
Escalante River Watershed Partnership 
Full Partnership Meeting 

November 19, 2019 | 9:00am – 4:00pm | BLM Conference Room, Escalante 
 

NOTES 
Action Items in green 

Participants - see here 
 
Next Steps 
See next steps in green listed in each section. 
 
Overview 
This Full Partnership meeting focused primarily on Committee working sessions and ended with 
a brief set of full Partnership topics.  

1. Concurrent working sessions of the Upland Restoration and Springs Committees  
2. Plenary discussion of Science and Conservation Targets followed by Stewardship and 

Community Engagement.  
3. Concurrent working session of the Riparian Restoration and Native Fish and Wildlife 

Committees.  
4. Full Partnership 

 

Committee Sessions 
Data and Protocols Presentation - John Spence (NPS) 
John presented to the full partnership, before breaking into committees, about the legacy tree 
study, data related to Upland Restoration work and monitoring protocols, and an update on 
springs work; see slides. 

● No update on legacy trees, but should be done next year 
○ 90% legacy (old growth) trees are cottonwoods (health, position) 

■ Mike, Melissa, and John writing a paper on this 
■ Tend to be growing on terraces that were in the floodplain before the 

channel incision around 1909; many date back to 1800s or earlier; have 
not been coring all of them, but will have a better idea of their status and 
distribution 

○ Source trees of the newer forest along the river corridor; can get long-term insight 
into climate data if cored 

■ Add to riparian list 
● Upland assessments 

○ NASA DEVELOP - NDVI (normalized difference vegetation index) data used to 
look at plant productivity 
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■ Data dates back to 1995; mid-90s were fairly wet, and drought developed 
afterward with the worst year around 2004 

■ Increased productivity along the river, but two areas with decreased 
productivity that are pinyon-juniper woodlands 

● Very little tree mortality; may be branch die off, but could be the 
understory (e.g., blue grama as it is sensitive to drought) 

■ Most other areas have no change in productivity before and after drought 
○ Rapid Monitoring in Soda Gulch 

■ Fairly promising results so far, as the ecosystem’s health is improving 
● Springs monitoring 

○ Need to do general surveys first to find out where the springs are; many more 
springs exist than we know of, so this will be a big process 

○ Springs Stewardship Institute (SSI) is working with the monument using a rapid 
survey protocol; trying to push for this with the Springs committee project 

● Climate assessment - completing the report next week; almost all hanging gardens will 
soon exceed their temperature tolerance 

 
Springs Committee  
Co-chairs: John Spence, NPS; Larry Stevens, SSI 
Participants: Robert McElaney, Meghan Lyons, Phoebe McNeally, Jonathan Paklaian, Mike 
Scott, Linda Whitham, Danica Loucks, Taylor Sanchez (Absent: Larry Stevens, Natalie Cabrera, 
Brooke, Alex Engel) 
Notetaking support: Andi Rogers, SDR 
  
Data collection and synthesis 

● Synthesis of data from Larry, Kevin Miller, Natalie and Brooke, and John; Natalie is point 
person, John will follow up 

○ Cohesive database will be finalized next year 
○ Larry is integrating his data; his system will be the authoritative data set for 

springs  
○ The holding place would be Springs Stewardship Institute (SSI) 
○ DigitLab could transfer a full data set on a chosen date (annual snapshot); need 

login/password to get data. 
● Little available BLM lands data; Larry is under contract with BLM (Ray Brinkerhoff - 

contact) in the second year of working on data collection for the monument, will finish 
next year but will not cover the whole monument. 

○ Larry found that the springs appear, disappear, and reappear and there are not 
many in the middle part of the watershed. 

○ Survey work, but protocol could be used for monitoring; monitoring is hard due to 
the sheer number of springs, and monitoring discharge is difficult as rates vary 
significantly 

○ Rare plants can be the focus 
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○ Individual springs can be monitored but difficult at a landscape scale. 
○ Additional surveys needed across the watershed (focus here) 
○ More discussion needed on monitoring 

● Surveys: 
○ Survey first, monitor later at targeted sites 
○ Little funding available at this time, but Larry’s work has been well funded so 

would be beneficial to continue and try to tie in cultural work 
■ Funding from Forest Service, Arizona Department of Environmental 

Quality, more southern tier, some private sources as well.  
■ Museum of Northern Arizona is committed to springs work and Springs 

Stewardship Institute 
■ UT Division of Water Quality: some limited funding for water samples, 

quality.  Federal agencies are participating, as long as the project 
“connects, contributes or impacts downstream water” 

○ Need central place for a Springs BioBlitz 
■ Monument/Park/Forest all need surveys 

○ Workshop followed by survey work 
○ Next steps: Field personnel (John et al) determines scale and focus 
○ Logistics 

■ Time commitment/staffing needed 
● SSI has a smart app that could be used for citizen 

science/dedicated cadre data collection, but need training on 
dataform, tablet, etc. 

