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In the afternoon session, Abells-Henry decided to focus on the issue of recreation access in the West Country, as that came up as a major concern from the people at the meeting. We brainstormed ideas of how to address recreation access, specifically for ATVs (all terrain vehicles) and OHVs (off-highway vehicles). The presentation made by Terri Miller and Don Livingston  (Video/Slideshow of Recreational Impacts in the Headwaters) was the catalyst for the discussion, and provided good insight into the impacts of ATV and OHV access on the watershed, specifically in terms of potential water quality impacts (both actual human waste and garbage left behind) and damage to streams (which can impact fisheries, erode stream banks, alter the flow of water, etc.).  
For more information on recreational impacts in the Headwaters, please see: http://srd.alberta.ca/RecreationPublicUse/RecreationOnPublicLand/Default.aspx
Themes that arose: 

1. Limiting access to public lands

a. NOTE: it was recognized that not all users were creating the damage seen in the presentation. Limiting access is a controversial subject, but the damage caused by a small percentage of the West Country users is so apparent that this topic was discussed extensively as a potential way to protect the Headwaters until education could catch up and we can see real behavioral change. 

2. Education of users

a. NOTE: it was recognized that extensive local education is occurring in the Headwaters areas, but that many users come from the Capital Region. There is a disconnect between the Capital region users and the West Country, where most non-local users fail to realize that the West Country is the headwaters of the North Saskatchewan River. Users also do not seem to recognize the additional risk they put themselves by being in the West County in over long weekends, considering the huge impact on emergency services. 

3. Necessity for partnerships to manage and educate users. 

a. NOTE: Clearwater County and Brazeau County require more resources in order to manage the Headwaters area. Emergencies services and enforcement over long weekends are stretched to their limits, and users are choosing to come either the weekend before or after the long weekends, which may require a shift in more enforcement/emergencies services for those weekends as well. Education of users is preferred, but must occur across the watershed by many different groups. 

What follows are notes from the flipchart paper, taken during the discussion.

Notes from the flipchart paper:

· South East Slopes Task Force on Recreation

· Access Management Plans for Recreation

· SRB currently does Access Management Plans – are there other groups that do it? Can we create Access Management Plans under the IWMP?
· Who should be involved in developing a collaborative Management Plan?

· Need to make the Access Management Plan for Recreation enforceable

· Access is the key variable – but this is not the only variable

· Motorized Vehicle Recreation Management plan (perhaps)?

· Involve the people who participate in those activities

· Government of Alberta has several models to use – to refer to – (ways to give motorized vehicles appropriate access to sensitive areas)

· Need a common language for these vehicles; we have too many acronyms (ATV, OHV)

· Good to involve ATV retailers, so education can happen at the time of purchase

· Since we are focused on an Integrated Watershed Management Plan, any recommendations we make on access for recreation must keep the focus on watershed/water quality etc.; do not let other (i.e. non-watershed related) issues creep into the plan. 
· Industry (oil, gas, forestry) needs to be involved in the plans. Liability is an issue (i.e. using Forestry roads for access to public land means the Forestry company can be liable)

· The back country community has to be involved. 

· Government of Alberta

· Municipalities

· Conservation Groups

· Forestry

· Oil & Gas

· Off Road User Groups (including horse groups)

· Law enforcement

· Manufacturers of ATVs (retail stores)

· Alberta Environment and Sustainable Resource Development

· Agriculture (due to leases on Crown lands)

· Lake stewardship groups

· Time Frame: Environmental Damage by Recreational Use

· What is measurable? 

· Trail counters can be used to track use
· Trail counters that track metal

· Trail counters that use a beam to track everything

· Actions
· Define what an Access Management Plan would contain

· Develop, implement, and enforce Access Management Plans

· Education and awareness (responsible use by all those accessing the area)
· Agriculture

· Suggested that grazing reserves do not have a significant impact

· So how does agriculture become addressed in this plan?

· Non-point source runoff impacts water quality

· What do we know about this? Do we have specific data?

· Cropping management needs to be included as an impact
· Monitoring groundwater wells

· We don’t have data on farmers’ drawdowns from water wells. We also don’t know about the impacts from small municipalities
· Why would you deal with lake management separately from the IWMP presently being developed?

· We are concentrating on the main stem of the North Saskatchewan river. Lakes are suffering from recreation impacts, in turn impacting the rest of the watershed. From a planning point of view, lake management will be addressed in sub-basin plans so we can develop more focused, lake-specific management plans rather than broad general recommendations. 
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