Lower Colorado River Wild and Scenic Collaborative Process
Stakeholder Group
Final Meeting Summary
January 20, 2009
1:00 pm – 5:00 pm
Attendance
Steve Acquafresca, Matt Anderson, Travis Baier, Michelle Bailey, Belle Chesnick, Larry Clever, Richard Connell, Kent Davis, Nathan Fey, Keith Fife, Thelma Hays, Callie Hendrickson, Tom Kleinschnitz, Jim Komatinsky, Oscar Massey, Matt McGrath, Rebecca Mitchell, Ilana Moir, Jean Moores, Linda Moores, Sean Norris, Paul Peck, Steve Pope, Sara Ransford, John Redifer, Catherine Robertson, Kaye Simonson, Roy Smith, Steve Smith, Jacque Stafford, John Stout, Linda Todd, Dori Van Loan, Jay Van Loan,  Jason Wedemeyer, John Williams, Niki Koszalka, Sabine Thurston, and Heather Bergman
Action Items

	Ilana Moir
	Will send easement map to Heather Bergman for distribution

	Steve Smith
	Will give Heather Bergman a link for the Colorado Wilderness Network and also information as to how participants can obtain a hard copy of the CWP report/summary

	Kate Graham
	Will send Heather Bergman her presentation for posting on the website distribtion to the group

	Kaye Simonson
	Will talk to Steve Acquafresca about signing Roan and Carr letter

	Steve Smith and Chris Treese
	Will work to revise the draft letter to BLM regarding Roan and Carr Creeks and the Gunnison River Segment 2

	Heather Bergman
	Will send out timeline for draft/final letters in an email


Presentation:  BLM Staff – Management Tools Available in the Resource Management Plan (Matt Anderson)
Matt Anderson from BLM’s Grand Junction Field Office provided a brief summary of some of the management tools and designations that are available for use in a resource management plan (RMP).  

· Possible Management Tools
· No Leasing (NL)

· No leasing areas are closed to oil and gas and geothermal leasing.  Exceptions, modifications, and waivers do not apply to closed areas.

· No Surface Occupancy (NSO)

· An NSO stipulation is a major constraint that prohibits use or occupancy of the land surface for fluid mineral exploration or development, and related surface-disturbing activities is prohibited to protect identified resource values.

· The NSO/no-surface-disturbing activities stipulation includes stipulations that may have been worded as “No Surface Use/Occupancy,” “No Surface Disturbance,” “Conditional NSO,” “no ground-disturbing activity,” and “Surface Disturbance or Surface Occupancy Restriction (by location).”

· Controlled Surface Use (CSU)

· Controlled surface use is a category of moderate constraint stipulations that allows some use and occupancy of public land while protecting identified resources or values.  A CSU stipulation would allow the BLM to require special operational constraints, or the surface-disturbing activity could be shifted more than 200 meters (656 feet) to protect the specified resource or value.

· Timing Limitations (TL)

· Areas identified under category TL, a moderate constraint, are closed to fluid mineral exploration and development and other surface-disturbing activities during identified time frames.  This stipulation would not apply to operation and basic maintenance activities, including associated vehicle travel, unless otherwise specified.

· Withdrawal from Mineral Location

· Areas identified to be withdrawn from mineral location preclude the 1872 Mining Law from allowing locatable exploration and development for minerals such as gold and uranium.

· Closed to Mineral Material Sales

· Areas closed to mineral material sales do not allow development of salable minerals such as moss rock, top soil, sand and gravel, scoria, fill dirt, flagstone, and bentonite.

· Closed to Non-Energy Leasable mineral leasing and development

· Areas closed to non-energy leasable preclude leasing and development for minerals such as potash.

· Closed to Livestock Grazing
· Areas closed to grazing prohibit livestock grazing.

· Closed to Timber Harvest

· Areas closed to timber harvest would not allow marketable timber sales.

· Unsuitable for Coal Leasing and Development

· Areas unsuitable for coal leasing and development would be withdrawn from further coal leasing consideration.

· Designate as a Right of Way (ROW) exclusion area

· ROW exclusion areas do not allow construction of pipelines, power lines, roads, and other utilities.

· Designate as a ROW avoidance area

· ROW avoidance areas limit the construction of pipelines, power lines, roads and other utilities.

· Designate Routes as Open, Limited, or Closed

· In areas classified as open, cross-country travel would be permitted.