■ Equipment needed: GPS enabled smartphone, photo and data app 
■ Insurance: under their own umbrella, or event insurance 
■ Timing: ideally next year in May  

○ Partners: Waterwatch (USU extension) could help – Hope Braithwaite contact. 
Grand Canyon Youth, Grand Canyon Trust, recreation community (outfitters and 
guides, elder hostel, hiking community, wilderness volunteers, other rec 
community), universities, Abe Springer, Tom Sisk, tap in to college spring break if 
March works 

○ John is retiring in a year, but will not be leaving ERWP 
○ Bioblitz idea 

■ 1 week total with basic surveys 
■ Training needed (mapping, basic wetland plants, safety, etc.) 

● Mercury contamination 
○ Primarily anthropogenic (coal fired) and/or natural (associated with ocean floor 

sediments) 
○ Very expensive study underway in Glen Canyon, that is also looking at mercury 

in larval Odonates (dragon and damsel flies) 
● Volunteer coordinator position may come to fruition 
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Threats assessments  
● Phase 2 after more robust surveys 
● Integrate threats assessments 

○ Larry has a protocol that is complex with 42 variables and hundreds of 
possibilities; John (Glen Canyon) has a simpler one 

○ SSI does not have updated data from Larry 
○ John, Phoebe and others, to meet with Larry to discuss integration 

  
Next Steps: 

● December Springs Committee meeting: (John, Mike, Linda, Larry Natalie, Brooke to 
lead - all springs team invited if they want to help)  

○ Develop agenda (Mike, Linda, John) 
○ Send out a doodle poll for a 1-hour call (Linda) 
○ Sketch out a next steps summary including Bio Blitz info (Mike) 

● Follow up on springs data synthesis with Natalie (John) 
● Look at threat assessments across geographic regions (no ERWP $$; John) 

○ Give some thought to recommendations that meet this area’s need, look for 
commonalities across agency/group protocols 

● Mini-workshop to discuss this after initial look (no ERWP $$; led by Larry with a subset 
of this group, Mike, Linda, and John will initiate) 

○ ½ day workshops associated with a partnership meeting 
○ Pre-work needed 

● Spring BioBlitz Planning 
○ Need ERWP funding; could be a jointly funded event 
○ Planning/Training needed 

■ Initial assessment of where springs might be – Student project (Phoebe) 
■ Map out areas for Citizen Scientists 

 
 
Upland Restoration Committee 
Co-chairs: Terry DeLay, USFS; Clint Wirick, USFWS 
Participants: Jake Deslauriers, Noel Poe, Mike Granroth, Dennis Bramble, Jabe Beal, Raven 
Chavez 
Notetaking support: Lisa Clark, SDR 
 
Current Efforts and Issues: 
Dixie National Forest 

● The part of the forest that is within the watershed includes pinyon-juniper, ponderosa, 
mixed conifer, spruce-fir, and meadow vegetation types, and Colorado River Cutthroat 
are found in this part of the Dixie. 

● Mitchell Spring project near Birch Creek around a collection of private inholdings 
intended to reduce the danger of fire transferring between private land and the forest 
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○ Breakline and thinned the trees with extreme prejudice towards juniper, less 
towards pinion, also thinned scrub oak 

○ 300 ft from private land boundary to the forest (most effective) 
● Ponderosa pine areas have highest fire danger; trying to get fire back into the system so 

that it burns naturally every 30 years 
○ Small ponderosa timber sale in Allen Canyon connected to a thinning project 
○ Hungry Creek project is in the heart of the ponderosa area 

■ In the NFMA (pre-NEPA) stage right now, out for scoping; looking into the 
White Hollow area 

■ Protect water infrastructure from catastrophic fire (e.g., erosion after hot 
burn) 

