LILLOOET LAND and RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN


Table Meeting June 18 & 19, 1999


Lillooet Memorial Curling Club


MEETING SUMMARY





Attendees:


Community Resources Board:  Alice Kidd, Bill Spencer, Karl Delling, John Courchesne, Mike Kennedy, Mike Nikkel, Chris O’Connor, Betty Weaver.


Public Participants:  Norma Wilson, Desiree Mou (alt.), Sue Duxbury (alt.), John Edgar, Tom Nichols, Trevor Jones (alt.), Sylvia Waterer, Kevan Bracewell (alt.), Janika Wright, Brad Bennett, Dave Dobi (alt.), John Leighton, Jack Carradice, Brian Wood (alt.)


Provincial Government:  Donna Romain, Dave Horne, Rob Gowan, Bruce Madu, Dawna Harden, Jim Richardson


Local Government:  Russ Oakley, Kevin Taylor, Sheila McLean


Staff:  Trevor Chandler, Bruce Walter, Phil Whitfield, Susan Omelchuk, Marc Imus


Guests & Observers:  Leah Hartley, Ted Crouch, Fred Samson, Vic Hamm, Eddy Roberts, Gordon Weetman, Susan Senger, Bob Sheridan, Maureen Scott, Ron Friesen, Neil Brown, Miguel Llora





Documents:


Mailed Documents:


June Meeting Agenda


March 26, 27 Table Meeting Summary


Amendments to December, 1998 meeting summary


May 5, 1999 reply from IAMC regarding LRMP Table Letter of Transmittal from IAMC


In-meeting Documents:


Base Case Update for Lillooet LRMP - June 10, 1999, e-mail from Gordon Enemark


Water Use Planning for Bridge River System - June 14, 1999, letter from BC Hydro


Final TSR Data Package & Information Report


Landscape Unit Planning Deferral Request - Letter from Fred Baxter RM MoF, to Larry Pederson Chief Forester


Summary of Access Area Discussions


Guidelines for working group meetings





Summary of Action Items


Donna Romain will bring a watershed map next meeting (related to IWAP discussion).


Bill Spencer will discuss the integration of the LRUP (and how this should occur) with the editing team.


Donna R. will look into how to get copies of the Cayoosh Goat study.


Concern with visuals from Highline Road, in Access unit #17 (Lost Valley)  - this will be looked at by the Visuals group.


Visuals Working Group to look at concern with visuals from Highline Road, in Access unit #17 (Lost Valley).


Access Working Group - get clarification of the access restriction notes in #18 – Copper/Machute Creek and develop solutions.


PAS working group - deal with Antoine Creek (access unit # 21) under PA discussions.


Yalakom Community Council - give presentation on Antoine Creek at next meeting.


Jack will re-visit the various access units discussed to see if there are other cases where wildlife should be moved up to a primary objective.


LRUP members (Bill, Brad) to meet with editing team - integration issues on access.


Bendor Task Force:  Trevor Jones, Mike Kennedy, Donna Romain, Brad Bennett, Dave Horne, Karl Delling, Bruce Madu, Tom Nichols will look at the Bender area further to make recommendations on access in unit #25.


Group discussing special management in unit #25 - will discuss Standard-McGillivray Pass.


John Courchesne and Kevan Bracewell to discuss Standard McGillivray.


PST will come up with a date, time and facilitator for the Spruce Lake meeting to occur.


Access Committee – discuss motorized recreation in the alpine – Noaxe - #37.


Brad will talk to Greg Dixon about Siska.  Results of discussions will come back to the Protected Areas Working Group.


Recreation Committee to send recommendations on access to alpine areas in unit # 38 (Burkholder/Retaskit) to Access Committee, with consideration of the Yalakom LRUP.


Wildlife working group to develop objectives and strategies for migration corridors in Nine Mile Ridge (unit # 39).


PA working group to look at representation for Nine Mile Ridge (unit #39).


Access Working Group - consider recommendations on visions, objectives and strategies if the Cayoosh Resort goes ahead.  


Wildlife working group to look at an RMZ recommendation (and objectives/strategies) for Downton goats.


Decision to come back to #24 Jones/Terzaghi after Donna has discussions on access restrictions with Dave.





Friday, June 18th:


Call to Order 8:45 a.m.





1.	Introduction - Phil Whitfield, Process Coordinator


2.	Agenda Review/Summary Review/Rumour Check/Housekeeping 


Agenda Review - Trevor reviewed the agenda.  


Summary Review – No comments on the last meeting summary.