· In areas classified as limited to designated routes, all modes of travel (except foot and horse) would be limited to designated access routes and trails.

· In areas classified as closed, motorized travel activities, including over-the snow travel would be prohibited.

· In areas classified as closed to mechanized travel, activities such as mountain biking would be prohibited.

· In areas classified as closed to country horse and foot travel, horse and foot travel would be prohibited.

· Possible Designations

· Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs)

· Possible Management Tools

· NSO:  Prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities.

· NL:  Prohibit oil and gas and geothermal leasing.

· Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs)

· Possible Management Tools

· CSU:  Apply CSU on developed recreation sites and national/regional trails, local system trails that connect communities, trailheads and interpretive sites with exceptional recreation values or significant public interest.

· NSO:  Prohibit surface occupancy and surface distributing activities within the Recreation Management Zone.

· Fish and Wildlife-Sensitive Status Species

· Possible Management Tools

· NSO:  Occupied Cutthroat Trout Waters - Prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities within 100 meters (328 feet) from edge of ordinary high water mark (bank full), of occupied cutthroat trout (Colorado River and greenback cutthroat trout) waters, from edge of ordinary high water mark (bank full).  Where the riparian corridor width is greater than 100 meters (328 feet) from edge of ordinary high water mark, prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities within the riparian zone.
· TL:  Goshawk Nest Sites - Prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities (beyond that which historically occurred in the area) within 0.5-mile of goshawk nest sites from March 1 through September 30.

· CSU:  Sage-Grouse Nesting and Early Brood-Rearing Habitat - Apply CSU (site-specific relocation) restrictions to protect sage-grouse nesting and early brood rearing habitat within 4 miles of an active lek.

· Land Tenure


· Possible Management Actions

· Consider acquisition of lands that meet the following criteria:

· Lands within or adjacent to Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs);

· National cultural, historic, or scenic trails and byways;

· Areas for cultural, paleontological, or natural history designation;

· Lands within or adjacent to ACECs;

· Lands within the Little Book Cliffs Wild Horse Range; and 

· Lands within or adjacent to SRMAs.

· Hydrology/Water Resources
· Possible Management Tools

· Determine the Colorado River as unsuitable for coal leasing and development.

· NSO:  Major River Corridors – Prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities within stream channels, stream banks, and the area 0.25-mile either side of the ordinary high-water mark (bank-full stage) or within 100 meters of the 100-year floodplain (whichever area is greatest) of the Colorado, Gunnison, and Dolores rivers.

· NSO:  Major River Corridors – Prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities within stream channels, stream banks, and the area within 100 meters of the 100-year floodplain of the Colorado, Gunnison, and Dolores rivers.

· Visual Resource Management (VRM) Class I/II

· Possible Management Tools
· NSO:  VRM Class I – No surface occupancy or other surface disturbing activities will be allowed in areas designated as VRM Class I.

· CSU:  VRM Class II – Apply CSU stipulation in areas designated as VRM Class II to maintain visual integrity of the landscape.

· Cultural Resources

· Possible Management Tools

· NSO:  National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-eligible Cultural Sites – Prohibit surface occupancy or surface-disturbing activities on NRHP-eligible cultural resources and within a site-specific 100-meter (328 foot) radius of the boundary of NRHP –eligible cultural resources within the resource management plan planning area (RMPPA).  Apply this 100-meter stipulation on a case-by-case basis to evaluate other mitigating conditions such as topographical barriers or the nature of the proposed action.  Allow the usage of mechanized equipment for research projects or testing/data recovery purposes on NRHP-eligible sites on a case-by-case basis.
· Lands with Wilderness Character (LWWC)

· Possible management tools


· NSO:  Lands with Wilderness Characteristics - Prohibit surface occupancy and surface-disturbing activities on lands managed for wilderness characteristics outside of existing WSAs.

· NL:  Lands with Wilderness Characteristics – Close lands managed for wilderness characteristics outside existing WSAs to oil and gas and geothermal leasing.

· Classify as closed to motorized travel activities, including over-the snow travel.

Questions and Answers

What is the boundary line for the National Conservation Area (NCA)?

The boundary line of the NCA is the 100-year floodplain.
How are the boundaries located?

There is not a perfect science; in some areas it is adjacent to the river and sometimes not.  BLM needs more specific floodplain information.  