■ Part of the project would be in IRA (inventoried roadless area), so 
proposing to do prescribed burns (helicopter permit) 

○ Pine and North Creeks have endemic Colorado River Cutthroat Trout, so a 
further consideration for fire work to protect them 

 
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 

● (see John’s slides) 
 
BLM - Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument (GSENM) 

● All work is currently at a standstill, so no current projects 
● GSENM has a lot of needs on the ground for recreation work; low on staffing, have 

projects ready to go but no one to work on them 
● GSENM science staff: old positions have not been filled and in a state of flux right now 
● There is non-monument BLM next to Forest Service land, need to approach Kanab Field 

Office (White Hollow area is over there, so need to connect) - James Holland 
○ Becoming Paria River District, which includes GSENM and the non-monument 

land 
 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 

● Looking at potential projects through town; finished up a big project last December, so 
mostly doing re-treatments now and seeding/planting was successful 

● Russian olive moving into some uplands, so may be something to consider for future 
projects 

● Trying to work with landowners to integrate uplands into riparian restoration plans, some 
of which include grazing rest and fencing livestock out of river areas 

○ Natural Resources Conservation Service has been a big funding source 
 
Dennis Bramble (private landowner) 

● Had a banner year with the grasses in Upper Valley, but no monsoon so soil moisture is 
non-existent, even though the creek is flowing 

 
Utah Conservation Corps 
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● Did thinning project by the Barker Recreation Area campground in North Valley for 
training, but UCC could do more work in the future 

● “Ranger pasture”: project to remove pinyon and juniper that were invading riparian area, 
had an area identified but found goshawk next so had to move downstream; treated 40 
acres, used two crews from Ancestral Lands (Arizona Conservation Corps) 

○ Hoping to request another grant to treat where the initial area was 
● Jake has a meeting with Laura Alton with Shared Stewardship (a Good Neighbor 

Agreement) to look for funding 
○ State does all of the contracting, and hands back to Forest Service 
○ The Shared Stewardship program included a GIS assessment to see which 

watersheds needed the money, and Escalante did not show up as one that 
needs it (based on the risk of catastrophic fire, available water, and population in 
the area) 

 
Other areas of concern 

● Utah Department of Wildlife Resources wants to do Boulder Creek headwater areas; lots 
of deadfall and hard to get tools out, so can use prescribed fire; will be doing this in the 
next few years 

● Pocket of ponderosa around Boulder is a concern 
 
Research Priorities 

● Dixie NF needs help with funding and science/monitoring  
○ Unfortunately, committee cannot comment on forest projects; ran into issues in 

the past with the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA)  
○ Have Rocky Mountain Research Station on board for Hungry Creek so far 

■ Already has protocols, looking at ponderosa and northern goshawk 
management 

■ Want to find out what their research questions are, and how they can be 
useful elsewhere 

○ Need better monitoring of post-treatment responses of pinyon-juniper, and 
consistent monitoring protocols across the basin 

■ Springs-specific monitoring before and after pinyon-juniper treatment with 
USGS 

● Side Hollow provenance research site 
○ A geneticist has figured out which trees to thin; could use help thinning those 

trees 
○ Took seeds from ponderosa across the four corners and planted (20 years ago) 

out near Boulder in plots 
○ Considering planting trees from other regions as well to combat climate change 

● Reference area: Upper Sand Creek Research Natural Area (RNA) outside Escalante  
○ Joe Tooley helped set that up; contact him about using it 
○ Intended to be used as a baseline; should use this more, take a look at it (set up 

photopoints for long-term monitoring) 
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○ Relatively pristine open parkland with no active management; however, it has a 
unique combination of vegetation types for this area and includes some 
wilderness area 

○ Could be a candidate for a field trip, but perhaps not in the spring (June is 
perfect) 

● Develop a set of questions to help standardize the monitoring and assessment 
○ Natalie already starting on some of that with the springs 

 
Next steps 

● Funding 
○ Shared Stewardship (Jake) 
○ CFLRP proposal: national program with Forest Service looking at funding 

projects for 10 years, unsuccessful the first time but resubmitted (made it through 
the first round, have second round in January) 

○ USFS appropriated dollars 
○ Dennis will look into more 

● Connect with James Holland about non-monument BLM land (Terry) 
● Monitoring and refine science questions 