Rumour Check - Alice Kidd reported that she would be taking a break from the LRMP, due to various stresses placed on her health.  Alice is also working on developing/promoting a renewed economy within the Lillooet area.  Alice wished the table good luck in the process and departed from the meeting.  


Dave Horne mentioned the Timber Supply Review (TSR) public review package will be available during this meeting.  With respect to landscape unit planning, there is a letter detailing the deferral of setting biodiversity emphasis options (BEOs).  The letter states that if the LRMP table does not reach agreement on BEOs by December, then government will proceed with setting these through landscape unit planning.


Donna Romain mentioned that Peter Weilandt has taken another job and is no longer an alternate for her at the LRMP.


Housekeeping - Looking for feedback on meeting facilities (Lillooet Memorial Curling Club versus REC Centre versus Legion).


Funding - Phil and Bruce mentioned that the Community Resources Board is now handling table-meeting costs.  Working group meetings will continue to be covered by Crown Land Use Planning Enhancement (CLUPE) funds.  A new form (for table member expenses) is available, but the forms are still to be sent to the Lillooet Forest District office.


Facilitation - Due to funding, Trevor will be the only facilitator used for this meeting.  This will allow facilitation funds to be used for non-consensus items that require intensive facilitation.  As identified in the terms of reference, the LRMP Table must approve any new facilitators brought into the process.  Dan Johnston or Alex Grzybowski can be utilized for certain negotiations.  


Phil asked the Table to consider dates (and acceptance) for the proposed sequence of events:


First Meeting - Completion of text, review of edits, and integration exercise (looking at order of magnitude resource conflicts) within general management.


Access discussion and integration exercise may identify need for RMZs.


Dispute resolution process within working groups.


Second meeting - Decide what to take out to the public, initiate MAA


Third meeting - Review public input, review MAA, frame report to IAMC


Comment - need to have adequate time in between meetings to get work done.  


Grizzly Bear Study Funding - Brad mentioned there may be FRBC funding for grizzly bear study.  Brad will send out a letter asking for funding prior to the next meeting.


District-wide IWAP - Donna mentioned that MELP has initiated a district-wide Interior Watersheds Assessment Procedure (IWAP) with licensees; a MELP staff person has become available to carry this out. This procedure will lead to recommendations for restoration and priorities for which watersheds may require more detailed assessments (i.e., channel assessments).  This assessment procedure will be an office (GIS) exercise.


Action:  Donna Romain will bring a watershed map next meeting (related to IWAP discussion).


Terms of Reference - Trevor reviewed selected parts of the TOR - keeping  alternates informed - this has not been occurring to the necessary extent.  Attempts to resolve issues directly also need to be pursued -  Under 8.5 - non-consensus items, Table members have the responsibility to narrow the gap on non-consensus issues. 


Guidelines for Working Group Meetings - copies available; outlines procedures for working groups - intent is to make future working group meetings more effective and productive.


3.	Reports/ “Feathering the Duck”


IAMC letter - Bill asked that the LRMP table to be familiar with the Yalakom LRUP in order for the strategic components to be integrated with the LRMP.  His concern is that the LRUP be adequately addressed.  This may be a necessary part of the editing/integration exercise.  


Action:  Bill Spencer will discuss the integration of the LRUP (and how this should occur) with the editing team.


b)  Edit Group - Phil reported that Access, Red/Blue, NDT4/Range, Recreation, Transportation and Cultural Heritage have yet to be completed.  These have to be completed and reviewed by the working groups.  The objectives and strategies format has changed, overviews have been standardized.  Phil mentioned that the objective should identify the end state (measurable) and the strategies are suggested means to achieve the objectives.  The editing team has attempted to identify indicators (where appropriate) for the objectives.


c)  MAA Base Case progress - a copy of a letter from Gord Enemark is available to explain the current status of the MAA base case.  The MAA base case should be available by September.


d)  Working Group Reports 


PAS - Phil reported there was a meeting on May 17.  Discussion of developing options - the scenarios developed were very far apart.  Decision to wait until access discussion concludes and general management text is finalized.  More negotiation needed - intensive facilitation may be necessary in order to move forward.  Decision to set a meeting after the weekend access discussion.


Visuals - Peter Rennie is the new coordinator for this group (not present).  The group met twice since the last LRMP.  The working group refined the three visual zones.  The edit was reviewed with a great deal of working consensus.  Representatives from the Tourism sector need to provide input into the tourism elements of the Visuals section.  The three zones have to be discussed further at the next meeting.


Tourism - Rob reported that the edit was reviewed.  The objectives and strategies are being revised by Dick McMaster and will come back to Rob.  Comment:  there is a need to have broader representation at the tourism working group meeting.