How will BLM manage roadless areas?
BLM will manage to maintain the existing character.  If an area is roadless, BLM will assess activities to determine there is no potential harm to the ORVs.  

Are there any other areas within the field office other than the Little Dolores that controlled surfaces uses might apply to?

Yes, Roan and Carr Creek.

How many ACECs are there in the Grand Junction field office?

There are currently five within this planning area.  There are 28 or 29 proposed in the ACEC report.

Are the proposed ACECs being considered or are they actually being included in the RMP?

They were proposed and as stated in the ACEC report, some are being carried forth in the RMP and will be open for public comment.

If a designation occurs on currently leased land would it be possible to extend the lease?

If there is a lease in a non-leasing area that has not been developed but is submitted for renewal, it would not be renewed if designation occurs.

Is there alabaster in the area?

Yes, there is some alabaster.

Presentation:  BLM Staff – Potential Effects of Wild and Scenic Suitability on Stakeholder Uses and Values (Roy Smith)
Roy Smith from BLM’s Colorado State Office provided some information about how Wild and Scenic suitability can potentially affect stakeholder uses and values in and along river segments.  He noted that his presentation includes concepts and examples, not case studies.
· When BLM finds a segment suitable, this only triggers a subset of the protections.  It prohibits land management agencies from taking any action that alters the outstandingly remarkable values (ORVs) and prevents the impairment of the classification.  It is important to note that land use plans can have the option to change the level of classification.
· If BLM finds a segment suitable, it cannot allow anything to impair water quality.

· BLM will orient management actions to emphasize, maintain, and enhance the classification in the segment.  BLM will discuss potential impacts of upstream activities with any agencies having plans for the specific river segment. 

· Wild and Scenic suitability does not create exclusive federal control and most other jurisdictional authorities do not change.  When a designation occurs, it lines up all federal agencies and requires them to consider that the ORVs need to be enhanced, supported, and emphasized.  Federal agencies need to make sure projects are consistent with protecting ORVs and consistent with the classification (wild, scenic, or recreational).  
· A suitability finding allows for new recreational uses as long as they are consistent with the classification and ORVs.  Allowed recreation uses can change with a BLM plan amendment.  Recreational uses can also be restricted to address social issues such as crowding and conflicts between differing recreational users/uses.  If recreation is an ORV and there are social issues at hand, this is another factor BLM will consider.

· When a segment is designated, a coordinated resource management plan is developed.
· Some things remain unchanged with a designation, including but not limited to boating access points and public right to float a river.  
· A suitability determination can have some impact on stakeholder uses and values, and there are additional impacts if a segment is later designated as Wild and Scenic by Congress (or the Secretary of the Interior).  These different levels of impacts are summarized below.
· Fish and Wildlife


· Impact of suitability determination

· The State continues to mange fish and wildlife populations.
· Cooperative habitat improvement projects are allowed to the extent they are compatible with classifications and ORVs.

· Hunting and fishing activities can continue but access routes may be managed to protect the ORVs.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress

· Wildlife issues must be addressed by a coordinated resource management plan (CRMP).  If wildlife is an ORV, the CRMP may contain restrictions on fishing and hunting use and may contain access restrictions for these purposes.

· Additional federal funds may become available for wildlife habitat projects.

· Paleontolotic/Geologic/Historical/Prehistorical

· Impacts of suitability determination

· BLM management, right of way (ROW) avoidance areas, and stipulations on mineral development have to be implemented to preserve and protect these values.  No new restrictions on management of these values on private lands but landowners must continue to comply with federal laws designed to protect these resources.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· Federal funds may become more readily available for preservation, restoration, and interpretative projects.

· Vegetation – wildlife habitat, scenic, weed control

· Impact of suitability determination

· There are no restrictions on vegetation management on private lands.

· Noxious weed control is allowed on both federal and private lands.  Application methods may be restricted on federal lands and there may be restricted methods consistent with classification and ORVs.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· If vegetation management involves federal assistance, projects may be limited to those consistent with ORVs.

· There may be restrictions on timber harvest and vegetation manipulation on federal land in the corridor.

· Water rights and water uses

· Impact of suitability determination

· Historical operation, maintenance, and access may continue.

· New water facilities on federal lands allowed to the extent consistent with ORVs and classification.

· No new federal water rights created and therefore no basis for entering water court cases.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
·  (existing requirement unaffected by W&S)New facilities may be restricted or denied to protect ORVs and classification.