○ Contact Joe Tooley about Upper Sand Creek RNA (Terry) 
○ Ask about RMRS research questions driving the monitoring (Terry) 

● Work on charter (All) 
● Call in the near future (All) 

 
 
Science 
Full Partnership Plenary Discussion 
 
General structure: 

● This committee was previously Science & Conservation Targets, but many of the priority 
areas have become new committees or were absorbed by other committees (e.g., 
Conservation Targets which should be integrated into all committees), so uncertainty 
about the focus of the committee now 

● Central idea was that by bringing together many stakeholders, would have a mix of 
people who don’t usually get together in the same room 

● Instead of a committee, have an informal working group to try out coming up with 
cross-cutting science-based ideas that are relevant to the entire watershed, and bring 
those ideas back to the group 

○ Cross-jurisdictional, large scale, resource concerns 
 
Cross-cutting topic suggestions 

● Climate change 
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○ Could do a workshop; Southeast Utah Riparian Partnership is working with 
USGS on climate change adaptation in Canyonlands and Capitol Reef, could ask 
USGS to come to ERWP as well (John) 

○ During droughts in early 2000s, did not have the same die-off in this area like 
there was in the surrounding areas, so something different is happening here 

○ Talk about the birds/wildlife and how they’re being affected; algae effects, PJ 
● Pinyon-juniper monitoring (Springs is doing some of this with Uplands) 
● Data/Inventories 

○ Glen Canyon has thorough baseline data 
○ Heritage database (UDWR sends data there) 
○ GSENM - Monument Advisory Committee, Larry was the president and put 

together data for the monument but need to ask him about where that is 
○ Need: basic inventory compiled; each group can work on how to collect the 

relevant baseline data 
● Research-specific funding (topic for Coordinating Committee) 
● Economy - drought is greatly impacting ranchers 

 
Next steps 

● Future of the committee: climate change is providing the context but not the focus, 
change the name to reflect what the group will focus on 

○ Ideas: “Climate Science”, “Resource Futures” (also affected by 
funding/agencies), “Management Options”, “Trends”, “Change”, “Adaptation” 

○ “Science” as placeholder 
● Participants: Sarah Bauman, Jonathan Paklaian, Phoebe McNeally, John Spence, Mike 

Scott, Linda Whitham, Sage Sorensen, Dennis Bramble, Robert McElaney 
● New co-leads: Sarah Bauman, GSEP; Dennis Bramble 

 
 
Stewardship & Community Engagement Committee 
Full Partnership Plenary Discussion 
 
Co-chairs: Kristen Jespersen, REW; Danica Loucks, GSEP 
New participants: Sarah Bauman, Robert McElaney 
 
Updates: 

● Kristen (current chair of the committee) gave a presentation on the current efforts and 
goals (see slides) 

● Cross-cutting committee to supply “free” labor for projects for other committees 
○ Don’t have the same resources as before for Conservation Corps or contractors 
○ Sustainable model 
○ Could be a large scope, but need good leadership to make it happen 

● Kristen can’t sustainably lead the charge on this, so need a new chair 
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● Have a call on December 2 with Grand Canyon Trust (GCT) to sort through potential 
projects that their volunteer program could help with 

● Need to figure out logistics, recruitment, project identification; group could help with this 
but may need to divide and conquer 

 
Current considerations 

● No agencies in the area have a volunteer coordinator; currently very little capacity for 
this kind of work 

● GSEP volunteer coordinator job description now exists  
○ GSEP doesn’t have capacity for new volunteers, so have not collected more in 

the last year 
● Potential partnerships 

○ Danica Loucks with GSEP works with schools already 
○ Utah Water Watch Program (citizen science) - already has infrastructure 
○ Utah Department of Wildlife Resources (UDWR) has an education/outreach 

person with a hunting program including rewards for volunteering (32 hours of 
service for a deer tag); collect and send more information (Erik) 

○ Glen Canyon Conservancy - struggling due to the shutdown a year ago; Amanda 
and Martin are still interested in helping 

○ Wilderness Volunteers 
 
Next steps 

● ERWP strength: connecting people and resources to carry out a program 
○ Build on existing programs, focus on projects that are already needed rather than 

organizing big events 
○ Committees come up with projects (e.g., BioBlitz) and feed into Stewardship, 

then Stewardship connects with volunteer programs to get them done 
○ Not currently any small, standing, local volunteer groups, but they might form if 

there are projects available 
● Create a feedback loop for project information; project ideas as a standing topic for every 

committee meeting 
○ Most gratifying projects can be those targeted toward cleaning up after people 

(graffiti, campfires, teaching LNT) 
● Everyone send comments and add projects to this document, and participate in the Dec. 

