTROJECTSIN THE
MONTROSE INTERAGENCY MANAGEMENT AREA

Springtime is a great time for educational pro-
grams and field trips! Many schools within the
Montrose Interagency Fre Management area have
requested programs on fire for their environmental
education days. So, on April 14, 2003 approximate-
ly 250 students from the Cottonwood Hementary
School in Montrose, Colorado took part in a presen-
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by Maggie McCalffrey

tation on fire and reforestation. Close to 95 fifth-
graders from the Norwood, Telluride, Ridgway, and
Ouray schools visited a learning station on
fire and forestry on their environmental
education field day on May 13. And on
May 15 — 17, seven students from the
Centennial Junior High School in Montrose,
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two students from the Ouray High School, and one
student from Norwood High School took part in
filming a video on fire mitigation.

The program at Cottonwood Hementary School
started with a 2-hour presentation on the basics of
fire behavior, fire effects, and regeneration to the
combined 5th grade classes. (Actually, it was a 1-
hour presentation that stretched to two at the stu-
dents’ request for more smokejumper and engine
crew stories.) From the combined classes, seven stu-
dents volunteered to help develop displays and
teach other students about the relationship between
fire and forests. The BLM fire education specialist,
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Cottonwood Hementary
School Cafeteria

with help from Montrose Interagency Fre engine
crew personnel and the silviculturist and forester
from the Grand Mesa, Gunnison, Uncompahgre
National Forest, prepared the seven volunteers.
They helped the students develop posters and pic-
tures on fire and succession as well as showed them
how to take fire weather and fuel moisture readings,
explain succession, demonstrate tree planting, and
match a variety of wildlife species to their habitats.
On April 14, the students set up their displays in the
school cafeteria. Throughout the morning, each of
the five grade levels rotated through the three sta-
tions: fire behavior, fire effects, and regeneration,
where the students taught and demonstrated what
they had learned. The students will bring
their displays and knowledge to the
Montrose Public Lands Center next week to
share what they learned with generalist and
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specialists alike.

The 5th grade students from Norwood, Telluride,
Ridgway, and Ouray also learned about fire and
forestation. This daydong program was hosted by
the San Miguel Colorado State University Extension
Service and featured learning stations on soils and
water, weeds, wilderness and survival, range man-

agement, and fire and forestry. The BLM fire educa
tion specialist and Norwood Zone Interagency Fre
engine crew coordinated with the Montrose
Colorado State Forest Service forester to present
some basics on fire behavior, regeneration, and
forestry. The students used the natural environment
to discuss how weather, topography, and fuels influ-
ence fire behavior. They also learned to count trees
per acre, as well as measure and core trees to calcu-
late the board feet and growth per year.

Then on May 15 — 17, seven students from the
Centennial Junior High School in Montrose, two Stu-
dents from the Ouray High School, and one student
from Norwood High School helped the BLM fire
education specialist conduct interviews for a video
being produced locally about fire mitigation in west
central Colorado. The purpose of the video is to
teach people in this area about mitigation planning
in wildland urban interface (WUI) areas and to illus-
trate the importance of everyone working together
to reduce the risks from wildfire to lives, homes, and
the environment. To that end, the students inter-
viewed federal, state, county, and city fire and emer-
gency managers from Ouray, Ridgway, and Log Hill,
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as well as homeowners in the Log Hill
and Norwood areas. The students
also interviewed federal and state fire
managers and partners from the
Uncompahgre Plateau Project to learn
more about how these entities have
been working together to develop
plans for WUI treatments on federal
lands that will be compatible with
landscapedevel objectives to restore or
maintain the integrity and functioning
of the Uncompahgre Plateau ecosys-
tem. The video is being co-sponsored
and produced by the Bureau of Land
Management, the US Forest Service,
the Colorado State Forest Service, the
American Red Cross, Ouray County
and Log Hill Village, the Uncompahgre
Plateau Project, and the Painted Sky

RC&D (Resource Conservation and Log Hill homeowner Frank Sarr and BLM Fre Ecologist Dan Huisen
Development). Additional funding during the production of a video on “Fre Mitigation in West Central
and support has been contributed Colorado”

by the Log Hill Hre Department and

GreenWorks!, an environmental

education and community action program of the
American Forest Foundations’ Project Learning Tree

(PLT).

