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VOLUNTEER SHARPTAIL CENSUS RESULTS |

Fourteen p'ersons responded to a call for volunteers to help the DNR census sharptails
this spring. Those volunteering were Mary Anne Bixby, Jim Evrard, Tom Goltz, Mike Gulickson,
" Fred Hennessey, Jan Hewitt, Dave Hojnacki, Dan Lien, Dennis O'Donnell and friend, Al
O'Leary, Gary Ruhser, Chuck Sindelar, and Len Wurman. This is two more than the number
who volunteered in 2001, the first year of the attempted statewide census.

The request for volunteer censusers appeared both in our newsletter and in the Badger
Birder, newsletter of the Wisconsin Society for Ornithology.

Sharptalls were found in several areas of Douglas County, Price County, and in the Bear
Bluff area of Jackson County. However, some volunteers either did not complete the1r counts or
haven't reported their ﬁndmgs at this time.

Conditions for censusing sharptails were not good this sprmg, with cold temperatures,
high winds, rain, and even snow. The weakness of this survey is that most volunteers could
spare only one or two mornings to count sharptalls and if the Weather for those days was poor,
few if any birds were counted.

For example, Jim Evrard censused eight square miles of Mosinee Paper Company lands
along STH 27 south of the Brule River State Forest. The first morning, it was misting with a
strong northwest wind, poor conditions for censusing sharptails. Jim saw three sharptails and
heard two others.

One week later; the clear and calm weather was excellent for bird censusmg That morn-
ing Evrard counted 26 sharptails flushed from three leks and heard another different sharptail.

If he made only the first census, the sharptails population in that area would
~ be vastly undercounted. A valid census might be at least three counts of _
the same area under ideal weather conditions and spaced about a 7
week apart. This intensity of censusing is impossible over much of !
Wisconsin's sharptail range given the personnel and funds available.
' However, our effort for a statewide volunteer census will continue in
the future. Some information is better than no information.




President’s Corner:
‘ By Jim Evrard '

You’ve probably been looking for this newsletter in your mail for some time and you ve
probably noticed some changes in this newsletter’s format.

Our address change is responsible for both the lateness and the appearance of the newslet-
ter. The Board of directors voted last year to change our permanent ‘home’ to the newly-
constructed Crex Meadows Wildlife Education and Visitor Center (CMWEVC) in Grantsburg.
This decision was reached to make the WSGS more effective in promoting sharp—taﬂed grouse
and their habitat and to serve our membership more efficiently.

This is the first newsletter produced in the CMWEVC. With the help of Friends of Crex
Coordinator, Don Winter, we put together the newsletter and mailed it to the membershlp Now
~ that this first hurdle has been accomplished, we hope to get the newsletter out in a more trmely
manner. We plan four newsletters annually, a winter newsletter in January or February, a spring
newsletter in April just before our annual meeting, a summer newsletter in June or July, and a
fall newsletter in September, prior to the sharptail hunting season. Due to problems mentioned

above, this newsletter will be Volume 36, Fall 2002.
‘ In other matters, the Board of Directors decided that the annual meeting will be held at
- Lake Holcombe just east of Chippewa Falls during the third weekend of April. The featured
sharptail management project will be the Pershing Wildlife Area north of Gilman. Sharptailsin

Pershing’s North Unit have been nearly disappeared and there are rumors of numbers of sharp-

tails in private land south of the South Unit. WSGS Vice President Tom Ziegeweid is making the
arrangement for the meetlng with more details to follow in the next newsletter.
Meanwhile, enjoy the fall. Good luck to those who have drawn sharptaﬂ hunting permlts
- Being able to roam Wisconsin sharptail country with shotgun in hand is an unique experience few
people are able to enjoy today. \

! - 2002 WSGS ANNUAL MEETING
: By Ji im Evrard

The 2002 WSGS annual meeting was held at the Just—opened Crex Meadows erdhfe
“Education and Visitor Center (CMWEVC) in Grantsburg on Saturday and Sunday, April 27-28.
' - The WSGS had last met in Grantsburg nearly ten years ago. Our group had contributed

$2,000 towards the CMWEVC's constructlon and had the honor to be the first group to meet in
the beautiful building.