2 meeting with Lisa Winters (GCT) 
 
Riparian Restoration Committee 
Co-chairs: Jonathan Paklaian, GSEP; Emily Kasyon, Conservation Legacy 
Participants: Taylor Sanchez, Clint Wirick, Robert McElaney, John Spence, Raven Chavez, 
Jake Deslauriers, Phoebe McNeally, Sarah Bauman, Noel Poe, Mike Granroth,  
Notetaking support: Lisa Clark, SDR 
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Jonathan provided an update on Riparian Restoration work to-date, see slides 

● Below Escalante and above the bridge is on the docket for Russian olive removal in 
2020 

● Finished initial treatments on the mainstem of the river 
● 3 backcountry camps 

○ Upper Harris Wash: has been packed out, nearly done just have to clean up 
○ Lower Harris area: finishing up this week 
○ Middle Harris: ongoing; all Utah Conservation Corps (UCC) crews were out there, 

Arizona Conservation Corps (AZCC) is continuing, have a few more weeks to 
continue the work 

● Monitoring/Maintenance (rapid monitoring protocol); next year will be the first year the 
crews will be monitoring 

○ Aim is to centralize the monitoring effort and tie into other partnerships: Dolores 
River Restoration Partnership, Gila Watershed Partnership, Verde Watershed 
Restoration Coalition 

○ Emily Kasyon is coordinating, workshop in January to get everyone from the 
partnerships together 

● Hope to return to Water Canyon in 2020, if the goshawk nest is gone 
● Had an Escalante-specific session at the Biennial Conference for Science and 

Management on the Colorado Plateau in Flagstaff 
● BLM Fisheries is supporting UCC work in and around Escalante 

 
Updates: 

● Water Canyon is still looking good; Mike Granroth wants to be involved 
● USFWS doing wetland restoration in Boulder 
● John will be starting focused condition assessments mostly on the side canyons in 

January 
○ Includes synthesis of data availability, gaps, management recommendations 
○ Not field-based; USU has the contract 

● Conservation Legacy (CL) staffing 
○ Currently restructuring and regionalizing, so things are in flux 
○ Mike Wight is no longer with CL; Emily with SCC, but still unsure about her 

capacity to be involved further in ERWP 
● Lower Harris Wash initial Russian olive removal now done! 
● Spraying for secondary weeds in Tropic and Paria, but have not shown up in Escalante 

yet 
○ Will be surveying for these with the monitoring protocol 

● BLM: looking at tamarisk removal in the area; next thing that needs to happen on the 
Monument as tamarisk is found everywhere, especially on the Paria 
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Monitoring 
● 2020 is last full year of Walton Family Foundation (WFF) funding 

○ WFF still funding monitoring, but through Conservation Legacy; Emily working 
with RiversEdge West (REW) to manage it; will still be reporting out to Peter 
Skidmore on monitoring, not clear the extent of that and whether the database is 
included 

○ Southwest Conservation Corps (SCC) and REW will be doing most of the 
reporting 

○ ERWP monitoring protocol was previously approved, but not identical to the other 
watersheds due to differing circumstances 

○ In January will talk about having more consistency between watersheds, but still 
allowing them to be tailored to the location 

● Rapid Monitoring 
○ Collector app is finicky; may try switching to Survey 1-2-3 on Phoebe’s 

recommendation as it would better suit this group’s needs 
● Take geotagged photos of the following items and send to Mike Scott; the idea is to get 

an idea of where those areas are as the post-treatment baseline that can be compared 
to later through imaging to help demonstrate cause and effect 

○ Channel jumping 
○ Lots of bank erosion 
○ New deposits of sediment 
○ Log jams (areas where slash piles go in or near the channel) 

● Nicki Fray currently working on tracking turkeys in the area 
● LiDAR data 

○ Steve Bowman manages the LiDAR data out of Utah Geological Survey, have 
the acquisition cost down to about $125/square mile if you go through the pool 
(price match) 

