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RECOMMENDED:PROCESS FOR PERMITTING

IN SAGE GROUSE CORE POPULATION AREAS
.4 DRAFT 05/03/10

The following is intended to outline the most efficient process for permitting of activities
within Sage Grouse Core Population Areas:

1. POINT OF CONTACT: The first point'of contact will be the Wyoming Game and
Fish Department. It is assumed that-project advocates will have a sound idea of
where their project may have potential effects on Sage-grouse, and will
participate in a review of the project with the department. It is understood the
Game and Fish Department has a-role of consultation, recommendation, and
facilitation, and has no authority-to either approve or deny the project.

2. MAXIMUM DISTURBANCE: All activities should be evaluated within the context
of maximum allowable disturbance of suitable sage grouse habitat within the
area affected by the project. The maximum disturbance allowed will be 5% of the

J; Project Impact Analysis Area (PIAA).

3. PROJECT IMPACT ANALYSIS AREA DELINEATION:
a. Determine all leks that may be affected by the project by placing a four-

mile buffer around the project boundary. All'leks located within the buffer
will be considered affected by the project.

b. Within the affected area, a four-mile buffer will be placed around the
perimeter of each affected lek. The area within the boundary of affected
leks creates the PIAA for each individual project. Disturbance will be
analyzed for the PIAA and each individual affected lek within the PIAA.

4. DISTURBANCE ANALYSIS: Total disturbance within the PIAA will be reviewed,
including:

a. Existing disturbance (sage grouse habitat that is nonfunctional due to
anthropogenic activity and wildfire).

b. Approved permits not implemented

5. HABITAT ASSESSMENT: A habitat assessment will be made to determine, as
if much as possible:

a. Suitable and unsuitable habitat within the PIAA
b. Sage grouse use of suitable habitat (seasonal, densities, etc.)
c. Priority restoration areas (which could reduce 5% cap)



i. Areas where plug and abandon and restoration will create
functional habitat

ii. Areas whereold reclamation has not produced functional habitat.
d. Invasive species analysis
e. Other -assurances in place (CCAA, easements,• habitat contracts, etc.)

6. MONITORING/ADAPTIVE RESPONSE: Sage-grouse monitoring will be put in
place to evaluate response, of the affected populations to, the activity (if any).
Monitoring will be conducted on the affected leks, and on reference leks (control
areas) outside the PIAA, In the event there is a decline innumbers on the
affected leks that exceeds trends on reference jleks.in.,any thre.e-year periodof
data- collection (Within a.fiye-year, window), a review will be conducted and the
activity may be precluded, pending determination of cause of the decline.

7. PERMITTING: The complete analysis package will be forwarded to the,
appropriate permitting agency, includg.n recommendations•from Wyoming Game
and Fish Department.



TOPIC MINING STIPULATIONS INSIDE CORE AREAS
ASSUMPTIONS from L.'Project area is considered, analogusto I 'pad . -.w . ..
SGIT . - 2. Habita'trendered hofunctional due rt& surro dihgoojetsn/ctivities eare consdered disturbance,:

No Surface Occupancy No Surface Occpancy, (NSO), assedin ese recommiendations; rmeans'0surfac facilities §iiuicding roads shall be placed
definition:, within theNSO area. Other activities mayb oautiorized :with eapplicatiodapyopriate segsonal stipulations; provided the
(WGFD definition) resources protectedby the NSO are: not adverselyaffected. rFo exahipe;k; undergoundttiilitiesinay be permissible if

installation is completed outside periods specifiedjiapplicableseasonal stipulations and Significant resource damage'does not
occur,. Similarly,, geophysical exploration may benpeiissib!j in accordance with seasonallstipulations.

1. Grandfathered Areas already disturbedor approved for disturbance in mine planslapproved prior:to'the Governor's Executive Order, dated
August I, 2008, are not subject to new sage-grouse stipulations, except that-these mine operations may not initiate activities
resulting in new surface occupancy within,.0.6 mile of theperimeter of a sage-grbuse lek. Any existing disturbance will be
counted toward the calculated disturbance cap for anew proposed activity.

2. Areas within 0.6 mile No new surface occupancy may occur within 0.6 miles of the perimeter of an occupied sage-grouse lek, Exceptions may be
of an occupied lek considered.by the WGFD and LQD on a case by case basis.
3. Overhead lines Newoverheadblines must be located at least .61nilefrom the perimeter of a sage-grouse lek. New lines should be buried

- 'vhere~possible and . tor. proofed~wyhere not buried,,.-
4. Exploration ExplorationL activities in corIe areas .may occur from July 1 to March 1'4. Exploration activities inunsuitable habitat may also

bepappr•ved for yea,-round'exploration (including arch 1siune 30)ona caseby case basisASsuming a widely-spaced
disturbance pattern, the actual footprinit will be considered'the-disturbance ,area. ,.