For more information, contact: Maggie
McCaffrey, Fre Education Secialist (970) 240-5396.

Maggie McCaffrey began her career in wildland
fire in 1987 as an engine operator for the Bureau of
Land Management in Montrose, Colorado. She
worked a total of 17 seasons as a wildland fire fight -
er in Montrose, during which time she held a variety
of postions: Engine Operator, Dispatcher, Engine
Foreman, Type 4 IC, and Helicopter Foreman.

While working seasonally as a wildland fire fighter,
Maggie completed her M.A. in Linguistics from

Colorado Sate University and her Ph.D. in Rhetoric at o o _
Carnegie Mellon University. She taught for a total of 10 ~ She has been working in partnership with local agencies

photo courtesy Maggie MoCaffrey

Log Hill Home

years during her tenure as a graduate student. After organizations, schools, and coalitions to develop pro -
completing her degree in 1998, she worked for the grams that raise community and agency awareness
Montrose Interagency Fre Management Program as a about the complex role of fire in ecosystem  ______

writer/editor for three years. Maggie was recently hired ~ Management and community planning. !
as the new Fre Education Secialist for the Montrose
Interagency Hre Management Program. In this capacity,
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ON-THE-GROUND FROJEC TS 2005 AND BEYOND
UF Froject Mosaic G"DUP uPdated Communitg Members

On May 29 and 30th, 2003 leaders of the UP
mosaic group met with interested community mem-
bers in Norwood and Delta. More than 40 commu-
nity members attended. During these meetings, par-
ticipants had an opportunity to hear a presentation
by Amanda Clements (one of the mosaic group
team leaders — see articles by Amanda Clements
and Jm Garner in this section) about the progress
made and criteria used by the UP Project in select-
ing, planning and designing on- the-ground projects
to be implemented on the plateau during 2003 and
in future years. ID team leader and UP Technical

updated those present on the status of the environ-
mental assessment for these projects. A tentative
schedule of field days to visit project sites and
demonstration sites was provided at the meetings.
Both meetings covered the same agenda. These
meetings provided once more a forum for dialogue,
learning, voicing of concerns and proactive involve-
ment.

For more information on these and future public
meetings contact UP Public Education Coordinator
Daniela Howell at (970)249-0353 or howelljd@mon -

Committee representative for USFS, John Moore, trose.net !

LAND MANAGEMENT TOOLS
LOGGINGAS ARESTORATION TOOL

by Nancy Hshering (continued from page 1)

Elitor’s note: There was a time, before humans entered the scene, when forests were maintained healthy and pro -
ductive by a variety of Nature’s disturbances. Mega fauna, fire, insects, disease, among other forces, kept the diversty
of species in the forests thriving and in balance. Human management and use of forests have altered the natural dis -
turbance patterns once experienced by the inhabitants of these landscapes and, as a result, forests have dramatically
changed. However, human activities can be planned and executed to mimic natural disturbances, bringing forests
again to a more “natural” state, as discussed in Amanda Clement’s article (see What’s Up with UP section). Logging,
when done in line with the landscape goals of the community and the ecological needs of the forests, has great
potential for contributing to their sustainability. And loggers are an intrinsic and vital component of our communities,
and are equipped to get the job done. Thisis the firs of two articles prepared by Nancy Fshering, a woman deeply
committed to environmental, economic
and social sustainability in our communi -
ty. Hope you enjoy it! :

While many groups play on a histori- 8
cal, negative image of logging, the cur- .
rent logging family touts their ability to
provide: defensible space, custom thin- 5

ning, mechanical brush piling, forest :
restoration, custom timber harvesting, i
power and pipeline right of way main-
mme 2003024 t€NaNce, site preparation, and
roller chopping, among others. K
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Likewise they have invested in the equipment that
can accomplish this wide range of tasks. Loggers
now own tree chippers — they can chip trees up
to 20” in diameter and spread the biomass back
across the landscape; they own tree shears that
cut and stack trees fast and efficiently; they pur-
chase ‘severe duty’ Timbcos that can shear or
mulch timber on very steep and rocky terrain;
they own roller choppers, hydro axes, and
mulchers to address woody debris or pinion
juniper forest health issues, and they now rent for-
warders designed with multiple large tires intend-
ed to work lightly on the ground and to access
rugged areas with no need to build roads.
Logging equipment comes in all sizes and some
can economically treat large landscapes, and
some are designed in smaller sizes to work in
tight spaces. All of them, used appropriately
and in line with a landscape goal, can be very
effective tools in bringing landscapes to more bal-
anced and healthy conditions.