○ No LiDAR data since 2010, but could be useful to have more to see what’s 
changed; accurate down to about 8”-10”, and can get information on vegetation 
classification and heights 

○ Some of the last areas were in GSENM, would be great to get that data soon 
○ Next steps: map the areas interested in, make sure the funding is there to get the 

match, and give that information to Phoebe 
● Need an inventory of riparian areas: avifauna specifically 

○ Could be a volunteer project (birders) in late spring or early summer; hard 
access, but general survey (John) 

○ If looking for yellow-billed cuckoo or southwestern willow flycatcher, will need 
audio equipment, but also need a more general survey 

○ May need ERWP to cover per diem 
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Funding 
● Jonathan still applying for grant with Utah Department of Agriculture and Food (UDAF) 

and for private land work, the Wilderness Restoration Initiative (WRI) grant 
● Lonnie (at Glen Canyon) has been successful getting funding through corps programs 

(earmarked); may be able to get smaller amounts of funding for retreatment with smaller 
crews 

○ 3-person “strike team” is possible with SCC 
○ John is taking over Lonnie’s funding work; can help get the strike teams for 

Escalante work, and will talk to superintendent (John) 
○ BLM Fisheries (Justin Jimenez is the contact) has funded some of it already, may 

have some allotted funds for NPS as well 
● BLM gets salinity funding to be used towards deferring salts from the Colorado River 

(Bureau of Reclamation goal); so far have been digging out salt ponds, but there is also 
riparian salinity funding that could pay for tamarisk removal 

○ Might be able to give BLM money for GSEP work, as all GSENM work is 
currently halted 

○ Need to set up a cooperative agreement between GSEP and BLM 
 
Next steps: 

● Look into coring legacy cottonwood trees 
● Look into switching to Survey 1-2-3 for rapid monitoring 
● Start a long-term monitoring effort, led by John Spence and Mike Scott 

○ Send geotagged photos of geomorphological changes to Mike (All) 
● Investigate LiDAR data possibilities 
● Organize birding survey trip for the late spring/early summer (John) 
● Set up cooperative agreement between BLM and GSEP (Sarah, Jonathan, Raven) 
● Add to contact list: Sarah, Raven, Clint 

 
Native Fish and Wildlife 
Co-chair: Erik Woodhouse, DNR 
Participants: Dennis Bramble, Meghan Lyons, Amy Dickey, Jordan Nielson, Terry DeLay, Sage  
Sorenson, Jeff Arnold, Linda Whitham, Danica Loucks  
Notetaking support: Andi Rogers, SDR 
 
Updates 

● Erik gave a presentation on 2019 activities related to the three fish species of interest. 
(see slides) 

○ Isolated pools have non-native fish that can get into the mainstem 
 
Trout Unlimited (TU) 

● Mostly worked on water projects (less on trout) 
● Lake Creek Ditch –  
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○ Hoping to help them line their ditch as it has been leaking 
○ Take ½ savings and put back in Sand Creek 
○ Negotiations ongoing for 3 years, lots of controversy and politics involved 

● Colorado River System Conservation Pilot Program 
○ Water Demand Management Project within the drought contingency plan 
○ Compacts among states 
○ Gives water users the ability to save water and be paid for it; water banking 
○ Have been working in the Boulder area but have backed off due to local politics; 

the project will eventually resurface, and residents don’t like the idea while 
newcomers do 

○ Big deal for upper part of the watershed that can go dry 
● Targeted at hiring an additional person at TU 
● Supporting partners’ projects is also a focus of TU 
● Utah Cutthroat Slam:  $20 license to catch the 4 subspecies and submit pictures of 

them; the money funds trout conservation efforts  
○ Raised $40k over the last few years; grants are available at $2,500/award 

  
Dixie NF 

● Hall Creek passage with TU and TNC (Hemmingway Foundation)  
○ Cost $90k 
○ Reconnected 3-4 miles of Hall Creek to Birch Creek 

● Two rotenone treatments in Barker Area (Blue lake and unnamed pond) 
○ To be restocked with Colorado River cutthroat and tiger trout 
○ Legal announcement yielded no concerns from public which was surprising 

 
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 

● Focused on fish below the dam 
● Working to reduce brown trout population – increased since 2014 

○ Incentivized harvest/tribal youth in removal/host tournaments 
○ Environmental Assessment signed 
○ Mechanical removal as tier 2 
○ Jeff will be taking over this project 

● Green Sunfish 
○ Upper and lower slough, 3 miles below dam 
○ Electro-fished and pumped them out, but couldn’t quite get them all 
○ Over 4000 dead 20-30 mm fish; those that lived spawned 
○ Rotenoned some other areas 

● Mark Anderson, retired, but Jeff can still work on this 
○ Proposal in Iceberg Canyon 
○ Refuge for bonytail chub?  