· A federal water right is created.  BLM may object to new water rights and changes that could impact the ORVs.

· Agricultural and livestock operations

· Impact of suitability determination

· Existing grazing permits may continue.  Grazing is allowed under all wild and scenic river classifications.

· Allotment management plans and usage rates may be modified if necessary to protect ORVs and water quality.

· No federal control over types of crops that can be grown on private land.  Existing roads on private lands can continue to be used and maintained.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· Department of Agriculture (USDA) agencies may not fund or assist with projects that would degrade ORVs or change classification.

· BLM and USDA agencies may provide technical assistance and funding to develop practices that are consistent with ORVs, water quality, and classification.
· ROW for power lines may be restricted to locations where there is no impact to ORVs or classification.

· Private property uses:  residential, commercial, resort, etc.

· Impact of suitability determination

· BLM may conduct land exchanges and disposals but transaction must be consistent with protections of the ORVs.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· BLM prohibited from disposing of federal lands within river corridor to private parties.

· BLM would work with local governments to monitor, evaluate, and mitigate impacts from private lands on river lands.

· Extractive operations – liquid minerals, solid minerals, logging, and associated infrastructure

· Impact of suitability determination

· Rights existing prior to suitability determination may continue to be exercised.  New extractive leases and operations allowed to extent consistent with ORVs and classification.

· BLM has option to remove river corridor from fluid minerals leasing.  New fluid mineral leases must be conditioned to protect classification and ORVs.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· New mining claims are prohibited in wild and scenic river areas classified as wild.
· Accesses to existing mining claims are allowed.

· Extractive operations – liquid minerals, solid minerals, logging, and associated infrastructure

· Impact of suitability determination

· Rights existing prior to suitability determination may continue to be exercised.  New extractive leases and operations allowed to extent consistent with ORVs and classification.

· BLM has option to remove river corridor from fluid minerals leasing.  New fluid mineral leases must be conditioned to protect classification and ORVs.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· New mining claims are prohibited in wild and scenic river areas classified as wild.
· Access to existing mining claims is allowed.

· Industrial uses:  hydropower, use of state and county roads

· Impacts of suitability determination

· New hydropower uses within segment prohibited unless river is within recreational classification and facility is run-of-the-river (no water storage).

· Existing hydro facilities located upstream and downstream may continue to operate.  BLM will comment on potential impacts of new facilities or reauthorization of existing facilities located upstream and downstream.

· BLM has no authority over management of county roads and state highways.  Existing uses may continue.

· Additional impacts of designation by Congress
· Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) must consult with BLM before issuing any new licenses for facilities that could potentially impact the segment, irrespective whether facility would be locate within W&S segment or not.  Any new licenses must be consistent with ORVs, free flowing condition, and water quality.

· BLM may cooperate with county and state authorities to minimize impacts of existing roads on ORVs and classification.

Questions and Answers
If BLM in Utah finds a segment of the Colorado River suitable, what are the likely implications for BLM management upstream in Colorado?

BLM Colorado would require documentation of what impacts could occur downstream in Utah.  An analysis would be made on a case-by-case basis.  

Can a decision on the river in Utah impact a decision about a diversion on Roan Creek?
Yes or any upstream mainstem segment or other Colorado River tributary upstream of the designated segment.

If a conditional water right is applied for before the designation occurs, is it grandfathered?

The point of designation is to protect the river values.  A conditional water right is an allocation of water under State laws for use in a specific area.  Allocation does not give permission to use land for development, such as if a structure is needed to be built on public land.  The agency may be willing to approve after an analysis is done.

If a segment of the Colorado in Utah is designated as wild and scenic and the Gateway Canyon Resort has a water right, could it be impacted if the head gate is on federal land?

Yes.  If there is the need of an Army Corps of Engineers permit there can be impacts.  If someone wanted to improve, move, or change a structure, BLM would be obligated to look at the change and see what the impacts would be in Utah.  BLM has to go through impact analysis to see if there is a significant impact.
Do all wild and scenic river designations carry a federal water right?

Yes, all designations do.  A finding of suitability does not result in a water right.
When would BLM appropriate instream flows?

BLM gets no appropriation until Congress designates a segment as wild and scenic.  The appropriation date would be given when the river segment is designated by Congress.
Will BLM prohibit the building of a bridge over a river segment from private to private land?

BLM does not have a say over private land.  As necessary, it would need to be approved by the local government.  