Nearly 50 people braved the rain and snow to attend the Saturday aftemoon program.
Retired Minnesota DNR wildlifer Bill Berg led off the program with a report on the status of
sharptails in his home state. Minnesota's annual harvest still is counted in the thousands.

Greg Corace, new Forester-Ecologist at the Seney National Wildlife Refuge followed
Berg with the status of sharptails in Michigan. Their stronghold is the Upper Peninsula where
several hundred dlsplaymg males were counted last spring. An openlands initiative for all
grassland species is hopefully the future of Michigan sharptails.

TFinally, retired Wisconsin DNR researcher, Larry Gregg, gave the status of the bird in -

- our state. Larry's prognosis was not good despite some progress on special manageme'nt areas.
- Some type of loose-knit Great Lakes Sharp-tailed Grouse group is gomg to be consrdered
in the future.

Crex Interpretive Naturalist, Jim Hoefler, gave the group a presentatlon on Crex Mead-
ows and its sharptail population and a background in the effort to build the new CMWEVC.

: Pete Engman followed Jim and gave an excellent presentatlon on how he multiplied the
2001 WSGS grant for barrens restoration ($1,000) into a project many times larger through an
innovative matching-grant process. He also showed what habitat work had been completed

with the money. .
2

~ land to Grantsburg Dave Evenson remains the newsletter editor.

‘ Amery won the Gromme bobwhite quail print and match-

~ framed Raymer sharptall print; and Mike Vogl of Elm
-Grove was the winner of the Smith sharptail print.

The business meeting followed the program. Board members
Jim Evrard and Ed Frank were re-elected and Blair Klein was
elected to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Don Bronk in
2001. Jim Evrard will remain President of the group and Tom
Ziegeweid will remain the Vice President. Paul Hayes resigned
his Secretary-Treasurer position that hopefully will be filled by an-
other board member following our permanent move from Cumber-

The WSGS is in good shape financially. After paying bills ; é?g
including the grants listed below, our checking account still has
$6,500 and our permanent fund has $2,000. Income from the
meeting was about $1,000 including raffle profits and member-
ships renewals. Meeting registration income was $100 less than
the cost of the meeting. °

‘The board approved the fo]]owmg business items:

_ 1. Maintain membership in the -
“North American Grouse
Partnership.
2. Approved a $2,000 grant to the DNR's Pete Engman
for more barrens habitat restoration work on Crex
Meadows and the Fish Lake wildlife areas.
‘3. Approved a $100 grant to DNR's Todd Naas for a mail
survey of landowners in the proposed red clay
sharptail restoration project near Ashland.
4. Approved in principle, co-sponsoring the 2003
Prairie Grouse Technical Council meeting in Siren.
The level of financial support to be determined at a
, later date.
| . 5. The WSGS Strategle Plan was approved (a copy is
‘ - printed elsewhere in this newsletter)

One item of note is a prairie grouse symposmm to be held as part of the annual meeting
of The Wildlife Society in Bismarck, North Dakota, in late September. Anyone interested in at-
tending, should contact Jim Evrard. ‘

‘The business meeting formally ended with drawings
for door prizes and the art raffle. John Klescewski of

ing book; Milwaukee's Dave Thatcher was drawn for the

The group enjoyed a social hour before the catered
grilled steak and broiled fish dinner was served in the classroom
area of the CMWEVC.

Over 30 hearty souls braved the cold and wet wind early
the next morning to look for sharp-tailed grouse. Surpris-
ingly, sharptails were seen by most of the group. The an- =
nual meeting ended with a group breakfast served in the
CMWEVC




RED CLAY REINTRODUCTION

PROJECT
By Jim Evrard

A giant step forward has been
made in the effort to reintroduce sharp-
tails into the red clay farmland south of
Ashland.

DNR Wildlife Biologist Todd Naas

hosted a meeting of interested landowners
in Ashland on August 21st. The meeting
- was a culmination of efforts, led by Ash-
land area resident Myron Anderson, to
build interest in returmng sharptails to
the area.