 
Wildlife work 

● Mary O’ Brien has been working on beaver, also UDWR 

13 



● Not moving to this area immediately 
○ There is a beaver bio in this area, and have seen beaver here 

  
BLM 

● Aquatic Inventory Monitoring 
○ 2015 sites that have not been sampled again 
○ Habitat data with the goal of stream assessment and long-term trends including 

pool depths, macroinvertebrates, temperature, substrate, water quality 
○ Next step: correlate with the 3 species stations 
○ Good for pre and post restoration, and opportunity for citizen science 

  
Wildlife efforts: 

● Surveys have been done in the watershed for southwestern willow flycatcher and yellow 
billed cuckoo  

● Mexican spotted owl are in the area 
● Northern goshawk primarily 
● Hummingbird banding with BLM 
● Bat work with FS and BLM 

 
Next steps: 

● Invite someone to come and discuss bats - Erik will reach out to the non-game biologists  
● Invite other biologists  
● Will have meetings quarterly and before each watershed meeting; Erik will send out a 

doodle for next meeting around January 
● Add to contact list: Teresa Griffin (ask her to include a terrestrial biologist) 
● Look into river otter work 

 
 

Full Partnership Session 
Updates 

● March 3, 2020 celebration for the completion of initial Russian olive treatment 
○ Inviting present and past partners and the Walton Family Foundation; will send 

an evite 
■ Will give Waltons a plaque 
■ Please add to spreadsheet (link here) and include contact information 
■ Will go through past meeting attendance as well 

○ Full partnership in morning, then party in the afternoon with a luncheon 
■ No field trip - too early in the season 
■ Trying for conference room at the new hotel 
■ Sage and Jonathan will help Linda organize; Phoebe can make another 

(updated) full-size map with partners 
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○ TNC will pay for room, need funds for food, plaque, live music (Carolyn 
Shelton?), incidentals 

● Coordinating committee 
○ Linda gave an update from the Coordinating Committee from slides made by 

Kristen (see here) 
○ Andrea is GSEP’s communications person, supervised by Jonathan  
○ Moving towards a shared funding model with WFF phasing out 

■ Reach out to Kristen with other funding ideas 
 
2019 Accomplishments 

● Linda shared copies of the 2018 Accomplishments for everyone in attendance. To help 
collect the accomplishments for 2019, everyone wrote down ERWP-related 
accomplishments on notecards. These will be transcribed and compiled to be posted on 
the website. 

 
Committee Wrap-up 

● Springs 
○ Working on using the Springs Stewardship Institute app, and want to do more 

detailed inventories down the road 
○ Assessing threats 
○ Meeting in December for working towards BioBlitz 

● Upland Restoration 
○ New members 
○ Need to work on charter; adding monitoring/research/science 
○ Lots of ongoing research efforts already happening 
○ Field trip to reference natural area 

● Riparian Restoration 
○ Monitoring and maintenance is top priority 
○ Want feedback on private land treatments in Henrieville 
○ Get new cooperative agreement with BLM and GSEP 

● Native Fish and Wildlife 
○ Jeff Arnold joined committee, working in Glen Canyon 
○ Want to bring in more biologists to widen the focus beyond just fish, including bat 

specialists 
■ Lonnie just finished bat monitoring in Glen Canyon 

○ Working with Meghan Lyons to coordinate projects and monitoring 
 
Final comments 

● Between Escalante and Boulder, there would be lots of people who would be excited 
about volunteer projects, particularly spring restoration projects 

● Many potential places to plug students in to help support ERWP efforts 
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1nazuFYoNTFGVWjq0tkOGnxccR8tz-316/view?usp=sharing


● Facilitation team transition - Andi and Lisa, based in Flagstaff, will likely be the facilitation 
team starting in 2020, Tahnee will be phasing out 
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