Timber - Bruce reported that there was a high level of agreement on the objectives and strategies.  No immediate zoning implications, however, green-up areas and how these would be implemented has yet to be resolved.  The intent was to negotiate the net effect on the land base at the table.


Access - Jack submitted concerns with the access group summaries and access discussion exercise; mentioned that the vision and the objectives/strategies should be kept strategic, and is also concerned with the level of detail that is being discussed in the Access working group summary tables.  As well, how to determine the long-term access implications/needs has yet to be looked at.  Concerned with getting bogged down in operational detail.


Dave Horne agreed that rewording the Vision makes sense.  Dave mentioned that the intent of developing the summaries would be to develop strategic objectives and strategies for access.  Boundaries are intended as working boundaries (some of these may dissolve if the access direction is the same between two units.)  Recording the table’s vision for each of the units provides a “check” on the balance of various levels of access across the district.  Dave reviewed the spreadsheet showing the permitted uses in each of the units – this can lead to the development of a map or shading system to illustrate where the different users are allowed.  Jack mentioned there is a need to have an overall goal of further detailed planning.


Concern that forest harvesting over a 100-year rotation needs to be considered (or modeled) within the access discussion.  Gordon mentioned there is a great deal of mature timber (which may be at risk.)  


Dan Peterson has generated a harvest forecast to show how much of the cut is coming out of each landscape unit over the next 200 years.  Concern that harvesting beyond the ten-year time-frame (to look at where the wood will come from) needs be looked at further.  


There appear to be conflicting views on the level of detail that is needed in the access discussion.


Access meeting needs to have broader representation in future meetings.


Bruce summarized the discussion on each of the units from the March meeting (handouts).


Concern that the access package maps do not reflect current roads and trails.  Not all trails have been identified (requests have been made to have help with this.)    


Wildlife - Marc reported on Ungulates – mule deer, moose and goat edits have been reviewed.  A few homework items remain but there was little disagreement on the content.  The edit to sheep remains to be reviewed.  Donna reported that there was an owl field trip to look at some areas where owls have identified habitats and at stand structure conditions that support owl populations.  Brad mentioned there is a paper on owl habitats, which discusses owls living in transition forests.


FRBC study on Cayoosh Goats has been released.  


Action:  Donna will look into how to get copies of the Cayoosh Goat study.


Water/Fish - Marc reported the edit to the Water section was reviewed; no major disagreements with the text.  Donna already mentioned the district-wide IWAP process now underway.  There is also a public meeting next Thursday night (June 30) at the Lillooet REC Centre to discuss the Water Use Plan (WUP) process for BC Hydro’s plans in the Bridge River System (copies of the announcement were made available).  The Bridge River Ash has been mapped so there will be a map of this area included in the water section (referenced by objectives/strategies).


The edited version of the Fish section remains to be reviewed by the working group.  The working group reviewed a draft priority watershed map (for fish) with general acceptance. 


Community – There will be a meeting tonight (7:00 to 8:30) to discuss the suggested changes to the wording.  Some of the Community text may have conflicts with other sections.


Transportation - Jim Richardson mentioned that the transportation network (and the Ministry of Transportation and Highways) would endeavor to meet the needs of the plan.  One of the objections to access maintenance is money.  If the plan can find opportunities for funding, there are no major issues.  The community group can have a look at the transportation section.


4.	Expansion of Access/Defining the Vision


Summaries of those units already discussed (previous meetings) were handed out.  Also, the packages containing descriptions/maps for each unit were mailed out and extra copies were available at the meeting.  The existing values that are identified in the spreadsheet were recorded based on what people had reported to the working group.


USING DRAFT SUMMARIES 05/04/99


#11 - Gott – (Option C for grizzly).  Comments on Vision, objectives: motorized recreation in Gott Creek needs to be identified; ensure that bridges are kept at Gott Creek (for recreational use.)


Working consensus: General management is adequate for Gott - unit #11.


#12 - Melvin Creek - (Option C for grizzly.)  Note: there’s a proposed road in the area.  Comments on Vision, objectives: Question of whether one option should be recommended (intensive recreation or other?)  Clarification is needed - that wildlife and intensive recreation are kept separate.  The backcountry recreation category is defined as 8km from the road (does not apply here).  “Lambing grounds” should be changed to kidding grounds.  Discussion of direction to government on land use within this unit ensued.


Non-consensus items: MELP has concerns with a ski hill development in this area (and associated impacts to wildlife populations.)  Some feel that this may be an appropriate area for intensive recreation.  The Environmental Assessment will be making its report.  