When an area is wild and scenic, are there restrictions on equipment to maintain watering holes?

Access and maintenance can continue and historical processes will often continue as well.

If a stream is designated and there is a change in irrigation that reduces return flow on private land, would this be an issue?

If there is a permit needed, the impacts of that action downstream will need to be looked at.

If a water right is damaged due to the federal water right given with designation, are there actions that could be taken?

The water right owner could file an opposition in court. However, since any water right associated with wild & scenic designation would be a junior, non-consumptive (instream) right, injury to another water right would be difficult to prove.
With a designation, can BLM require changes to noise, pumps, or diesel pumps on private land?

No.

Would a designation alter the current selenium efforts?

It would be hard to see an impact from wild and scenic that would stop or slow down the selenium effort considering it is aimed at improving water quality.  The only foreseeable restriction would be moving earth or the disruption of the earth from large machinery that causes harm to ORVs.

Is a diversion that dries up the stream considered an impoundment?

No, not unless it is storage.  A diversion dam pushes water toward a ditch and this does not meet the definition of impoundment.

Presentation:  Mesa Land Trust – Conservation Easements in Eligible Segments (Ilana Moir)
· The mission of Mesa Land Trust is to conserve agricultural lands, wildlife habitat, and open space in and around Mesa County to benefit the community at large.
· A land trust is a non profit organization that, as all or part of its mission, actively works to conserve land by undertaking or assisting in land or conservation easement acquisition, or by its stewardship of such land or easements.

· There are 1,600 land trusts in the United States, 38 in Colorado.

· In Colorado there are 2 million acres of wildlife habitat, working agricultural lands, and significant natural landscapes conserved (1.5 million by land trusts).  This is 3 percent of Colorado’s total land area.

· An easement is a voluntary land protection tool that a landowner either donates, or in rare cases, sells to conserve all or part of their land.

· Mesa Land Trust has accomplished the following:

· Conserved over 58,600 acres through 163 conservation easements; and 
· Protected land includes working farms and ranches, important wildlife habitat, river frontage and scenic natural lands.
· Mesa Land Trust has the following easements along rivers:

· Little Dolores (2,600 acres);

· Colorado (268 acres); and 

· Gunnison (165 acres).

· The total amount of easements on the river stretches is approximately 6.3 miles.
Questions and Answers
Can there be new construction on an easement (for instance, if a house burnt down)?

All contracts have rebuild policies.  Generally speaking, the rebuild is for the same footprint.  Sometimes there is building envelope, certain acreage for home, barn, shop, etc to give some flexibility.  The larger the easement, the more flexibility available.
Is there a map that shows the easements on West Creek?

This information is available and will be forwarded to Heather Bergman for distribution.

Does wild and scenic designation impact easements in any way?

It is possible that designation could impact easements through irrigation methods or the use of land and water.
Presentation:  Mesa County – Management Tools Available to Local Government (Keith Fife and Kay Simonson)
Keith Fife and Kaye Simonson from Mesa County some maps and the goals and policies of Mesa County as they pertain to land use management in the areas surrounding the eligible segments being addressed by the stakeholder group.
· Goals/policies

· Land use and growth management

· Goal 1, Land use - Classifications for most of the areas are rural/agricultural with an average lot of 35 acres and a lot being 35+ acres.

· Conservation and environment

· Goal 1, Public lands management - review agencies, intergovernmental agreements (IGA), cooperative/coordinated efforts

· Goal 2, Sustainable ecosystems - work with state and federal agencies where wildlife and natural processes are threatened; conservation easements.

· Goal 3, Access to public lands - encourage access easements/dedications; locate open space adjacent to public lands.

· Goal 4, Hazard protection - conduct natural hazards “critical and sensitive” lands study.

· Goal 5, Quality of air, water, and land resources - work with public land/resource managers to adopt consistent mitigation standards, review procedures and development criteria; provide incentives/guidelines to protect natural areas/resources and to concentrate development.

· Open lands and trails

· Goal 1, Protect important open lands - voluntary open land techniques; open lands plan; countywide trail system; Land and Property Owners Conservation Assistance Team (LPCAT)

· Goal 2, Protect important wildlife habitat - buffer areas to preserve riparian areas and waterways, banks, and adjacent vegetation; work with Division of Wildlife (DOW) to conserve important wildlife habitats; vegetation requirements.
· Goal 3, Open lands as a limited and valuable resource - open land and trail plans needed to identify and prioritize lands, with a range of voluntary preservation and compensation techniques to protect agricultural lands, natural areas, and open space resources.
· Goal 4, Existing and future major trail linkages - access easement requirements/incentives for land owners or developers to provide trail linkages to public trails.
· Other plans:  Loma, Whitewater, Gateway Canyon Resort community plans.