This array of equipment comes with a signifi-
cant price tag and dictates that these business
men and women find projects and jobs to keep
the equipment working and to bring in the dollars
to pay the bills. These dedicated professionals
now call ‘the West’ as their ‘local’ economy. In
many respects these families are more like
nomads as they travel 200-400 miles to find
enough work to make a living. Many folks from
the western slope are commuting to the front
range of Colorado, Los Alamos NM, Cedar City
UT, and Showlow, AZ. | admire their tenacity
because such work schedules comes with added
expenses and cost to these families’ quality of life
due to the disruptions in their routines caused by
travel.

The loggers who have had the tenacity to con-
tinue this work, do so because they find it an hon-

Morbark MCF Tractor with shear head

vt e

el

Photn ranmtne Adncaan Tlonhae B

Private land after restoration completed by
mulching head and timbco

orable profession, and because they love the work and embrace the opportunity to tell the timber indus-
on the land. They have invested in continuing educa- try story as it should be told. !

tion in order to understand water quality and quantity

issues; they have learned about sustainable, best man- Nancy Fshering is serving her second term as
agement timber practices; and they tie all of the new President of the Colorado Timber Industry
environmental emphasis to their very solid knowledge Association, and works as a consultant to

of the trees and the forest. Loggers are truly dedicat- Intermountain Resources, LLC a conifer s
ed to leaving the forest a better place and for doing sawmill in Montrose CO. As one of the few :

the right thing for the right reason. As the Colorado remaining mills in Colorado, the mill has
Timber Industry Association we welcome questions
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been retrofitted to work with the loggers to purchase
the varied timber products that result from current log -
ging projects. She was a charter member of the

Public Lands Partnership, and serves as the

Chairperson of the Colorado Forest Health Advisory

Board. She is an active community member and serves
on the Montrose-Olathe School Board. She can be
contacted at 970-249-1767 or by email at ctia@mon -
trose.net.

VALUE-ADDED USESTORSMALL-DIAMETER TREES

Hlitors note: Logging is many times associated with the removal of large diameter trees from the forest. Indeed,
this is a common and high-value product. However, in managing forests for their ecological health, small diameter
trees and overgrown, dense woody understory (ladder material that can increase the severity of fires in forests) may
need to be harvested as well. This is, in many cases, not economical for logging operations. At the same time, log -
gers are struggling to find economically viable activities in the local forests where SDU material abounds.
Developing creative, high-value uses for small diameter and underutilized (SDU) material has therefore become an
ecological as well as an economic and social need. The following is an excerpt from the “Journal of Forestry’s”
“Social Complexity and the Management of Snall-Diameter Sands” - December 2001, and it addresses some of the
current and potential uses of SDU material that have arisen in the past years as a result of an increased search for

options.

Timber that is left in the forest because it is not
economical to remove it or because of a lack of local
capacity to process it is referred to as small-diameter
and underutilized (SDU) material. SDU also includes
the dense understory that has resulted from many
decades of successful fire suppression.

One barrier to developing uses for SDU material is
that not all of it can be used for high-value applica-
tions. To overcome this barrier, SDU material must be
sorted into its highest-value use, a practice that typi-
cally takes place at the log landing. Logs are sorted
based on their physical quality, such as number of
rings per inch, size of knots, and straightness.

Estimates indicate that creating higher-value uses
for 20 to 30 percent of the thinned material could
improve the economics of forest management opera-
tions; logs with tight growth rings, small knots, and
relative straightness could be turned into these val-
ueadded products. Another 40 to 50 percent of
thinned material would be available for the traditional
log markets, such as dimension and nondimension
lumber. The rest would be targeted for low-value mar-
ket opportunities such as compost, mulch, and ener-
ay.

The following descriptions provide a snapshot of
current and projected uses for SDU materi-
al. Universities, federal research institutions,
nonprofit groups, rural communities, and
others will continue to explore and evaluate
the potential of this material, both for tradi-
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tional lumber and value-added purposes.