At one time, sharp-tailed grouse
were common in farmland along Lake Su-
perior's south shore, from Superior to
Brule and from Ashland to Hurley. Habi-

tat conditions were ideal with scattered

farms providing grassy openings in the

brushy, young forest that was recovering -
from the lumbering days of the early‘

1900s.
However, sharptalls declined as the
brush grew to trees and farmland was
~abandoned. = Sharptails finally disap-
peared in the Ashland area in the early
- 1990s. The last record was a single male
‘seen dancing on an Ashland airport run-

way by Northland College Ornithologist

Dick Verch in the spring of 1995. - e
' A combination of habitat loss and
uncontrolled huntmg during a cyclic
population low is thought to have been

Tesponsible for the bird's disappearance.
Myron Anderson, a charter mem-
ber of the Wisconsin Sharp-tailed Grouse
Society (WSGS), has long championed a

reintroduction project to return , the
~ sharptail to the open farmland south of .

Ashland

" Results of a prehmmary habitat
~evaluation by DNR wildlife biologists, -

Fred Strand and Greg Kessler, suggested
that the habitat in the private land could
possibly again support sharptails. Naas
continued with the evaluation after he was
stationed at Ashland.

In the summer of 2001, Naas and a

posed 12,000-acre sharptail restoration area
bounded by Ashland on the north, the White

* River to the south, and about two mlles east

and west of nghway 13.

_They found that only 17% of the land
was in heavy forest and another 14% in open

forest. Less than 1% was recently clear-cut
forestland. Twelve percent was classed as
shrubs. Much of the land was open with

- 33% classed as hayfields, 16% as fallow agri-

cultural land, 2% pasture, and 1% cropland.
~ They concluded that the land could be
1mproved for sharptails by providing more
"rough” habitat edges. Instead of open lands

such as hayfields abutting tall trees in forest -

land, a shrubby edge or buffer should be
provided between the open land and the for-
estland.’

Clear-cutting mature aspen trees

could _provide sharptail habitat for several

years before young trees again grow too tall
for the birds. Conifer trees such as pine and
spruce are poor sharptail habitat and should

be removed.

Naas and his assistant also found that

‘there were few active farms in the proposed
reintroduction area’ with many landowners
"using the land as sites for rural residences.

- Much land was being mowed just to prevent

trees from taking over fallow fields.
Evaluation results and lobbymg by
Anderson were factors in Naas developmg a

mail survey to determine if landowners in -
the area site were interested in participating

in a proposed reintroduction project. North-
land College Biology Professor Gus Smith

helped in developing the survey. The WSGS'

paid for the mailing of the survey.

- They developed a questlonna1re that
was sent to 171 persons owning 20 acres or
more in the reintroduction area. Five were
returned due to change of address. Seventy-
six people responded with only one person, a
commercial pilot, opposed to the project.
Seventeen people stated they were not inter-
ested in the project, but did not object to it.
Nearing 40 persons said they planned to at-

tend the meeting proposed by Naas where ‘

the project could be discussed in detail.

student intern evaluated the habitat in a pro- -

Thirty-five property owners actually at-
tended the meeting, an indication that
there was considerable community inter-
est in returning sharp-tailed grouse to the
area.

Naas opened the meeting by stat-
ing that since all the land in the proposed

- reintroduction area is privately-owned;
_ the project would be their project, not

something the DNR was trymg to force
upon them.

The project's goal would be to re-
store sharptails, their habitat, and associ-

 ated wildlife. Naas showed illustrations of

the many and varied wildlife species asso-
ciated with the early successional habitat
of the sharp-tailed grouse. Some of the
species, especially songbirds associated
with grass and shrubs, are experiencing
alarming population declines.

During a question and answer ses-
sion, attending landowners asked about

details of reintroducing sharptails to the
area. Naas answered by describing a suc-

cessful Kansas gentle release of sharptails
that resulted in a breeding population.

He also discussed genetics and the source
of birds for release. The impact of preda-
tors was also discussed. Naas promised

that a follow-up newsletter would describe |
the results of this meeting and future pro-

gress of the project.

