Lower Colorado River Wild and Scenic Collaborative Process
Gunnison River Segment 2 Working Group
Final Meeting Summary
December 17, 2009
Attending
Tom Alevey, Mike Berry, Richard Connell, Terry Franklin, Thelma Hays, Dan Kowalski, Rebecca Mitchell, Kaye Simonson, Roy Smith, Jason Wedemeyer, Niki Koszalka, and Heather Bergman

By Phone:    Mike Eytel
Action Items

	Jason Wedemeyer
	Confer with members of environmental community to gauge support for tentative agreement outlined below


The facilitator discussed the objectives for the meeting including:

· Understand ORVs in each segment

· Identify existing and potential uses that stakeholders want to maintain

· Assess existing management and/or protective provisions

· Outline an approach to decisions for each segment (criteria-based or other)

Summary of ORVs
· The following are the outstandingly remarkable values (ORVs) that the Bureau of Land Management has identified in and along the Gunnison River Segment Two:

· Fish:  Colorado Pink Minnow and Razorback Sucker

· Historical:  Railroad

Identification of Existing and Potential Uses

The group brainstormed the following stakeholder uses and values that they want to maintain in and along the Gunnison River Segment 2:
· Water rights/water uses

· Wilderness values (part of Bangs Canyon Citizens Wilderness Proposal (CWP))

· Redlands Power

· Historical values (Old Spanish Trail, south side of Orchard Mesa)

· Recreation (bike trails (motorized and un motorized), hunting, fishing, rafting, canoeing, kayaking)

· Energy development (coal)

· Possible opportunities for hydropower

· Gravel pit operations

· Agriculture

· Sensitive plant species (Hookless Cactus)

· Private development (industrial, residential)

· Grazing

· Wildlife

· Fish

· Noxious weed management

· Railroad

The group also discussed the fish population in this river segment.  There is an excellent and healthy non-endangered native, robust population.  The instream flows remain regular because of the senior water rights downstream.  Provisions for protecting the fish are contained in the Aspenall Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

Next Steps

The group agreed that it appears that the fish in the river are adequately protected under existing law and efforts.  The group tentatively agreed to send a letter to BLM recommending that, if BLM can demonstrate that the fish are adequately protected, BLM not find the Gunnison River Segment 2 suitable, contingent upon consultation and agreement by members of the environmental community who were unable to attend the meeting.
   If those being consulted with agree, the facilitator will draft a letter and circulate it to the group for review.  If those being consulted with do not agree or if other issues or questions arise, the facilitator will schedule a conference call to discuss next steps. 
� Note: Since the meeting, it has come to the facilitator’s attention that not all participants in the meeting had the same understanding of this tentative agreement.  The facilitator is working to schedule a conference call to assist participants in determining how to proceed.   





