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Final Meeting Summary
Attending

Steve Acquafresca, Michelle Bailey, Richard Connell, Thelma Hays, Jim Komatinsky, Oscar Massey, Jean Moores, Linda Moores, Mike Preston, John Redifer, Kaye Simonson, Steve Smith, Jason Wedemeyer, John Williams, Niki Koszalka, and Heather Bergman

Action Items

	Jason Wedemeyer and Steve Smith
	Come to next meeting with management options ideas to address wilderness values

	Heather Bergman
	Add Wilderness Values and CWP to the management options table


Discussion Highlights

Collaboration

· The facilitator reminded the group that collaboration is not positional debating.  The group needs to focus on collaborative problem solving in order to help find ways to make choices more comfortable for all the members at the table.
· Group needs to look at all the management tools available to recommend as a package to the BLM.
· The facilitator outlined these ground rules:
· Exploring without commitment; and 
· Saying “no” is not acceptable (it is ok to be uncomfortable with a management option and to offer an alternative).
Management Options for Maintaining ORVs and Stakeholder Uses and Values

· The group reviewed the chart outlining the management options for maintaining ORVs and stakeholder uses and values prepared at the last meeting.  
· The group discussed management options for the scenic, geologic, recreational, paleontological, and fish ORVs.  Also discussed management options for the stakeholder uses and values.
· Additionally, the group agreed to changes, additions, and considerations for the chart.

· The chart is attached and will be posted at http://keystone.org/spp/environment/water/LowerColoradoWSR.

Subgroup:  ACEC and Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA)

· Jason Wedemeyer, Steve Acquafresca, and John Williams gathered to determine more information regarding ACECs and SRMAs and the protections they provide.
· During their discussions, they determined that gravel mining and construction of a bridge on public land were not included on the chart as stakeholder uses and values.
· The subgroup discussed the possibility of “carve-outs” for an ACEC.  This would allow the ACEC to be placed along the landscape to protect or allow certain stakeholder uses and values.
· There is currently an SRMA being proposed in the area.  An ACEC could be used in a complementary pairing with the SRMA.  The proposed SRMA zone boundary for the Dolores River and the potential ACEC cover the entire eligible segment.
· The subgroup felt an ACEC and SRMA would be good alternative protective choices for scenic, geological, paleontological, and recreational ORVs.
Questions and Answers

Has the Dolores River segment in Utah been found suitable?
It was determined suitable.
If a segment is found eligible and then not found suitable, does it remain eligible?

No, if it is not found suitable all protections fall away.
What were the ORVs on the segments found suitable by the Utah office?
The ORVS were scenic, recreational, wildlife, fish, geology, and ecological.
Could an ACEC do a variety of things and still allow for gravel and/or mineral leases to be available?
Yes.

If there were an ACEC, would it include private land?

No.  BLM does not manage private land.  It is possible the ACEC would go up to the boundary if private land.
Are the values being protected by an ACEC identical or similar to the ORVs?
No, the definition of an ORV is different than the definition associated with an ACEC value.

Given the option for alternatives in creating an ACEC, would this group be able to shape one of its own?
Yes.  The group should consider this to be part of the work it can do.
Are the Flannel Mouth Suckers, Blue Head Suckers, and Round Tail Chub in a section that requires more water?
In order to maintain the fish populations, they will need certain flow rates and timing.  BLM is a land management agency and there for does not manage water.  It will however manage for water-dependent values.  BLM is required to analyze whether there is currently enough protections for the water-dependent values.  An instream flow could help to protect them.