- the U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Naas closed the meetmg by intro-
ducing repre- ;

sentatives
from the
federal -
Natu- (R e
ral
Resource °
Conservation Service and

Service who spoke about

‘the financial and technical

help available from their agencies for pri-
vate landowners interested in creating and
restoring sharptaﬂ habltat on thelr proper-
ties.

"~ Programs such as s the Wetland Re-

- serve, Environmental Quality Incentives -

Program (EQIP), Wildlife Habitat Incen-
tives Program (WHIP), Debt for Nature,

- and the new Grassland Management Pro-

gram could provide financing
to cooperating landowners.

Examples of specific sharptail habi-
tat improvement techniques could include
planting native prairie plants, converting
forests to brush, using controlled burning

. to manage vegetahon and restormg wet-

lands.

The meeting ended with property
owners asked if they were interested in en-
tering some or all of their land in the pro-
ject. If so, they were asked to outline the
land on maps. Only one person, the Ash-
land airport manager, said no, fearing
problems of planes and sharptails colliding.

‘Twenty-two property owners identi-
fied about 2,000 acres of land they would
consider entering into the restoration pro-
ject. More land could be identified after
Naas contacts another 22 landowners that

. were interested in the project but couldn't

attend the meeting.

Since Naas thought that about 2,000
acres was the minimum needed to trigger
the reintroduction project, prospects for

. the project are good indeed.



WSGS WINS AN OTHER AWARD

- Last year, the WSGS was giVen an award by the Wisconsin Conservation Congress for -
"outstanding support of a resource”. Jim Evrard had nominated the WSGS for several years be-

fore the group received the award.

Last year, Jim Hale, retired DNR researcher and now wﬂdhfe historian, nomlnated the
WSGS for the national Wildlife Society's Group Achievement Award. It was not granted, but Jim
submitted a stronger nomination this year and was notified recéntly that the WSGS won'the

“award!

Several WSGS members are planning to travel to North Dakota in late September to ac-

cept the prestigious award at the annual meeting of The Wildlife Society.
 The Wildlife Society is the national organization for professmnals in the wildlife conserva-

tion field including persons from local, state and federal agencies, from colleges and universities, ’

~and from pnvate non-profit groups.

- STRATEGIC PLAN APPROVED

Wisconsin Sharp-tailed Grouse Strategic Plan

Mission Statement:

The mission of the Wisconsin Sharp;tailed Grouse Society is the preserVation of sharp-tailed
grouse in Wisconsin through the enhancement of oak and pine barrens savannas, sedge mead-
OWS, bogs and other sultable habltats -

, Gtoals:

1. Publicize and educate the public and resource
professmnals about the plight of the sharp—taﬂed
grouse in Wisconsin.

2. Encourage the management and restoration of sharp-tailed
grouse habitat and associated plant and ammal species
in Wlsconsm | , AR

3. Promote appropnate and sustamable huntmg and non-
hunting uses of sharp-tailed grouse

4. Influence demsmns that will 1mpact favorably sharp-
tailed grouse and their present and potential habitat.

Approved by the Board of Directors, April 27, 2002. -

EARLY WISCONSIN SHARPTAIL RESEARCH
- Seventh in a series by J im Hale

In 1951, Frederick-and Frances Hamerstrom published a long report, “Moblhty of the .
Sharp-tailed Grouse in Relation to its Ecology and Distribution.” This paper is based on their
field work in Wisconsin (1935-39) and Michigan (1943-47); on retraps of 765 sharptails banded
in Wisconsin; and on a survey of other reported mformatron covering movements within the
geographlc range of the species.

