Lower Colorado River Wild and Scenic Collaborative Process

Full Stakeholder Group
March 25, 2010

Final Meeting Summary

Attending

Steve Acquafresca, Bennett Boeschenstein, Belle Chesnick, Larry Clever, Richard Connell, Terry Franklin, Thelma Hays, Oscar Massey, Rebecca Mitchell, Jean Moores, Linda Moores, Jim Komatinsky, Dick Proctor, Steve Ryken, Kaye Simonson, Steve Smith, Katie Stevens, John Stout, Susan Treece, Chris Treese, Dori Van Loan, Jay Van Loan, Jason Wedemeyer, John Williams, Allan Wise,  Niki Koszalka, and Heather Bergman

Action Items

	Chris Treese
	Work on getting information on the Shoshone Call for the Colorado River 3 Working Group meeting

	Chris Treese
	Research the information Oscar provided about the power withdrawal near the Utah border

	Chris Treese
	Look into the amount of water needed from the mainstem of the Dolores and the San Miguel

	Chris Treese
	Find out the amount, timing, and priority for North East Creek instream flow

	Chris Treese
	Provide Heather with new language on the fish species (native cut throat) for the Roan/Carr/Gunnison letter

	Chris Treese and Roy Smith
	Research any instream flows being considered by Bureau of Land Management (BLM) or the State in West/North Fork West/Ute Creeks

	Rebecca Mitchell, Steve Smith, and Richard Connell
	Contact their people in Utah to find out information on the state-wide discussion about Wild and Scenic suitability and designation

	BLM (Katie Stevens)
	Check with Michelle Bailey and Catherine Robertson to determine if part of the 2.7-mile stretch on the Little Dolores is in a National Conservation Area (NCA) and, if so, if that means it will not be addressed during this planning process

	BLM (Katie Stevens)
	Report to the group on any current management practices to protect the cultural ORV on the eligible portions of the Little Dolores

	BLM (Katie Stevens)
	Determine if there are specific management practices in place to prohibit poachers (campers on private land)

	Dori and Jay Van Loan (with others)
	Re-write the Little Dolores following the guidelines outlined at the meeting (Niki will send the guidelines to Dori.)

	Heather Bergman 
	Add signatures, Chris’s language on the fish, change date, PDF when done and submit to Catherine (listserv to be copied when email is sent) (April 1) (Roan and Carr letter)

	Heather Bergman
	Will collect edits on the Colorado 1 and 2 letters until April 1


Review Goals of Collaborative Process

The facilitator reminded the group of the goals of collaborative process:

· Diverse stakeholders discuss options and provide consensus-based recommendations to BLM
· Collaborate (“co-labor”), work together to solve problems
· Provide/find shared solution for shared benefits
· Provide recommendations that everyone can live with
Summary of Working Group Progress and Next Steps

Colorado River Segment 3

· The group is currently tackling management options to protect ORVs and stakeholder uses and values. 

· The conversation for Colorado River Segment 3 has a unique component as it is in McInnis Canyons NCA.  The NCA boundary is written into legislation as the 100-year floodplain, which has not been defined.  This causes problems as there are two different management plans that could apply to the same area.  The group decided to take a collaborative step and attempt to fix the boundary issue.  The group created a task group to consider legislative change to move the boundary from the unknown floodplain to the river’s edge.  The group (Chris Treese, Steve Smith, Becky Mitchell, Sara Ransford, and Richard Connell) is still having this conversation.   

· The group discussed the Shoshone Call and would like to have a representative from the River District come to the group to discuss this issue. 
· The group agreed to changes, additions, and considerations for the management options for maintaining ORVs and stakeholder uses and values chart. The chart is attached and will be posted at http://keystone.org/spp/environment/water/LowerColoradoWSR. 

Dolores River
· The group is currently tackling management options to protect ORVs and stakeholder uses and values. 

· BLM reported to the group that it had overlooked fish as an ORV in this segment.

· The group would like to make sure it is tracking actions Utah BLM offices are taking on the Dolores River as well as what occurs upstream.

· The group agreed to changes, additions, and considerations for the management options for maintaining ORVs and stakeholder uses and values chart. The chart is attached and will be posted at http://keystone.org/spp/environment/water/LowerColoradoWSR. 