Softwood lumber. There is alingering mispercep-
tion that because SDU material is from small-diameter
trees the wood is inferior in quality. Preliminary
research results have shown that much of the
DouglasHir that occurs as understory is suppressed
growth that contains many rings per inch and has
small, tight knots. The same may be true for other
Species.

During the past decade, the equipment available
for processing SDU material has increased but many
companies continue to process SDU material through
conventional sawmills. Barbour (1999) examined
some of the technical constraints associated with pro-
cessing SDU material in conventional sawmills and
demonstrated the impact of small changes in diame-
ter on the volume, piece size, and piece count of end
products.

Several research institutions have conducted grade
yield and recovery studies to determine the best
appropriate grades for SDU material based on a par-
ticular species. SDU material is a nontraditional
resource, and until the properties and characteristics
are assigned, appropriate use cannot be determined.

Although there has been some effort to character-
ize the engineering properties of wood from SDU
trees, we need to continue these efforts to fully
understand the resource. We need to evaluate the
lumber grades and recovery that can be obtained,
both for structural and nonstructural markets. And we
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need better low-cost drying techniques to improve
recovery without significant losses in the kiln. This
will allow a greater percentage of SDU trees to enter
into existing high value markets.

Engineered wood products. During the past
decade, engineered wood products have experi-
enced rapid growth and acceptance in the market-
place. A primary reason for this growth is the abun-
dance of secondand third-growth timber, as well as
the abundance of species that were not considered
commercial 40 years ago (Guss 1995).

Species such as aspen and yellowpoplar are now
being used in laminated veneer lumber (LVL), wood
I§oists, oriented strand board (OSB), and glued lami-
nated timbers (glulam). SDU material from the right
species can be ideal for engineered wood products.
However, the capital costs of manufacturing facilities
are high, and unstable timber supplies in the West
have resulted in a shift to reliance on resources from
industrial and nonindustrial private lands in the East
and South.

Glulam beams also offer a good oportunity for
SDU material. High-quality lumber is required only
for the outer laminations, and lower-quality lumber
can be used in the core laminations when the lami-
nating stock is “Erated,” a method of nondestructive-
ly determining the stiffness of the laminating stock.
This method is used extensively for Douglas-ir.

Currently, design properties for glulam beams
made of ponderosa pine are determined using prop-
erties of the species grouping western woods.

However, if strong, high-valued ponderosa pine
beams can be graded using the more efficient Erat-
ing method used for Douglasir, rather than the visu-
al grading system that assigns ponderosa pine to the
western woods category, there is potential for
improving the use of ponderosa pine in glulam
beams. Work is currently under way at the Forest
Products Laboratory to evaluate and verify the Erat-
ing method for ponderosa pine (Hemandez 2001,
pers. commun.).

Sruetural roundwood. SDU logs, particularly in
the 4+to 6-nch dbh range, have potential for structur-
al applications such as roundwood trusses, beam-col-
umn elements for post-and-frame building systems,
pile foundations for residential structures, space
frame building systems, and a variety of other struc-
tures. Among the advantages of leaving SDU materi-
al in the round are that it is less susceptible to warp,
more dimensionally stable, and stronger than most

of the lumber that would be sawn from it; itS natural
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taper makes it suitable for use in column applica-
tions; and processing costs are low.

Research is addressing some technical issues
about the structural use of roundwood (e.g., Wolfe
and Moseley 2000). New design procedures and
connection systems are needed to reduce the cost
and create opportunities to use SDU material as a
building component, such as trusses and I-beams.

Another application for roundwood is in highway
structures such as guardrails, posts, and poles.
Results from a survey suggest favorable market
potential for roundwood used in highway structures.
The only unfavorable comments from the survey
stated that roundwood was more susceptible to split-
ting and cracking and that steel posts are more
durable and easier to install. If accepted for use by
engineers, highway structures could become a signif-
icant market for SDU material.

Wood composites. Wood composites use a variety
of wood and woodbased raw materials, including
fibers, particles, flakes, and strands. Many species
can be used in composites such as particleboard,
medium-density fiberboard, oriented strand board,
and oriented strand lumber. These technologies lend
themselves to using SDU material, but the initial
investment is usually substantial and requires a long-
term assurance of supply (Maloney 1996).