The major Wisconsin study area in the 1930s was the Central Wisconsin Game Project near
Necedah, a 100,000-acre tract being developed by the U.S. Resettlement Administration in ,
parts of Juneau, Wood, Jackson and Monroe counties. One part of the Glacial Lake Wisconsin -
lake bed, it consisted of sand rldges and islands, marshes and swamps. By the mid-1930s the
area had been logged, plowed, cultivated, cut for hay and burned. The original timber was
gone, farming was unsuccessful, and the area had become a mixture of large openings and:
brush. In short, while this had been excellent sharptail range for a few years, openings were

- rapidly filling in with brush, especially extensive aspen stands. Woody vegetation growth was

accelerated by tree plantlng and fire control.
The Wisconsin and Michigan studies documented the following:

1). In late summer and early fall, sharptails lived mainly in open cover (grassy opemngs or low
brush). On brisk fall mormngs males displayed on the same grounds used in spring. -
2). Fall coveys varied in size from 8-10 to about 30. They had definite covey ranges day after
day, and roosted in the same areas. Daily cruising radius was about a mile, sometimes less.
3). In late autumn, sharptails grouped together in large packs. The details of pack formatlon
were not clear.
4). In winter, sharptalls lived mamly in the edges of brush and open woods rather than in deep
interiors.
5). Many birds dlsappeared from grain stubble and feeding stations at the ﬁrst snowfall The
cause or extent of these movements could not be determined. :
6). Packs dispersed in spring and returned to their open cover. '

Of the 177 banded sharptails that were retaken, 38% were at the orlgmal bandmg site, 81%
were within 2 miles, 12% more than 3 miles, and 10% more than 5 miles away. The longest
move was 21 miles. The authors concluded that: “1) Sharp-tails have been progressively losing

- range in the Lake States in recent years. Less range means fewer birds. If this loss is to be

stemmed, sharp-tail management is necessary. 2) At present, sharp-tail management in the
Lake States is a matter of brush control. Some of the techniques are already known. 3) Man-
agement must also take sharp-tail movements into account. A clearer understanding of the
reasons for, and the details of, packing and the seasonal alteratlon between habitats is needed if
management isto be fully effectlvet




ATHREAT TO A SHARPTAIL MANAGEMENT AREA
By Jim Evrard

As if there were not enough threats to sharp-tailed grouse in Wisconsin, earlier this year
there was a rumor that one of our few spec1a] DNR sharptail management areas was threat-
ened.

Years ago the Kimberly-Clark Corporation gave a large,area of swampy, off—site aspen in
Price County to the DNR for a wildlife management area. The area had a history of sharptail
use so DNR Wildlifers Cliff Wiita, Jack Koch, and others at Park Falls began a -
long, slow, and expensive process of converting a swampy young forest to .
‘brushy sharptail habrtat using extensive clearcutting and prescribed

fire. s

During the 1990 grouse high, about 60 dancing males were
counted on the Kimberly-Clark Wildlife Area. During the low of the cycle,
the birds dropped to 15-20 birds, then recovered to 40 birds by 1999, the
last year Larry Gregg compiled spring census records before retlrmg from
the DNR.

The troubling rumor I heard was the new blOlongt at Park Falls -
who eventually replaced Wiita when he retired, planned to change the featured management

species of the Kimberly-Clark Wildlife Area from sharp-tailed grouse to ruffed grouse! Wiscon-

sin would lose one of the seven remaining dedicated sharp-tailed grouse management areas!

I can only speculate-as to the reasoning behind this decision, but in my opinion, it in-
volves money, conservation biology, and new DNR employees. .

- Sharp-tailed grouse management is expensive compared to ruffed grouse management
Prescribed burning is a fairly costly tool used to check forest succession to maintain the grassy,
brushy habitat sharptails need. It takes specialized equipment and trained crews to conduct a
prescribed burn. It also takes guts to be a fire manager. Every prescribed burn is a gamble that
the fire can be controlled. However, fire is a natural disturbance that in the long run is more
environmentally friendly that most other management techniques. :

Habitat management for ruffed grouse is mostly done by foresters, not wildlife manag-
ers. Aspen clearcutting is the prime ruffed grouse habitat management technique and is a nor-
mal part of forest management. The wildlifer might take credit for ruffed grouse management,
~ but it is the forester who does the work. There is no comparison between the effort it takes to

" be a sharp-tailed grouse manager and a ruffed grouse manager. :

Many new-age conservation biologists look to pre-settlement vegetatlon conditions are

being the habitat goal for managing a parcel of land. Three of our dedicated sharptail manage-
w.  Ment areas are located on heavy soils, meaning loamy soils that

.supported a mature northern hardwoods forest at the time of

European settlement. The sharptail areas are the Klmberly—

_ Clark and Pershing wildlife areas managed by the DNR and

~ the Riley Lake area managed by the U.S. Forest Service as part

—_ L of the Chequamegon National Forest.