5. Development drilling For development drilling or ore body delineation.4iilledon tight ' centers, the disturbnce area will be delineated bythe external
&/Ore bodydelineation limits of thedevelopment area.
6. Initial anhualý All topsoil stripping and vegetation removal (initial disturbance) will occur between July I and March 14 in areas that are
disturbance within 4.0 miles of an occupied lek. Initial disturbance in unsuitable habitat between. March 15 and June 30 may be approved

on a case by case basis.
7. Rollover criteria Disturbed areas can be removed from the disturbance cap when they have been reclaimed through seeding, the reclamation has

been in place for at least two full growing seasons, and agency inspection (LQD, WGF) verifies that there is expression of the
seed mix, that plants are establishing, and invasive plants are controlled, Reclamation that fails subsequent to verification will
be placed back into the disturbance cap. Sagebrush where appropriate should be included in the expression of the seed mix.

8. Disturbance caps for A distuirbance cap will be applied to existing permits so that acres of suitable habitat disturbed by mining activities is
existing permits and maintained at a constant level. The pace of reclamation is maintained to balance the initiation of new activities. The number of
authorizations acres approved for rollover are applied to new disturbance. These rollover acres constitute theallowable acreage for future

disturbance.
Applies to: existing Permits, Drilling Notifications, and Licenses to Explore by Dozing

9. New permits and other The disturbance cap acreage for new permit actions must:be less than or equal to 5% of suitable habitat within the permit area
authorizations plus any approved adjacent lands the permittee controls. Larger disturbance acreage may be considered, but in no case shall

exceed 5% of the suitable habitat within the Project Impact AssessmentArea (PJAA). Additionally, the acreage approved for
the disturbance cap plus all existing'disturbance in the PIAA cannot exceed.5% of suitable habitat within the PIAA.
ApIplies to: New permits, amendments that are not contiguous-with the existing permit, new drilling notifications, and new
licenses to explore by dozing.

10. Suitable sage-grouse Suitable sagebrush habitat will be indentified and mapped using baseline surveys and the WGFD sage-grouse habitat maps.
habitat
11. Unsuitable habitat . Unsuitable habitat should be analyzed in'a seasonal and landscape context on a case by case basis, outside the 0.6,mile buffer



around leks, The primar focus should be onprotection of suitable habitats and protecting from habitat fragmenlation.
12. Sage-grouse The project proponent will work with WGFD during the pernitting process to establish a sage grouse monitoring, protection,
protection plan and habitat enhancement plan,in coordination with LQD. This plan; will be subm itted by the operator for inclusion in the

permit.Modifications to the Plan will be coordinated~through •.G&F.and LQD,;
Operatots with existiing permitswill Wor'k• witlhWGFQto establish ' gýaýýa 'rOuSe biiitoin&g, protection, and habitat
enhancement plan to verify that sage-grouse counts are.niot declining;*ahd t0 evaluate te,,mnvt w h becieo
minimizing impact onsage-grouse. ... "•::.i .-. ; . :-, ? ""

13, Monitoring The mine operator will colrdinatewith WGFDto develop a monioring plan,The monitoring plan will be included in the sage-
grouse protection plan, and will be incorporated into the-mine pe~qit.-Monitoring results will be reported annually in the mine

permit annual report and to WGFD., Pre-disturbance suiveys will conducted. for at least two years
14. Adaptive response If monitoring results show a decline in number of nfale grouse attendingý lek8ýusing a thrree-year:running average during any

five-yearpeiriod, the opeator willreview the esuits toevaluateicslea ses andproposeadaptiv management responses

kto in"rease thenumber of birds. Ifthe operatorcannot demonstrate a restoration of bird numbers to'baseline levels'within three
years, operations will cease until such'numbers afe achieved ' .

15. Seed mixes. Reclamation: seed mixes will be tailored to benefit~sage-grouse and-to replace brenhance sage-grouse habitat to the degree that

environmental conditions'are conducive to support those seed mixes. Landownerswill be consulted on seed mixes on private
lands,. . . ... "

16. Credit Some credit may be given for completion of habitat enhancements as detailed in the plan. These habitat enhancements may be
used as credit for reclamation that is slow to establish in order to maintain the disturbance cap or tO improve nearby sage-
girouse habitat... ,

17. Exceptions Exceptions to above stipulations will beconsidered by, the.WGFD and LQD on a case by case basis, The company requesting
the exception to the stipulation. bearsthelresponsibility io demonstrate, the exception ywiIlInot cause declines in sage-grouse
populations. .


