An AW Draft Proposed Alternative
--NOTE THAT AMERICAN WHITEWATER’S PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES PROTECT AND ENHANCE THE RESOURCE AND ITS RECREATION BY LIMITING USE BASED UPON CAPACITY (I.E., THE AMOUNT OF IMPACT ALLOWABLE BEFORE THE SUSTAINABILITY OF THE RESOURCE OR THE QUALITY OF RECREATION SUFFERS).  All six of the current USFS alternatives fail to do this.

Elements common to all variations: 

Immediately implement standard resource protection and restoration initiatives like fixing erosion problems and bringing campsites and trails up to standards.  Require registration of all corridor visitors.  Educate users on “Leave No Trace” (LNT), Low Impact Encounter Protocols, and water level preferences.  Implement standard boating safety regulations (life jackets, helmets, appropriate craft).  Prohibit commercial floating use.  Construct up to 500 feet of portage trails as needed for resource protection.  Implement same group size for all users.  Designate higher use areas at Grimshaws Bridge, within 600 feet of the river for a distance of a 1/4 mile upstream and downstream of Bullpen Bridge and Burrell’s Ford Bridge, and within 600 feet of the river in the Delayed Harvest Reach ending at Highway 28. Designate the remaining areas as backcountry areas.   

Variation 1 (high encounter standard):

Allow capacities of High Use Areas to be defined passively by parking and camping availability.  If or when backcountry areas exceed 10 group encounters on more than 5% of days per year, for 3 consecutive years, initiate Use Reduction Management as defined below.

Variation 2: (moderate encounter standard)  
If or when individual high use areas meet or exceed parking and/or camping capacity on more than 10% of days per year, for 3 consecutive years, limit use by indirect measures in those specific areas.  If or when backcountry areas exceed 6 group encounters on more than 5% of days per year, for 3 consecutive years, initiate Use Reduction Management as defined below.

Variation 3:  (low encounter standard)  

If or when individual high use areas meet or exceed parking and/or camping capacity on more than 5% of days per year, limit use by indirect measures in those specific areas.  If or when backcountry areas exceed 2 group encounters on more than 5% of days per year, for 3 consecutive years, initiate Use Reduction Management as defined below.

Use Reduction Management – All Variations
When backcountry encounters trigger use reduction, survey visitors to ensure encounter standards represent actual encounter tolerances.  If this is the case, then limit use by indirect measures in those specific areas.  If not, adjust standards to reflect user tolerances.  If total use or encounter standard violations are primarily attributable to one or more groups, target indirect efforts at those groups first.  Indirect measures may include reducing group sizes, altering stocking or fisheries management, education on alternative recreational opportunities, instituting voluntary temporal or spatial or water level based avoidance periods (ie voluntary closures), changing access areas, and/or changing camping opportunities.  

If after 2 full years of implementing aggressive indirect measures, standards are still exceeded in specific high use or backcountry areas, limit use by direct measures in those specific areas. If total use or encounter standard violations are primarily attributable to one or more groups, target efforts at those groups first.  The most appropriate direct means of limiting use is the requirement of limited permits for entry by all users or for participation in specific activities in specific areas as justified, to allow use to occur at capacity without exceeding standards.  