East/West/North Fork West/Ute Creeks

East Creek
· The group agreed that conversations on East Creek will be focused on the northern, contiguous sections of the creek.  

· The group is currently tackling management options to protect ORVs and stakeholder uses and values. 

· The group agreed to changes, additions, and considerations for the management options for maintaining ORVs and stakeholder uses and values chart. The chart is attached and will be posted at http://keystone.org/spp/environment/water/LowerColoradoWSR. 
West/North Fork West/Ute Creeks

· The group agreed to changes, additions, and considerations for the management options for maintaining ORVs and stakeholder uses and values chart. The chart is attached and will be posted at http://keystone.org/spp/environment/water/LowerColoradoWSR. 
Questions and Answers
Colorado River Segment 3

If the NCA boundary was taken to the edge of the river, does this solve the bulk of the management issues?

This is something the subgroup is discussing.  BLM would need to determine if it solved BLM management problems.

Dolores River

Was there anyone from the recreational community at the meeting?

No outfitters were there.  Gateway Canyon Resort was present.

What is the status of the stakeholder group being convened to address wild and scenic issues in Uncompadre Field Office?

The River District has spoken with BLM.  Comments on the eligibility report are due March 29 and the official communications from BLM will occur during April.

Revisit Decision-Making Protocols and Determine How Group Will Proceed
· The group had a robust discussion on how it should proceed and what kind of decision-making protocols should be in place.
· The group agreed to carry on with its current approach of sending agreements to BLM as soon as they are available.  

Little Dolores River Update and Net Steps
· Katie Stevens gave the group an update from BLM regarding the eligibility of the Little Dolores.
· Some stakeholders brought information to BLM’s attention about faulty mapping on the Little Dolores, indicating that there was substantially less federal land than was previously thought.
· Upon further review, BLM determined there was a remaining small section on federal land that still maintained the cultural ORV and would therefore would remain eligible.  This segment is 2.7 miles long.

· BLM prepared an amendment to the Eligibility Report outlining this change.  The amendment was distributed to the group.

· It was brought to BLM’s attention that approximately a mile of the 2.7-mile stretch is part of an NCA.  This would make it not eligible for the eligibility process, according to BLM documents.  Katie Stevens will discuss this with Catherine Robertson and Michelle Bailey to determine BLM’s assessment of this issue.

· The group agreed to draft a letter to the BLM suggesting that suitability is not necessary for the remaining 1.7 miles of the Little Dolores.  Dori and Jay Van Loan offered to spearhead a team to get the letter written.  

Questions and Answers
Are there any current monument protections for cultural ORVs?
There are cultural resource protection laws and the Paleontological Resources Preservation Act may also provide some protections.  BLM will report back with specific management provisions that may exist.

Review of Draft Letters to BLM Regarding Colorado River Segments 1 and 2

· The group received draft letters to BLM regarding Segments 1 and 2 of the Colorado River.  The letters indicate that suitability is not necessary for these segments.  Participants will review these drafts and send edits to Heather by April 1, 2010.

Next Steps for Draft Letters to BLM Regarding Roan/Carr/Gunnison

· The group agreed to change the language in the Roan/Carr/Gunnison letter to reflect more recent data about the species of fish in these segments.  Chris Treese will draft the language and send it to Heather Bergman.

· Heather Bergman will collect and add a few remaining signatures to the letter, add the language on the fish, change the date, make letter into a PDF, and submit it to Catherine Robertson.  The group will be copied on the email submitting the letter.
Next Meetings
· The group agreed to the following meeting schedule.

· April 8, 2010 from 8:00 am to 5:30 pm (working groups)

· April 14, 2010 from 12:00pm to 6:00 pm (working groups)

· April 15, 2010 from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm (working group); 1:00 pm to 4:00 pm (stakeholder group)

· May 6, 2010 from 8:00 am to 5:30 pm (working groups)

· May 19, 2010 from 12:00pm to 6:00 pm (working groups)

· May 20, 2010 from 9:00 am to 12:00 pm (working group); 1:00 pm to 4:00 pm (stakeholder group)

· Locations for all meetings will be determined.