Working consensus: If an environmental assessment identifies this area as appropriate for intensive recreation, then this area would become an intensive recreation area.  If the EA deemed this area not appropriate for intensive recreation, then general management will apply with opportunities to harvest while respecting wildlife concerns.  (This area could be amalgamated with unit #42 if the EA showed that intensive recreation is not appropriate.)


Lunch:  12:15 - 1:05 p.m.


#12 - continued - no consensus on this unit being an intensive recreation zone.  Brad has concerns that the unit makes allowances for harvesting in the future.  


General - concern with the faster rate moving through these units (15-20 minutes each).


Non-consensus:  Intensive recreation zone or other?  (EA process plays a role in decision.)


#13 - Phair/Boulder – (Option B & C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  Road deactivation will occur naturally due to presence of avalanche chute above road.  Discussions of industrial access only and access over the long-term.  Brad mentioned that getting in and out quickly would work in this area - old timber with forest health implications.  The access implications need clarification.  Concern that conservation values be recognized in Phair Creek - protection of wildlife values is a key concern.


Suggestion to have natural closure and forget the gate.  Need to have signage to explain the closure in this.  


Working consensus: Maintain road for industrial access only.  Natural closure and access controls where necessary in unit #13 for the protection of wildlife.  (Timber and wildlife are the two key values in this unit.)


Is general management adequate?  MELP feels that general management is not adequate in this unit (to protect wildlife.)  One alternative is to have general management objectives and strategies that would provide compensatory measures to deal with wildlife.


Comment:  Some decisions were already made in the FDP process.


#14 - Riley/Enterprise Creek – (Option A for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, Objectives:  question of whether general management covers the level of water licensing in this unit (over licensed).  Note this concern to the Water Working Group.  Concerns with downstream water use.  Question of road maintenance costs - potential policy advice to government.  People residing within this unit.


Working consensus - as per handout


#15 - Fountain/McGillivray – (Not within any grizzly option areas.)  Comments on Vision, Objectives:  “locals” in the comment column refers to the importance of ATV and motorbike use (moderate) in this unit.  People residing within this unit - concern with providing access for residents.  (This unit may need to cross-reference the Community section.)  Make note of resident populations.  


Add to primary objectives:  concerns with access to communities.


Suggestion:  “Where communities exist, recognize Official Community Plans or the need to develop OCP’s.”


Working consensus - as otherwise described


#16 - Pavilion/Sallus - (Not within any grizzly option areas.)  Comments on Vision: same residential concerns as #15.  Concerns with poaching in this unit due to road access that need to be addressed (one way or another.)  


Working consensus:  General agreement with the vision statement.


General management implications - proposed addition to the Marble Canyon Park in this area.


#17 - Lost Valley – (Option B & C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: water concerns - long-term licensed users.  Any upstream planning should not interrupt this use.  No motorized access - concern with this, access control.


Non-consensus:  whether or not to allow mountain biking (or even any recreational access.) (This needs clarification.)  Protected area or RMZ?  Conservation concerns (an original RPAT candidate), wildlife concerns.  Maintenance of wilderness in this unit needs to be outlined in the vision statement.  


Action:  Visuals Working Group to look at concern with visuals from Highline Road, in Access unit #17 (Lost Valley).


Is general management adequate?  No; proposal for protection (along with Cayoosh) and First Nations concern. Need to expand on vision (numbers will be important) to outline the concerns on access impacts on wildlife.  


Suggestion:  This area will be one where numbers of users will be monitored and if necessary adjusted to prevent negative impacts on wildlife.


#18 - Copper/Machute Creek – (Option A & B for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  add water and fisheries values - Copper Creek flows into Cayoosh - leave as low rating with details in comments column.  Off-road concern - access to Seton Lake should be maintained.  Conflicts between motorcycles and horses should be addressed within general management.  First Nations and domestic water supply users - should be recognized.  


Non-consensus:  Connection along the South side of Seton Lake is a concern to local government - create a safer route for school buses.  Discussions with Min. of Highways to have this become a provincial highway (in exchange for Mission Mountain road - revert to BC Hydro). Non-consensus (other):  Whether or not motorized recreation can be compatible with the non-motorized uses in the area.  Traditional horse use trail being used as a motorized recreation trail.  This is a larger issue, which needs further discussion (recreation/access) - may be a non-consensus item to share in open houses.


Working consensus:  General consensus on the vision statement.


Action:  Access Working Group - get clarification of the access restriction notes in #18 – Copper/Machute Creek and develop solutions.


#19 - North of Seton Lake (Retaskit) – (Option A for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: heli-biking is an existing use - tourism use is moderate.  


Working consensus:  General agreement on vision statement.


