
Carbon County WPLI Comment on Prospect WSA and Road  (October 26, 2017) 

This past summer I happen to see an article in the Rawlins Daily Times regarding the Wyoming Public 
Land Initiative.   The Carbon County WPLI Committee, etal, had visited the Prospect WSA and of course 
traveled down the “road” to the river.  The Daily Times article mentioned the “road” as much as the 
WSA itself.  After searching my files, I found most of the original paper work regarding the “road” that I 
had prepared in 1987.  I contacted Carbon County Committee Member Correll, who was mentioned in 
the article, to see if she had interest in the 1987 finding.  Yes, was the response. The attached files have 
been upgraded to an electronic version from the original documents but are still accurate from the 1987 
info.  

Next, I made several attempts to contact everyone that was on the Forest Service list of Guides & 
Outfitters at the Saratoga/Encampment office.  I spoke to all but one, or 15 out of 16. So far, I have not 
been able to get a G&O list from the BLM that use the river access, but it is likely many are the same. 
The G&O are the primary commercial business users and have the current knowledge of the pros and 
cons of the road. 

As a little background, I worked at the BLM in Rawlins from 1976 -1988 as an outdoor recreation 
planner. While there, I made my first trip to the “road” in question 41 years ago.  I have been there 
many times.  Prior to leaving Rawlins I decided to see if there were alternatives that would provide a 
more reasonable access to the river, other than constantly battling the existing road. Surprisingly it was 
easy to identify other potential routes as well as a new river access point. My findings were presented to 
the BLM and Forest Service in 1987.  Further assessment by either agency was never considered or 
requested. Thus, the resolution of the road issues and river access died.     

Since I have recently communicated with the G&O, it was easy to conclude there is a very high interest 
in a new river access site, specifically due to the road condition, lack of space at the river and vehicle 
abuse that comes with using this site. This does not mean that everyone dislikes the existing road.  In 
fact, 3 G&O find the current road a challenge for man and machine and like the adventure.  Likewise, 
they feel that the difficulty keeps another G&O as well as the public from using the road.  

However, most of the G&O welcome the thought of a different route and river access.  Several G&O 
mentioned that as their businesses continue to grow, the existing access will become more of a conflict 
rather than a benefit. Apparently, all G&O have been experiencing increased fishing/boating tourism for 
several years.  

Please review the 2 other documents attached.  They are self-explanatory.  However, if you have 
questions please contact me. 

Recommendation: As per my 1987 notes, Road “C” is preferred due to it the being the shortest route 
and thus would require the least amount of maintenance once established.  This road also had the 
fewest environment concerns.  Since this would be both located on both Forest Service and BLM 
administered land, those agencies will jointly have to determine who would be responsible for what, 
unless any enabling legislation directs management of the road and river access.   

Vernon E. Lovejoy 



 

 

 