T == Conservation biologists argue that these areas should be

allowed to succeed from upland brush and young aspen forest to

an old growth northern hardwood-white pine forest. However I argue that man has long been

a part of the environment. ’ ,

pages at “www. sharptalls org”.

Native Americans mﬂuenced our landscape centuries before our ancestors arnved from
Europe. And the northern Wisconsin cut-over, fire-ravaged landscape that produced clouds of
sharptails during the early 20th Century is also a part of our environment and environmental
history that should be preserved. It is this landscape type that the three heavy-soil sharptail -
management areas represent. \
Some of the newer DNR wildlife biologists do not have interest in sharp—talled grouse '
and sharptail habitat and lack the fire in their souls to be a truly dedicated sharptail manager.
However, the DNR properties have formal management plans that are designed to prevent
drastic management direction changes becduse of differing philosophies of new managers and

- changing persomrel Changes in management goals for DNR properties are addressed in ten-

year updates or revisions to master plans. Any changes in the management goals for a property

like the Kimberly-Clark Wildlife Area must be subjected to public scrutiny and that includes us.

Under the most recent DNR reorganization, that returned much of the agency to what
existed prior to the 1995 reorganization, the Park Falls biologist lost his job to Ken Jonas, the
DNR’s Namekagon Barrens Manager. Sharptails have a fnend in Jonas and their future ap-

pears to be much brighter with Ken at the helm.

- The WSGS must remain vigilant and be prepared to become vigorously involved in the
struggle to maintain what pitiful remnants of sharp-tailed grouse habitat remain in Wisconsin.
Our involvement in the property management planning processes of our public lands Wlll in-

- sure that sharptails are considered in this process.

MANITOBA SHARPTAIL GROUP
By Jim Evrard

Recently I found the website of a private non-profit organization dedicated to stopping
the decline of the sharp-tailed grouse in Manitoba. The group, Sharp-Tails Plus, was organized
ten years ago by individuals interested in sharptails in the Canadian province. They formeda
foundation and commissioned a biologist to determine the situation and prepare a manage-

* ment plan that weuld serve as the bas1s for future management to stem the loss of sharptall

habitat in Manitoba.

Sharp-tails Plus initiated three successful habitat management pllot prOJects on pnvate
land and also several projeets on public lands. Habitat management techniques used to control
brush in grasslands include rolling, scraping, wicking, grazing, and controlled burning. The
sharptall advocates also have a display at the Oak Hammock Interpretive Center, Manitoba that
is operated by Ducks Unlimited.

‘For those interested in what Sharp—taﬂs Plus is domg for sharptalls check out their web



PLEASE CHECK THE DATE ON YOUR MAILING LABEL BELOW
TO DETERMINE W’IIEN YOU SHOULD RENEW YOUR MEMBERSIIIP
MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION/ RENEWAL g
Would you like to volunteer for:

Name: , . , Board of Directors
Street/PO Box - ‘ Bird Censusing
City: __State: _ Newsletter
Zip: ; ' ’ V . Annual Meeting
Phone: ' ‘ Other
Email: ‘

- Enclosed:

- $ ______ Dues (Regular $10, Supporting - $25, Contributing - $50,

$100 Sustalmng, $200 Sponsor)
(Dues are fully tax-deductlble)

- $_____ WSGSLogo Decal ($1.50)
$ ___ Four-color Cloth Patch ($3.50)
$ Deluxe Green Corduroy Cap with Logo ($14.00) -

: (all prices include postage and handling)
Total Enclosed $

PLEASE MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO AND RETURN THIS APPLICATION TO:
Wisconsin Sharp—talled Grouse Society, PO Box 367, Grantsburg, WI 54840

“WSGS
Box 367 ‘
Grantsburg, WI 54840
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