#20 - Camoo/Ama - (Not within any grizzly option areas.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  visuals will be dealt with in the visuals section.  Vision needs to acknowledge First Nations historical areas.  Flag this area as one that needs consultation with First Nations.  Concern that the presence of a major community is not mentioned – cross-reference Community section; important considerations for Crown/Community interface here.  Mapped as backcountry recreation yet defined as mid-country.  This should be changed to high for backcountry recreation.  Non-motorized recreation should be added to the Primary objectives.


Is general management adequate?  First Nation’s issues are important.


#21 - Antoine Creek - (Not within any grizzly option areas.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: Small Business Forest Enterprise Program proposal to harvest in the area.  Concern with this area being identified as a motorized recreation area - difficult to maintain roads in this terrain.  Logging roads and impacts may have an impact on community water supplies. A great deal of opposition was expressed at the public meeting where the small business harvesting proposal was presented.


This unit contains a portion of one of the proposed protected areas (made by the conservation sector).  Water is a key concern in this unit that should be identified in the primary objectives.  Bridge River Band concerns in this unit.


Note to Access Group:  Revise vision statement to include water interests, (not just timber production); potential special management or community focus zone.


Action:  Deal with Antoine Creek (access unit # 21) under protected area discussions.


Decision to remove “motorized” recreation.


Next Steps:  Yalakom Community Council - give presentation on Antoine Creek at next meeting.


#22 - Ore/Junction – (Options B&C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  add water into primary objectives; potential problems with logging of Yalakom Creek - suggestion to remove the words “and could be accessed from unit 40”.  Concern that in the table - existing values identify wildlife as “high” yet wildlife is only identified as a secondary objective.  Suggestion that wildlife be moved up to a primary objective.  


Working consensus: Move wildlife up to a primary objective.  General agreement with the vision - access committee will look at the wording further.


Action:  Jack will re-visit the various access units discussed to see if there are other cases where wildlife should be moved up to a primary objective.


Access Restriction Notes: Motorized vehicle closure above 1900m in this unit.  In some cases, gates could be used to control access.  Access development issues - access into alpine areas and access to other watersheds across the height of land (connection from unit 40).  (Section 105 can be used to achieve this.)  Restrict access to side-drainages; ensure that roads are as temporary as possible (yet suitable for recreation in the future).


#23 - Buck/Doe/Shulaps – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  heli-skiing should be mentioned under mid-country recreation.  Concern with motorized access prevented.  Retention of motorized access, loop road (old Jade Mine Road) - goes up LaRochelle Creek.  Remove “provide” and “lakes” from the vision statement.  Change wording to “retain access on old Jade Mine road.”  Existing access (motorized and non-motorized) should be adequate.


Question of what will occur with the road into Holbrook.  There is currently a gate along this road to prevent motorized access (due to public desire to restrict this).  There may be options for controlling access into Holbrook Creek (while maintaining access up the Jade Mine road.)


Add to vision:  existing roads and trails serve the recreation users adequately.  “No net increase in motorized recreation use.”  (This still allows more roads for industrial use.)  Jack has a concern with limiting recreational road opportunities in the future.  Once the access group pulls together its matrix, this should give the table an indication of the mix of access opportunities and limitations.


General management adequate?  (Recognizing there is a portion of study area within this unit.)  Road building difficult, water interests in La Rochelle creek.  There are some issues addressed in the LRUP - SMZ - road development concerns, restriction of access to alpine.  


Action:  LRUP members (Bill, Brad) to meet with editing team - integration issues on access.


Meeting adjourned:  5:10 p.m.





Saturday, June 19th:


Call to Order 8:40 a.m.


1.	Introduction/Housekeeping


Vic Hamm mentioned that 8x10 prints are available of the photo that was taken of table members in the park.  The cost of these is $2.00/print.


2.	Reports from Evening Meetings


Community Group - there was a review on the edit to the Community section (good level of agreement).  The Community Focus and Interface zones will be discussed at the next working group meeting (tentatively the afternoon of July 15.)  There will be a mail out prior to that meeting with changes that were made last night.


3.	Continued:  Expansion of “Access”/Defining The Vision


#24 - Jones/Terzaghi – (Option A for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision/objectives: clarification - road construction minimized due to deer and sheep concerns.  Concern with restriction to access during winter months.  Suggestion:  change wording to “limit impacts on deer and sheep from access during winter months” - make more strategic.


Is general management adequate?  MELP feels that more stringent guidelines are needed for this portion of the deer winter range.  This could be considered critical deer winter range; road blockage at the front end is needed.  MELP would like to see no new roads in this area.  


Action:  Decision to come back to this one after Donna has discussions on access restrictions with Dave.