A relatively new technology, wood fiber-plastic
composites, uses lowquality species such as juniper,
pinyon pine, and insect-killed white fir. A sign com-
pany in New Mexico is currently producing commer-
cial highway signs from juniper fiber mixed with plas-
tic (Forest Products Laboratory 2000).

Wood fiber produets. Among the products using
wood fiber are water filters to remove pollutants.
These filters absorb pesticides, herbicides, toxic
heavy metals, oil and grease, phosphorus, and toxic
organic compounds. In addition, wood fiber mats
can be used for erosion control. These products can
be made in small, rural enterprises using SDU mate-
rial and used locally (Han 1999).

Pulp ehips. For years, SDU material has been used
to make chips for pulp. Even with new value-added
uses, chips will remain an outlet for SDU logs and
primary manufacturing residues. There have been
concerns about using the chips from SDU material
because of problems related to juvenile
wood, compression wood, and the cost of
harvesting trees and delivering wood chips
to the pulpmill. Recent studies on the pulp
quality from small-diameter Douglas-ir, west-
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ern larch, and lodgepole pine have shown that, in
general, with kraft pulping procedures, these
species behaved similarly to kraft pulp made from
traditional sawmill residue chips. However, there
can be some problems if certain species are mixed
with traditional sawmill residues.

Pulp chips will remain a viable use for SDU mate-
rial, except in the Interior West. Because the region
lacks alarge water supply, pulp mills are not locat-
ed there, and the cost of producing chips and trans-
porting them to distant mills makes pulp chips
uneconomical (Barbour and Skog 1997;Myersetal.
1999; Forest Products Laboratory 2000).

Compost and muleh. Use of woody residues as
compost or mulch is another potential option for
SDI) material. Even when other uses for SDU mate-
rial become commonplace, a certain portion will
end up as woody residues. Traditionally, this materi-
al has been burned or allowed to accumulate in
huge piles. However, tighter environmental regula-
tions designed to reduce the runoff of organic
residues into the groundwater have led to the devel-
opment of alternative disposal systems. Composting
transforms this material into a value-added product
that increases soil fertility. Large-scale commercial
composting operations are expensive, but small-
scale alternatives provide an economical option for
a small business. The primary technical problem to
overcome in composting is increasing its efficiency.
The Forest Products Laboratory (2000) is exploring
composting technologies such as passive aeration
systems.

Energy. Using wood as fuel is relatively uncompli-
cated. Some residues of SDU material and manu-
facturing wastes are suitable for fuel with minimal
processing, such as chipping. Fuels may be further
refined through drying, pelletizing, or manufactur-
ing charcoal. Possible pathways for using more
wood for energy include powergenerating plants,
industrial applications of cogenerating systems to
produce heat and electricity, institutional heating
facilities, and home heating.

The price of wood for use as fuel is extremely
variable. When surplus supplies of wood residues
are available at forest products manufacturing
plants or municipal solid-waste facilities, the cost
can be very low or even negative. At other
times, wood fuel at a plant may be quite
costly because large volumes of fuel are
needed to provide a dependable end con-
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sistent supply, and other operations (e.g., paper-
mills) may be competing for the same wood supply.
However, wood power plants can and do maintain
a fairly low price end consistent fuel supply when
adeguate quantities are available. There are several
scales of electrical generation, each with different
associated costs. Using wood for fuel in its simplest
form (e.g., solid-wood chips. firewood, and sawdust)
is often the least costly approach. However, it also
may not be the highest and best use of the
resource.

Contributed by Qusan L. LeVan-Green program
manager, and Jean M. Livingston, communications
specialis at the time of publication, USDA Forest
Service, Forest Products Laboratory, Sate and
Private Forestry, Technology Marketing Unit, One
Gifford Pinchot Drive, Madison, WI 53705. !
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ion. As birders learn more about the richness of the bird habitat of the Southwest, we can expect much of the igno-
-ance and myth which now surrounds them to be dispelled.

Dick Guadagno was one of the founders of the Black Canyon Audubon Society (BCAS) in 1990. He has served on
:he Board of Directors and also as Vice Presdent, Presdent and Chairman of the Conservation Committee. Snce
1992, he has written a series of 58 profiles of bird species which are found within the six-county area served by BCAS

'Delta, Montrose, Gunnison, Ouray, Hinsdale and San Miguel). !