· Energy Master Plan:  Energy Policy Opportunity Map (EPOM) and energy atlas – known resources, opportunities/constraints, mitigation techniques.

http://www.mesacounty.us/planning/EnergyMasterPlan.aspx 
· Memoranda of Understanding (MOU) with BLM, National Park Service (NPS), US Forest Service (USFS), and US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS):  coordinate planning and decision-making activities.
· Regulation

· Zoning

· Primarily agricultural forestry transition (AFT)

· Density (lot per acre) determined by Future Land Use Map

· Agricultural Forestry (AF) 35 zone

· Available (35 acre minimum)

· Allowed uses (Site Plan):

· Single-family residences; agriculture labor housing

· Parks and open space uses

· Schools

· Underground utilities

· Bed and breakfast (1-5 guest rooms)

· Non-primitive campgrounds

· Riding academy, equestrian

· Animal care, boarding – indoor

· Farmers market

· Landscaping materials sale

· Wholesale sales, agriculture products

· Agricultural transit stops

· Oil and gas drilling, some support services

· Other uses may be allowed as Conditional Use Permits (e.g., primitive campgrounds, confined animal feeding, forestry and energy support services, pipelines, large transmission lines, etc.).
· Floodplain regulations:  provides restrictions on building in floodways (none allowed) and floodplains (limited and must raise foundations at least one foot)
· Ridgeline development:  limits development on ridgelines visible from certain highways.

· Wildlife: mapped potential impact on habitat used in development applications to require consultation with review agencies such as DOW and USFWS

· Other:  some procedural flexibility may be possible to create parcels that are not development lots (i.e. other recreation easements)

· Other regulatory land use tools available

· Overlay districts – riparian areas, scenic areas, wildlife corridors, etc.

· 1041 regulations – “Areas of Activities of State Interest” – including: historical or archaeological resources, major facilities of a public utility (transmission lines, power plants, substations, pipelines, and storage areas of utilities providing natural gas), mineral resource areas, natural resources of statewide importance, etc.

· More information:  www.mesacounty.us/planning
Questions and Answers

What is a PUD?

 A PUD is a Planned Unit Development.
Presentation:  Steve Smith – Other Management Options Available through Federal Legislation

· There has been a collaborative approach to suitability for the Upper Colorado River.  

· Early in the Upper Colorado process, the group looked around the West where there are either legislative actions or another collective action to maintain ORVs in an eligible river segment.  The result was a chart reviewing several other forms of legislation by Congress.   (Note: This chart is available on the website for the Lower Colorado Stakeholder Process at: 
http://www.keystone.org/spp/environment/water/lowercoloradowsr)

· The Cache Le Poudre is the only Congressionally designated Wild and Scenic River in Colorado.

· In the Upper Colorado group, there has not been discussion around Congressional designation for the Colorado River.  At this time, some of the segments are being considered for suitability.

· The stakeholders have agreed to some alternative protections.  The group is willing to work with other agencies to put management tools in place.
· It is important to note even with a Congressional designation or with a suitability designation, there is much flexibility and there is the opportunity to custom-craft protections and alternatives for each segment.

Questions and Answers

What part of the Colorado River is the Upper Colorado group addressing?

The group is looking from Kremling to Glenwood Springs.

Do you anticipate that the Upper Colorado group will put together a management plan?

Yes, and it would be a stakeholder proposal to be included in BLM’s analysis of management options.

Is there any proposal that could harm water rights on the Cache Le Poudre?

There is a proposed dam that could cause flooding up the river.

Presentation:  Steve Smith/Kate Graham– Understanding Citizens’ Wilderness Proposals (CWPs), Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs), and Wilderness Values (Kate Graham and Steve Smith)
· The Colorado Wilderness Network (CWN) is a group of citizens who have been advocating for new wilderness designations in Colorado.  Wilderness designation requires an act of Congress.  The CWN makes proposals that are near to and associated with BLM management decisions.  The whole publication is available at: http://www.canyoncountrywilderness.org/.
· Wilderness areas are landscapes over (though not limited to) 5,000 acres with the following characteristics:

· Opportunities for solitude and primitive recreation;

· Relatively untouched by the hand of man; and 

· Additional features of value (i.e., biologic, ecologic, geologic, scenic, etc.).

