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Program established in 1988 to
address conflicts between the
Endangered Species Act and
water development



.S. Fish and Wildlife
tion of water
angered fish.




'vice proposed:

| occupied by endangered fish

Head-on collision would have occurred among states, water users,
federal agencies, power users, and environmental groups.



2ating the conflict

d Species Act

ESA

acts and negotiating a solution

er c&se was chosen by all

] solve the problem to the
satisfaction of all parties.



or endangered fish

icting federal and state laws,

authorities, and regulations



Unanimous consensus was required to resolve

conflicts. All of the parties had to agree or there
was no acceptable resolution of the conflict.



.
could not be compromised

that allocate water to

allocate water to
each state must be

quitably distributed.
4. ESA co nce must be achieved.

5. Federal water and hydropower projects must
continue to operate, per authorized purposes.

6. States must retain control of non-endangered
fish/sport species.



DI ;e-?e'fined the problem:
“onflicts are a symptom of the problem.
PROBLEM: The fish are endangered.
SOLUTION: Make the fish not endangered.




10 water users proposed

Initiated to recover

ngered fish species in the
ore habitat and

at the fish no longer require

thout affirmative action on
able to all parties, conflicts would
continue and worsen. Water development and
management activities would be threatened.
Recovery provides the ultimate economic and
regulatory certainty for water users.



re resolved in the

f‘h under state law?

ram governance and

What approach to use for non-native sport fish
control?

And many more



Agreement establishing the Recovery
Program.



angered fish as water

ompliance with the
nd state water law.
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\ Stocking endangered fish Research and monitoring

* I

;7






'oish for self-sustaining

tify management actions required to
downlist and delist the species

m Estimate time to recovery

m Progress toward goals to be measured by
population estimates



' remainder from power
States, water users,

205 (seeking extension through 2008)
m $18M capital funds for San Juan through 2007

m Capital costs shared between congressional
appropriations, power revenues, and States.

= Annual base funding from hydropower revenues



Established Cost-sharing of Capital Construction for
the Upper Colorado and San Juan Recovery Programs

Upper Colorado Recovery Program ... L 8z million
San Juan Recovery Program . s s L 18 million

Total =100 million

Sources of Revenue (Cost-sharing)
Federal Hon-Federal
Congress: £ 46 million Power Revs: £ 17 million
States: % 17 million

Water & Power: & 2o million

Total § 46 million Total £ g4 million

Cost-sharing by the Four Participating States

Upper Colorado Riser San Juan
Rec. Program

Colorado % 9,146 M £ B.ofg M £ Lo81M
Utah 3.422 M 3.422 M
Mew Mexico 2.744 M

Wyoming 1EEE M 1.GEE M

Total 317000 M 13.175 M Total B 3825 M




Total Expenditures =

Fish & Wildlife
Service

315,770,000

Fawer Revenues
£33,891,500%

* (Includes capital
appropriations beginning
FY 2001.)

$109.,530,900 (FYs 1989-2002)

Colorade

$9 079.200 Wakter Users

31,100,800

FY &8 Appropriation
973,000

Uitah
3,617,900

Wyoming
51,038,600

Reclamation
{capital)

344,059,200%*

# % (Includes Reclamation capital
appropriation of 820,979,700 under
F5A aquthorization prior o FY 1999,
FY' 19992002 appropriation under
PL 106—392=522,192,000.)




Percentage Expenditures by Category (FY 2002 only)

Habitat Restoration
29%

Homnative
fish management

B%

Propagatien and
Eunutnru anagement
11%

Research and Monltoring
7he
Information, Edwcation
and Public Involvement

1%

Insiream Flow
ldentification and
Protection

1 9%










Water

-feet)

(1,493,290 historic)

-126 projects under a)rado PBO



hd endangered fish
ain committed to the

= We recognize that cooperation is
better than confrontation



ued:

e all we want



ued:

s
wt& not necessarily

round” recovery efforts

m Costs are shared
m Focus on collaboration



ration better
ntation

ital public support,
, funds

SE€S On recovery




n an adaptive

measured by
ery actions

rec‘&v

tatus

' -
Program partners



laboration takes

n‘n’tment

rity, leadership and

to let go of "us vs. them"”
mentalities

m No one has complete “certainty”



e required to
mendations

| o‘flows and
tuity

-

m Program appears to be working for
both fish and Program participants



A with a‘ﬁ'i negotiated solution, you must stay involved if
your interests are to be represented and protected.

This successful approach to resolving ESA/water conflicts
was subsequently applied in the San Juan River Basin, and a
similar program is being developed in the Rio Grande Basin
in New Mexico.



acting without the other

| pe portant to the decision agree to
participate

Commitment by the parties to support the decisions
of the group.

Values of each participant have to be respected by
others, even if those values not shared.

No one is asked to compromise their basic values.



ENSUS BUILDING
K?

el‘ts and concerns.

he discussion; no one

Time necessary to reach consensus is available.



ion Links:

2d Fish Recovery

.waterconsult.com/news.htm
e: Upper Basin Program)

San Juan Ri
Program

Basin Recovery Implementation

http://southwest.fws.gov/sjrip