INFABITANTS OF THE UNCOMPAHGRE FLATEAU
GRAY VIREO

Few North American bird species are less perfectly
understood than the gray vireo. Most accounts list the
birds as quite uncommon, and very little study has
been made as to their diets, breeding habits, and
fledging schedules. They are also commonly described
as being difficult to identify, due to a fancied resem-
blance to other vireos. In fact, the birds are very com-
mon in many areas over their breeding range, and
they are quite easy to distinguish from their relatives, if
only one knows what to look for. The lack of knowl-
edge about gray vireos, in fact, has nothing to do with
the birds themselves. It is

by Dick Guadagno

plumbeous vireo, which shows little or no yellow wash
over the range where the two species overlap, and
therefore shares the same general color pattern. But
the plumbeous vireo has well defined white “specta
cles” made up of eyerings connected by a white band
which extends across the top of the bill. It also dis-
plays two prominent white wing bars. In the gray
vireo, by contrast, the spectacles are fuzzier and often
incomplete, with little or no white showing directly
above the bill. Its wingbars are also much fainter, with
the forward one often being absent.

Reports as to the bird’s

due instead to the loca-
tion where they have
chosen to live: the four
corners region of the
Southwest.

Gray vireos are most
commonly found in the
pinyon{juniper wood-
lands of the four corners
states of Colorado, Utah,
Arizona, and New
Mexico, although their
range also extends into
southern Nevada,
extreme southeastern
Cdlifornia, west Texas,
and the Mexican states
of Sonora and Baja
Cdlifornia. In the south-
ern reaches of this
region, their nesting habi-

rarity are also misleading. During
the recent Colorado Breeding Bird
Atlas study, | found that the gray
vireo was in fact the most com-
mon bird in the Towaoc quadran-
gle, which covers the southwest-
ernmost corner of Mesa Verde.
They were classified as to abun-
dance as A4, which means that as
many as 1000 breeding pairs were
estimated to dwell within the ten
square mile block. They are also
quite common from one end of
the Uncompahgre Plateau to the
other. On the periphery of their
range, which includes all of west-
central Colorado, they are less
common, but not nearly as rare as
has been reported.

Although gray vireos are
basically birds of the dwarf forests,

tat consists instead of
mesquite and chapparal. They have not adapted to liv-
ing with man, and are therefore seldom seen near the
few cities located within their range. Much of their
habitat also lies within the Navaho and Ute Indian
reservations. Thus the lack of data about them stems
entirely from the fact that not many birders have made
an effort to visit their homes.

Gray above and whitish below, the gray vireo is
most often confused with its close relative the
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they have been found to prefer

nesting sites in riparian vegetation wherever perma-
nent streams cross the P-J woodland. Their nests are
well-made cups suspended from forks in trees or tall
shrubs. On a birding trip to the San Miguel River in
the early summer of 2000, an excellent
example of such a nest was found about 20
feet up in asmall cottonwood tree very
near where the riparian zone abuts the
adjacent P-Jhillside.
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CHEAT GRASS

DOWNY DROME
Written in collaboration with San Miguel County weed manager Sheila Grother

Downy brome, also known as downy chess and May when it begins to mature. The seeds can work
cheatgrass, was introduced from the Mediterranean into the tongue and softer tissues of the mouth of
region in packing material and first found near livestock causing sores and infection. Eyes are also
Denver, Colorado. It is now widely distributed sometimes affected.

throughout North
America and is common
along roadsides, waste
areas, misused pastures
and rangelands, and culti-
vated crop areas.
Cheatgrass is an annu-
a or winter annual, 4 to
30 inches tall, and repro-
duces by seed. Leaf
sheaths and flat blades
are densely covered with
soft hair. The inflores-
cence is dense, slender
and usually dropping, 1-
sided and 2 to 6 inches
long. Awnes are 3/8 to
5/8 inch long and usually
purplish at maturity.
Cheatgrass is consid-
ered an invader and it is
certainly an aggressive

