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Clackamas Stewardship Partners Monthly General Meeting
Tuesday  -----  December 14th, 2010  -----  2:00pm - 4:30pm

Mt. Scott Fire Station, 9339 S.E. Causey Avenue, Clackamas, OR 97086
Meeting Minutes
Facilitator: Nathan Poage
Notes: Jack Williamson
Snacks: Nathan Poage
Attendees:

Tonia Burns (Clackamas County)

Warren Cunningham (Mount Hood National Forest, MHNF)

Eric Fernandez (Oregon Wild)

Glenda Goodwyne (MHNF)

Mike and Cathy Hamell (Oregon Hunters Association, OHA)

Sharon Hernandez (Mount Hood National Forest, MHNF)

Jerry Holbrook (OHA)
Elizabeth Milner (Portland State University, PSU)

Tonya Moore (Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, ODFW)
Lisa Moscinski (Gifford Pinchot Task Force, GPTF)

Cheryl McGinnis (Clackamas River Basin Council, CRBC)

Nathan Poage (Clackamas Stewardship Partners, CSP)

Jim Roden (MHNF)

Kim Swan (Clackamas River Water Providers, CRWP)

Ian Turner (MHNF)

Jack Williamson (MHNF)

1) Announcements and Administrative Tasks
· Nathan suggested a revision to the Ground Rules section of the CSP Operations Handbook.
· Nathan reviewed Sections IV. Roles (Partners) and IX. Ground Rules of the CSP Operations Handbook and highlighted the problems associated Partners not attend meetings regularly and subsequently raising grievances on important topics with short notice.
· This problem was partially addressed by Section IX. Ground Rules, Item K (adopted by CSP on March 10, 2009).
· To further remedy the problem, Nathan proposed adding an Item L to Section IX. Ground Rules:
· A Voting Partner not attending three consecutive general (i.e., monthly) meetings shall become a Non-Voting Partner.  Voting Partner status may be re-gained if the Partner subsequently attends three consecutive general meetings.
· Lisa asked whether 1) the requirement for voting partners to attend 3 consecutive meetings to maintain voting rights might be too stringent and 2) this is already covered in the guidelines?  Later from Nathan: The CSP Operations Handbook does not appear to cover Lisa’s second question.
· Cheryl suggested that a voting member missing three of the last four meetings (general and/or committee) might recuse him- or herself from voting at the next meeting if a vote is taken.

· Nathan will draft and distribute a revised proposal and requests a vote on it at the January 11, 2011 CSP General Meeting.
2) Projects Committee (Lisa)
· Summary Notes of December 6th Clackamas Stewardship Partners Roads Sub-Committee Meeting were handed out to the group and discussed.

· Following the December 6, 2010 roads meeting, Lisa drafted a CSP letter supports the Proposed Alternative (#2), with refinements.  This letter was distributed electronically to CSP members for comment.

· Another verbal summary was given of the Clackamas River Ranger District (CRRD) Open House on the Preliminary Assessment of the Clackamas Road Decommissioning for Habitat Restoration Project (Project).  The open house was held at the CRRD office on December 7, 2010.
· Three alternatives for decommissioning were described.
· The number of road miles needed for District maintenance, hunting access, water quality and other factors were considered in alternative development.
· Discussion followed on the letter.
· OHA voiced support for seasonal closures to allow hunting access.
· OHA asked that to the final CSP comment letter not endorse any alternative (OHA prefers Alternative #3).
· Vegetation management (i.e. thinning) is needed in less than 10 years.

· Access is needed for the BPA powerline.
· Erik noted that Oregon Wild’s comments were grammatical in tenor, but said its goal is to cut the road density as much as possible.
· Erik also noted that 1) the earlier CSP letter (from September 2009) supported decommissioning of Roads 6330, 6341, 7020, and 7030 and 2) by now NOT endorsing the Proposed Alternative (#2), which calls for decommissioning these roads (in whole or in part), CSP would appear inconsistent.
· The Soil and Water Conservation District asked to have the following longer roads closed year-round as opposed to being decommissioned: 6311, 6321, 6330, 6340 (HSF area), 6341 (Pansy Creek TH), 6350, and 6370.
· Jim Roden explained 2 road closures types in the Project:
· (level 1) Road closed with gate in winter (includes maintenance), and
· (level 2) Hardened berm, which requires no maintenance (culverts removed, and decommissioned) and is removed from road system.
· Other comments from Nathan were appended to bottom of draft CSP letter and hardcopies were distributed at the meeting.
· Nathan added that, of the approximately 409 road miles under review for decommissioning under Alternative #2,
· 21% (86 of 409 road miles) could be decommissioned immediately, and
· 41% (167 of 409 road miles) are identified for delayed decommissioning because of access needed for plantation thinning prior to decommissioning.

· A discussion is needed of the early seral habitat requirements on the District as part of this project.
· Jim Roden noted that this Project would not add much habitat for deer.
· Jim Roden says CSP comment letters do not carry more clout than other letters.
· Nathan asked whether the group had consensus on the revised CSP comment letter, which would not formally endorse any single Alternative (as requested by OHA).

· With no firm objections, Nathan moved that CSP members approve the comment letter with revisions, which included (at the request of OHA) removing the endorsement by CSP of Alternative #2.
· The motion was seconded.
· Although approval was implied, no formal vote was taken.
· Lisa will e-mail a revised letter to Michelle Lombardo (USFS) by December 15, 2010.
3) Timber Lake Job Corps (TLJC) presentation (Warren Cunningham and Sharon Hernandez, USFS)
· TLJC offers education and job experience in a variety of topics including Forestry, Cooking, Electric cal, welding, carpentry, painting, facilities maintenance, home construction, and more.  
· Classrooms and instruction are included with part-time work.
· 234 students (approximately 79% male).
· TLJC is not just troubled students, but is open to anyone who would like training.
· Small stipend provided for some jobs.
· The focus of TLJC is on public lands, but some private businesses benefit from the students.
· Transport is provided.
· Discussion followed.
· CSP members suggested that a 2011 tour of last summer’s fire could include a Job Corps tour.  Warren concurred.
4) Fishers Bend Project update (NathanP)
· 55 ac project, of which approximately 60% is located on private land and 40% on county land.
· It is a 4 stage project, with the 1st stage being design, engineering, weed eradication and riparian planting.
· A meeting was held on December 13, 2010 at the Fishers Bend site with William “Buck” Baker and Mary Kay Kohles-Baker (landowners), Michael Carlson (project lead), ODFW, Clackamas County, USFS, and others to update the process and provide funding and project details.

· Stewardship dollars (i.e., retained receipts) were previously earmarked for the project pending alternative development by TetraTech, the subcontractor, and additional project details (e.g., detailed budget) by Michael Carlson.
· TetraTech delivered its report on December 11, 2010.
· Because a detailed budget was not delivered to CSP in time for the December 14, 2010 general meeting, CSP is unable to recommend the funding the project with retained receipts at this time.
· The USFS clarified to CSP that retained receipts are only for implementation of the project.
· Retained receipts cannot be used for planning, salaries, or environmental surveys.
· Retained receipts can be used for match on a larger grant to OWEB, for example.

· The USFS added that concurrence with State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) regulations is needed before retained receipts can be released.
5) Other Business
· 2010 Annual report is due next month
· Jazz thinning discussion is desired by Lisa.  Nathan asked why not a special meeting?
· The next CSP General Meeting is scheduled for January 11th, 2011.
· Note taker: ***NEEDED***

· Nathan will schedule (via Doodle) a Projects Committee meeting to move forward on landscape restoration planning.
6) The meeting ended at approximately 4:35 PM.
