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Attending

Steve Acquafresca, Michelle Bailey, Richard Connell, Chris Ham, Jim Komatinsky, Becky Long, Rebecca Mitchell, Ilana Moir, Craig Moores, Linda Moores, Mike Preston, Sara Ransford, Catherine Robertson, Kaye Simonson, Al Sisson, Roy Smith, Steve Smith, Chris Treese, Jason Wedemeyer, Dawn Weiker, Niki Koszalka, and Heather Bergman

Action Item

	Michelle Bailey
	Scan the scenic byway plan and send the file to Heather Bergman for posting/distributing


Review and Discussion of Mapping and Other Data

BLM projected maps of the Dolores River and the surrounding area.  Using GIS data, BLM helped the group identify existing management areas and stakeholder uses and values on the land.  The following is a summary of what the group learned about this segment.

· Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC)
· BLM is required to do a similar inventory for ACECs as they do for the wild and scenic process.  As part of the inventory, they assess existing ACECs and evaluate internal and external proposals for new ACECs to include in the new resource management plan (RMP).  The ACEC report, which includes BLM’s relevance and importance criteria, is available at the Grand Junction field office website (http://www.blm.gov/co/st/en/fo/gjfo.html) and the website for this collaborative process (www.keystone.org/spp/environment/water/lowercoloradowsr). 
· The Dolores River Riparian ACEC has been proposed by BLM staff to address fish, wildlife, riparian habitat, and scenic values.  

· The Palisade ACEC has been proposed by BLM staff to address riparian, wildlife, and plant values.

· Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMA)
· There is an SRMA that extends from the Sewemup Mesa WSA to the Palisades WSA and, varying by alternative, some land between the two.

· Recreation was identified as a value in this area.  The recreational value is rafting and is dependent on water from McPhee Reservoir.  

· Wilderness Study Areas (WSA), Lands with Wilderness Character, and Citizens’ Wilderness Proposals (CWP)
· The WSAs in the area are Sewemup Mesa and Palisades.

· The area will continue to be managed as a WSA until Congress decides to alter the status.

· Maverick and Unaweep Canyons are within lands with wilderness characteristics.

· Water Rights: There are no instream flows on this section of river.

· Energy Potential: 

· There is some uranium potential in the area.

· This area does not even rate for the oil and gas potential.

· There are current Department of Energy (DOE) leased tracks that are managed by DOE.

· There is also some manco shale.

· At the last meeting, Roy Smith committed to looking at the restrictions to uranium extractions and its relationship to the Wild and Scenic River Act (WSRA).  If a stretch is considered wild, there would be no uranium extraction allowed if it was designated by Congress.  If a section is considered recreational, it is a bit more permissive but only if it is compatible with the ORVs and water quality.
Questions and Answers

How many new or different ACECs are there from the last Resource Management Plan (RMP)?
There were 5-7 existing ACECs and approximately 100 new proposals.
Is there a relationship between ACECs and outstandingly remarkable values (ORVs)?

ACECs include similar categories (historic, fish, wildlife, natural hazards, etc.) but are not always consistent with ORVs.  An ACEC is one tool to protect ORVs but not the only tool.

What management prescriptions go along with an ACEC?
It varies and depends on the value or ORV within the ACEC.  The ACECs set up a mechanism of protections over other actions.

How long do the protections within an ACEC last?
The protections in an ACEC in a RMP do not automatically expire at the end of the plan.  BLM can choose to remove ACECs in future plans but this is very uncommon.
Are there ACECs that protect the instream flow?

ACECs are not used for stream flow.  
Where does the recreational flow for this section come from?

It is overflow from the McPhee Reservoir.  When there is too much water, it is released and made available for rafters or others.  

What does the term “free flowing” mean?

To Congress, free flowing means “not impounded.”  It does not mean that a segment has natural hydrology or something close to natural hydrology.  In the past, Congress has designated stretches of rivers that have gone dry.

With a wild and scenic designation, would the federal water right impact McPhee Reservoir?

It would not.  The federal water right would be junior to McPhee.
Are there any impoundments in this stretch of river?

No, there are not.

Could this group ask for assistance from BLM to protect a certain ORV that is present in lands with wilderness characteristics?  
Yes.
Is solution mining a possibility on this river section as it is in the eastern part of the state?
No.  It does not appear to be compatible with the geology here.

When Congress designates a stretch of river, can alterations to the wild and scenic designation be made for a resource that was not recognized at the time of designation, like oil and or gas?

Once the boundaries are set, they are set.  Another act of Congress would be required in order to change the guidelines.
Next Steps for the Working Group

At the next working group meeting (March 12), participants will work in small groups to begin to outline management approaches for maintaining ORVs and stakeholder uses and values.  The group will explore both a management package that includes BLM finding the segment suitable and a package that applies other management tools in lieu of a suitability finding.
The group will also circle back to have a discussion about Gateway Canyon Resorts. 