Photos courtesy of Sheila Grother

annual species. Although it is one of the less palat- The plant successfully competes with more desir-
able species of the brome genus, it is so abundant on able perennial, native grasses, given its winter and
mmer2003-550Es]  CErtain mountain ranges that it provides the early spring growth habit. After maturity it becomes a

primary green forage utilized by livestock. It nuisance and a fire hazard. Cheatgrass and fire fre-
is ready to graze in early March and quency are extremely related, due to its high flamma
remains palatable until about the middle of bility when mature. Weed expert Sheila Grother is
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aware 0Ol Iires In e
Northern
Nevada/Southern
Idaho area that,
fueled by cheatgrass,
run nearly 100,000
acres in a matter of
days, removing com-
petition and assuring
the survival of the
cheatgrass into the
future. This is one of
the critical needs for
replanting and con-
trol in burns like last
year's Burn Canyon
on the Uncompahgre
Plateau.

Cheatgrass is also a
crop seed contami-
nant very difficult to

separate from grass
seed. At several-year intervals, cheatgrass is attacked
by a smut (Ustilago bromivora) which greatly reduces
the stand temporarily on some areas, athough the
grass reestablishes itself within a year or two. In areas
where the timing of grazing is properly managed and
fires are prevented, cheatgrass tends to eventually be
largely replaced by more valuable and permanent,
perennial species. New herbicides exist and may be
tried locally in the next year or two that are grass spe-
cific and may be extremely helpful in reducing the
presence and spread of cheatgrass. One in particular,
Select, can even be sprayed over afalfa (at the proper
stage of growth) with no harm to the alfalfa. It does
kill al of the grasses, however, not just the cheatgrass.
Some areas of the Uncompahgre Plateau are being
threatened by the rapid spread of this annual grass.
Eforts to control the spread of cheatgrass along road-
sides and after fires or restoration treatments to take
place in the coming years are being planned and
designed by the UP team. Among these efforts, the
Native Plant and Seed project (see What's UP with
UP section for an update on this project) will be criti-
cal in providing key information on timing, reseeding,
and management of treatment sites and burned areas
and providing locally produced native seeds to use in
restoration efforts, decreasing the threat of cheatgrass
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invasion.

In the meantime, caution should be used to pre-
vent the spread of this species. Sheila encourages
landowners with small patches of cheatgrass to hand
pull these shallow rooted annuals and to bag and/or
burn the pulled plants rather than leaving them on
the ground. Of course this doesn’t work with large
patches and with vast rangelands and roadsides.

This is a great year for cheatgrass, whereas last
year was a poor year due to the drought -even cheat-
grass doesn’'t do extremely well in drought condi-
tions!

Sources: Range Plant Handbook — United Sates
Department of Agriculture — Forest Service — March
1937.

Weeds of the West — The western Society of Weed
Science -5th edition 1999. !
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(P COMING EVENTS -

July 26th — Feld day to Burn Canyon site — Look at restora-
tion efforts and changes in the landscape after one year of the
huge fire that burned in the area. Community Based
Monitoring potential.

August 30th — FHeld day to demonstration Site project on utili-
ty corridors — The role of small scale logging and livestock to
maintain these sites.

September 20 or 27th (to be confirmed) — FHeld day to
demonstration site project in USFS education site. Look at the
effect of diverse tools and management approaches on the
landscape.

October 4th (to be confirmed) — Held day - Cattle and ani-
mal impact as a tool to improve seeding success. Rancher
—UP-CSU project.

For updates on these dates and other events, please visit our
website at www. UPproject.org or contact

UP Public Education Coordinator Daniela Howell

at howelljd@montrose.net or 970-249-0353

(_/HD on the E)Dokﬁl‘ch:

We believe that reading and
exposing ourselves to many
views and other ongoing
efforts similar to UP will make
us better decison-makers.
This section of UP-DATE will
suggest readings and sources of information
that we think can be of interest to our read -
ership. If you have any recommendations
on reading materials, websites or videos, let
us know. We'll put your favorite ones UP
on our bookshelf.

“Cultures of Habitat - On Nature, Culture
and Sory” — by Gary Paul Nabhan

“Many Faces, Many Visions — the Sory of
Montrose, Colorado” - by Haine Hale
Jones

“Old Fences, New Neighbors” — by Peter
Decker

UP-Date Hlitor: UP Public Education Coordinator Daniela Howell — 970-249-0353 or howelljd@montrose.net
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