#25 - Keary/Nosebag/Whitecap/Truax – (Options A, B & C for grizzly.)  JS Jones, SBFEP - road to be extended.  Add to first page under timber - woodlot present at Truax Creek.  Comments on Vision/objectives:  heli-skiing is one of the potential activities (moderate potential) in this area (southwest edge).  Bobb Creek is an important watershed for representation and wilderness recreation (access implications.)  Grizzly bear security area of concern.  Access controls may be needed - favorable to grizzly bears.  Most of the timber is low in the valley (roading is lower down) with rugged terrain throughout - may be easier to close access (gates or series of closures).  Timber sector does not feel this area is high for representation.  Closures would limit recreational access.  Part of this is a protected area proposal.


Conservation - main concern is Bobb Creek.  Mineral claims in the area - claim-holders would want to maintain access to claims.  Suggestion that grizzly bears be added into the primary objectives.  Conflict between motorized recreation and grizzly conservation.  Recommendation that Truax access remains.  


Working consensus:  Truax road access remains.  Move boundary for unit #25 so that Truax is part of unit #28.  Grizzly options will inform access decisions in this area.


Action:  Bendor Task Force:  Trevor Jones, Mike Kennedy, Donna Romain, Brad Bennet, Dave Horne, Karl Delling, Bruce Madu, Tom Nichols will look at the Bendor area further to make recommendations on access.


#26 - Connell/Whitecap – (Options B & C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  First Nations and Hydro interests in the area. Access into Whitecap is through Seton Indian Reserve.  Rubber boa (red/blue listed species) was found in this area - identified wildlife management strategies - local protection of this species needed.  Public access - Hydro, BC Rail and First Nations, Highways - meeting occurred to discuss the maintenance of the Highline Road - process in place.  The Regional District and the Chamber of Commerce support improvements to the Highline Road.  This road has implications for timber extraction.  Local government is looking at Highline Road (with consultation from the public and provincial agencies.)  Question of whether the LRMP should be discussing the quality of the surface.


Working consensus:  Recognize the access that exists with Highline Road - leave the details of surface quality, maintenance to another process.


Is general management adequate?  Grizzly management considerations exist in this unit.


#27 - McGillivray Pass – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  Grizzly – high; deer – moderate; range – moderate; Tourism: front country – low; mid country – low; back country - high.  Move non-motorized recreation and wildlife to a primary objective.


Decision to have the access group do some sub-zoning of this area.  Protected area proposal within this area - same as non-mechanized area.  Priority tourism area - high value for non-motorized use.


Working consensus: Non-motorized recreation in the area to the north (within the McGillivray Creek watershed.)


Action:  Group discussing unit #25 - special management will discuss Standard-McGillivray Pass.


Break:  10:00-10:20


#28 - Cadwallader/Noel – (Options A, B & C for grizzly.)  ATV interest in Standard trail.  Currently no physical limitations to alpine access.


Non-consensus item:  Non-mechanized access in Standard Creek.  


Heli-ski license exists within Cadwallader.  Jack - wildlife needs to be mentioned in the objectives.


Action:  John Courchesne and Kevan Bracewell to discuss Standard-McGillivray.


#29 - Hurley – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: Desire that a designated trail would be built by snowmobile club and maintained by the club.  Wildlife management - add to primary objectives.  Backcountry tourism is rated high.  Identify recreation/tourism in the objectives.  Heli-ski tenure exists in this unit.  Face Mountain - winter motorized access interest.  Sign posted on Hurley River.  Designated trail along Lone Goat.  MELP - snowmobile use is fine along designated trails (Hurley road) - concern is to restrict snowmobile in moose areas.


Maintain/manage unregulated trail use - regulate through a public body.


Identify there is a moose winter range present - detailed access planning needed.  Need further details on trail designation implications in order to get a decision on trails.


Working consensus: agreement with vision except remove “main road should be diverted through Gold Bridge and Bralorne”.


Non-consensus:  Diversion of the main road remains to be resolved by local government.  


Note:  High grizzly values in the Hurley.


#34 - North Downton Lake – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  this area is on the edge of a heli-ski license (high priority heli-ski area).  Wildlife should be added to secondary objectives.


Working consensus: Vision statement okay with modification of secondary objectives.  General management is adequate within this unit (#34).


Discussion of road access and grizzly management – the understanding of meeting grizzly requirements - depends on amount of open road and the volume of use on those roads.  Some clarification needed at the grizzly working-group.


#35 - Slim – (Options A & C for grizzly.)  Proposal to bring trail-head down closer to the north end of Gun Lake.  Comments on Vision, objective: Add water to primary objectives.