· A brief history of Citizen Wilderness Proposals (CWPs) includes:
· 1964 – The Wilderness Act, which made no specific demands of BLM

· 1973 – Rattlesnake Canyon Primitive Area citizen proposal

· 1976 – Federal Lands Policy Management Act

· 1980s – BLM recommends 54 WSAs (772,000 acres)

· 1994 – CWN recommends wilderness for 1.3 million acres of BLM land

· The CWPs in the area addressed by the stakeholder group are Bangs Canyon (21,060 acres), The Palisade (26,836 acres), Granite Creek (9,200 acres), Sagebrush Pillows (5,143 acres), Sewemup Mesa (65,447 acres), Maverick Canyon (26,278 acres), and Unaweep (39,039 acres-10,519 BLM).

· The CWPs relate to the Wild and Scenic stream segments this group is discussing in a variety of ways:
· Bangs Canyon: One of the richest occurrences of rare plants and animals in Colorado can be found here, which is related to the fact that between Bangs Canyon, Northeast Creek, and East Creek there are over 35 miles of flowing water.

· Unaweep:  Ute Creek drains the Uncompahgre Plateau, is a steep riparian canyon and one of the best hikes on the Western Slope, providing a welcome riparian oasis in the summer within the heart of the Unaweep CWP.

· Palisade:  West Creek comprises an ecological anomaly in which cold air descends through the canyon and brings with it a microclimate that results in the appearance of plant and animal life (i.e., brown trout and Lucy’s warbler) not typically found at low elevations and unique to the Palisade CWP.

· The eligible Dolores River segments, while not directly adjacent to the Palisade CWP, are close enough to provide excellent camping spots along the river for users looking to access the wilderness during the day or perhaps for an overnight before returning to base camp by the river.

· The Dolores River segments provide fantastic access to the Maverick Canyon CWP for boaters interested in a day hike into the wilderness.

· For those not interested in getting out of their boats, the river itself enables users to experience the unique geologic timeline of Colorado’s red rock canyon country.

· Sweeping views of the river and scenic Highway 141 are accessible from high atop the mesas within the northern portions of the Sewemup Mesa CWP.

· The Dolores River Coalition is working to bring together local, state, and national organizations with business, recreation, and conservation interests to protect the diverse ecosystems, the multitude of recreational opportunities, and the rural legacy of the Dolores River Basin for the long-term benefit of residents and users.

Questions and Answers
How does CWN get funded?
The funding comes from foundations (grants) and donations.  It receives no money from federal grants.

Are some of the CWPs in Mesa County being looked at again, after a previous stakeholder discussion some years ago?
Yes, CWN has inventoried all of the proposals again, took some of the comments that emerged from the prior discussion, and made some changes including adjusting some boundaries.  
Next Steps for Roan/Carr Creeks, Gunnison River Segment 2, and the Little Dolores River
· Roan/Carr Creeks and the Gunnison River Segment 2

· The facilitator distributed the draft letter to BLM regarding Roan Creek, Carr Creek, and the Gunnison River Segment 2 to the group for their review.
· Steve Smith and Chris Treese will work together to make some small changes to the letter and then Heather will circulate it to the larger group for one last opportunity to make changes.

· Heather will then circulate the final letter so participating individuals and entities can discuss whether or not to sign on to the letter.  
· The deadline for notifying Heather that an individual or group wants to sign on to the letter is February 22, 2010.

· Little Dolores River

· Dori and Jay Van Loan worked with other landowners to draft a letter to the BLM.

· At the prompting of the Van Loans, BLM looked at maps and information regarding the Little Dolores River and found a large discrepancy in land status, the river corridor, and where it lies on the land.  With these discrepancies and the amount of public land surrounding the segment, this stretch should not have been found eligible and therefore there is no reason to pursue suitability.  BLM will include the letter from the Van Loans in the record for the RMP process. T
· The group agreed it would be of their best interest to sign this letter in the same manner as the letter on Roan Creek, Carr Creek, and Gunnison River Segment 2.  The same deadlines will also apply.
Meeting Schedule for the Months Ahead
The next stakeholder meeting will be held on Tuesday, February 23, at the Mesa County Office at 544 Rood Street, training room on the third floor.