Suggestion to relocate staging ground back to Gun Lake to reduce day use to Spruce Lake; moving staging area down the Gun Creek trail.  Slim Creek road would remain open for long-term timber harvesting.  


Moving the trailhead would increase the time needed for trips and increase the wilderness experience.  Potential impacts on day-hikers.  Tied to tourism objectives - representative mix - needs to be considered in deciding the front-mid-back country mix in this unit.  Bikes and horses are generally incompatible uses.  


Gun Lake Ratepayer’s - generally support moving the bridge (exit opportunity for fire, etc.)


A separate meeting is needed to discuss this issue further (along with tourism mix of opportunities.  Suggestion that this unit has to be resolved in terms of a protected areas discussion.  Level of use is a key consideration - visibility to the world and exposure (magazines, etc.) - residents will have to manage visitation.


#36 - Spruce Lake/South Chilcotin – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: add wildlife and biodiversity to primary objectives.  Suggestion to deal with this along with #35 and #37 in the working group.  Suggestion that the discussion on Spruce Lake needs to occur with strong facilitation (similar framework to Kamloops LRMP - one-by-one concessions approach) to resolve contentious areas - any time after July 9.  


Action:  PST will come up with a date, time and facilitator for the Spruce Lake meeting to occur.


All interests need to be present.  Suggestion that this form one of the days of the next LRMP.  Reminder that everyone consider section 8.5 of the terms of reference.


#37 - Noaxe/Relay/Marshall/Mud – (Options A, B & C for grizzly.)  There’s a woodlot present in this unit.  Put wildlife and water into primary objectives.  A portion of this unit will be dealt with through discussions on #36.  Comments on Vision, objectives: motorized recreation - multi-use recreational.  With respect to motorized recreation, Tyaughton and Relay are part of the Mud Creek system.  There is currently a natural boundary between backcountry areas and motorized recreation areas.  General management can address management of the fringe.  This discussion can occur as part of the table discussion.  It is necessary to have all interests present.


Four-wheel drive interests - need to be included in the meeting to discuss Spruce/Noaxe/Slim/Noaxe/Mud, etc.


Alpine access for motorized recreation - Primrose Mountain, Jim Creek and Big Sheep.  Noaxe is a protected area proposal (with access restrictions.)


There are wildlife concerns in the alpine areas (ATV’s chasing wildlife).


Non-consensus:  Restrict vehicular use of the alpine using natural barriers.  Upper Relay - manage for non-motorized.


Concern that access be restricted to Noaxe - restrict access above 1900m.  Identified problems exist in the Noaxe Lake area.  Concerns exist with impacts on other recreational users.  There is value in Noaxe for non-motorized recreation.  Opportunities for various forms of recreation need to be considered in a larger discussion.


Action:  Section 8.5 non-consensus item (motorized recreation in the alpine – Noaxe - #37) to be discussed in the Access Committee.


Lunch:  12:30-1:10


#3 - Siska – (Option B for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: add wildlife to objectives.  Siska Band has a vision of the Siska watershed (a portion of unit #3) being a protected area (no logging) - spiritual value, traditional activities.  Siska Band is mainly concerned with the Siska Creek watershed.  Values - spirit quest or vision quest - no manmade disturbances.  Water quality sampling study with MELP and JS Jones - concern with maintaining water quality values.  Water should be identified as a primary objective.  Wildlife - access implications.  Grizzly bear, tailed frog, bull trout, mountain beaver present in this area.  Sierra Club supports the PA proposal.  Siska Band is interested in co-management options for elk and fish habitat,  and biodiversity concerns.  Fred will be meeting with Dave Horne at Siska to discuss Siska views.  Recreation - Siska would like to see foot access only (with inclusion of research).  


The Siwash - drops into the Kanaka Band’s territory.  There are letters of support from the other bands for protection of the Siska watershed.


The current vision should be changed “to minimize the length of time roads are kept open.”  Some contradictions in the vision about access - needs to be clarified.


Need to define what constitutes “significant” motorized use of the alpine - negative impacts on alpine areas.


How to address the PA proposal?  


Action:  Brad will talk to Greg Dixon about Siska.  Results of discussions will come back to the Protected Areas Working Group.


#6  - Sleetsis - (Not within any grizzly option areas.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: Move wildlife to a primary objective.  Grazing within the ecological reserve is being dealt with by the IAMC.  Concerns expressed with “deactivate unused branch roads”.  Arthur Seat/Scarp Range - values for representation (high).  


Working consensus:  Modified vision statement okay.  Arthur Seat PA proposal should move forward.


Is general management adequate?  Protected areas working group can look at management considerations for Arthur Seat.


#38 - Burkholder/Retaskit – (Options B & C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives: Add water interest, move wildlife up to primary objectives.  Heli-skiing interest exists - moderate potential.  Add ecological, geological values to primary objectives (as identified by RPAT).  There’s a PA proposal in this unit.  Motorized access - important to have education on where acceptable uses exist.  In Vision, delete “temporarily” (before deactivate.)  Question about current access controls and non-motorized access to Blue Creek (in comments).  


Non-consensus: Vision needs to be revised by Recreation/Access Committee. 


Is general management adequate?  Question about gates and forest service roads - MELP expects these to stay in place to control access and manage for wildlife (Blue Creek).  Blue Creek gates remain closed at present to reduce access to alpine, impacts to wildlife.  This may be an area where “no net increase in access” can be used.


Question of whether the Yalakom LRUP could inform the discussion.


Action:  Recreation Committee to send recommendations on access to alpine areas in unit # 38 (Burkholder/Retaskit) to Access Committee, with consideration of the Yalakom LRUP.


Need to look (spatially) at what’s been created by access visions (and other ROS).  Concern that there have been few accommodations made for motorized recreation (mainly planning for non-motorized.)


Protected Area proposal actions?  The Protected Area Working Group will look at this (along with Spruce Lake and others.)


#39 - Nine Mile Ridge – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  add water to primary objectives.  Access improvements have been made over the years - lack of signage, but very little damage in the alpine.  There are two PA proposals in this unit.


Working consensus: Agreement that the possibility of closing the China Head Road be removed from the vision statement.  Timber extraction on China Head road - should be maintained as a recreational trail as opposed to industrial access.  (Add this into the vision statement.)


Add the Davey Jones #40 elements into this unit description.


Is general management adequate?  MELP indicated that general management would not be adequate in this unit.  This may need to be an RMZ  with objectives/strategies to provide for migration corridors.  Manage the area to protect wildlife and ecosystem values while allowing resource extraction and motorized recreation.    


Action:  Wildlife working group to develop objectives and strategies for migration corridors in Nine-Mile Ridge (unit # 39).


Comment:  Representation values are also a concern, and backcountry recreation are other reasons for protection.  Recreation working group - need to identify ROS opportunities arising from this exercise.  


Action:  PA working group to look at representation for Nine Mile Ridge (unit #39).


Red Mountain PA is part of this unit - this could be part of the same RMZ.  First Nations to the north supported the Red Mountain PA proposal.


#42 - Downton – (Option C for grizzly.)  Comments on Vision, objectives:  If the resort proceeds, there would be potential for heli-skiing - this also applies to 12, 17 and 18.  Suggestion that the units be combined if the Cayoosh Resort proceeds.  Mountain biking is identified as a secondary objective.  Change this to non-motorized.  


Working consensus:  Vision okay


Action:  Access Working Group - consider recommendations on visions, objectives and strategies if the Cayoosh Resort goes ahead.  


Downton goats - With the access restrictions and general management for goats, there may still need to be an RMZ to adequately address goat populations.  


Action:  Wildlife working group to look at an RMZ recommendation (and objectives/strategies) for Downton goats.


Break:  3:15 - 3:35


4.	Next Steps/Action Items/Work to follow


Review of proposed sequence (on flip chart) from Phil Whitfield.


Comments:  Phil - access and recreation objectives and strategies need to be completed.  Resource impacts will be looked at (on an order of magnitude) during the integration exercise.  Gordon mentioned there is a tentative schedule of harvest (by landscape unit) which can be looked at with the access summaries.





Spruce Lake Meeting: July 28, 29 (tentative)


Note:  next PAS meeting to be set at this meeting.


First Choice Facilitator: Dan Johnston


Second Choice Facilitator: Dorli Duffy


First LRMP Meeting:  (after integration of working group edits) - September 17, 18


Second Meeting: October 29, 30  (tentative


Go to the Public in early November.)


Third Meeting: November 26, 27  (tentative)





Tentative working group meeting schedules


Fish - July 8, 9:00 - 4:30 (LFD) - will set a date for Water at this meeting


Visuals - ?


Tourism - July 9, 9:00 - 4:30 (LFD)


Access - July 14, 9:00 - 4:30 (LFD)


Access - July 20, 6:30 evening at the Lillooet Rec. Centre


Timber - July 20, 9:00 (LFD)


Sheep - July 21, 1:00-4:30 Kamloops, MELP office


Grizzly – July 22, 9:00-4:30 Kamloops, MELP office


Biodiversity - TBA (LFD)


Recreation - August 18, 10:30 (LFD)





Meeting adjourned:  5:00 p.m.
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