Steens Mountain Advisory Council
FINAL November 14, 2013 Summary Minutes

The Steens Mountain Advisory Council (SMAC) met November 14, 2013 at the Phoenix Inn and Suites in
Bend, Oregon. This document summarizes attendance, discussions that occurred and decisions made.

Council members in attendance included:

Daniel Haak (Chair, Mechanized or Consumptive Recreation),
David Bilyeu (Vice Chair, State Environmental Representative),
Stacy Davies (Grazing Permittee),

Leon Pielstick (Wild Horse and Burro Management Representative),
Fred Otley (Private Landowner),

Richard Angstrom (No Financial Interest), and

Pam Hardy (Dispersed Recreation).

Members not present included:

Grazing Permittee Representative (vacant),

Environmental Organizations (local) Representative (vacant),
Burns Paiute Tribal Member (vacant),

State Liaison (vacant), and

Richard Jenkins (Recreational Permit Holder).

Other participants/observers/presenters included:

Designated Federal Official (DFO) Rhonda Karges (Andrews/Steens Resource Area Field Manager, BLM),
DFO’s Assistant Tara Martinak (Public Affairs Specialist, BLM),

Facilitator Jerry Hubbard (BLM, OR/WA State Office),

Autumn Toelle (Rangeland Management Specialist, BLM),

Louis Clayburn (Rangeland Management Specialist, BLM),

Ann Haak (private citizen), and

Dan Morse (Oregon Natural Desert Association).

Chairperson Dan Haak and Facilitator Jerry Hubbard opened the meeting with a reminder of meeting protocols,
general operating procedures and a review of the day’s agenda. Those in attendance introduced themselves
before moving forward with the meeting.

IN REMEMBERANCE

Dan Haak spoke about the passing of council member Bill Renwick and asked for a moment of silence in his
honor and encouraged others to share memories of Bill before continuing into the meeting. Leon Pielstick
stated he attend Renwick’s memorial service and heard many great stories about Bill and his many projects and
all the cooperative efforts he was a part of. Haak said he was always so impressed with the sheer number of
things Bill was involved with throughout the county. Pam Hardy stated she really missed Bill Renwick and
Hoyt Wilson, as well. Jerry Hubbard said the SMAC is a wonderful group of people and each and every person
is valuable and means a lot to Hubbard. Tara Martinak stated the BLM sent condolences to both Hoyt Wilson
and Bill Renwick’s family and asked if the SMAC would like to do something on their own behalf. It was
agreed the SMAC would definitely like to send sympathies to those families.

SMAC MEMBERSHIP VACANCIES

Tara Martinak stated there are still several positions on the SMAC currently “vacant” due to the lapse in the
membership appointment process at the Washington Office. Some of the positions’ terms expired in July of
2013, and while there was a lengthy hang-up with the Governor’s office in moving the nominations forward
before the expiration date, they were eventually passed on to the Washington Office in August 2013. We are
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still waiting for the official appointments to be made at that level. The next round of advertising for soon-to-be
vacant positions will likely be open in early 2014.

DESIGNATED FEDERAL OFFICIAL UPDATE
Rhonda Karges:
1) Page Springs Weir — No change in status.
2) North Steens Ecosystem Restoration Implementation —
a. Burning piles in the Riddle Brothers Ranch area.
b. Another unit completed under the Blitzen Stewardship Contract. The next unit will be near
Frasier Field off North Loop Road.

3) Loop Road/Rooster Comb Maintenance — Work on a portion of the Loop Road in the Rooster Comb
area was completed last month and the road is currently open.

4) CRP - Received comments back from Solicitor’s Office and the State Office. Currently working on
edits, photo documentation of routes and NAIP imagery maps.

5) Inholder Access — Mr. Campbell called yesterday (November 13, 2013) and requested we not proceed
on access to his private inholdings within wilderness. He wants to take BLM to the properties this
spring/summer to look at the road situation. He indicated he will request another trailing permit for next
year.

6) Burnt Car Road — A contract was awarded to work on the Burnt Car Road system. Engineers need to
flag areas and then invite ONDA on-site. There will be a volunteer meeting with ONDA and BLM next
week. BLM will ask for volunteers to help with redistributing rocks along the road per the revised
settlement agreement.

7) Wildland Fire —Did not receive money for House Creek Fire aerial seeding.

8) Personnel Update — Dean Whitt was selected to replace Michelle Brown. He started mid-October
following the furlough. Dean is originally from Texas and most recently worked in Wyoming. He
brings with him experience in wilderness inventory, lands and realty, NEPA, and leadership.

9) Litigation Update

a. ONDA v. Cain - Final briefing was submitted by BLM on Tuesday, November 12, 2013. Oral
arguments are scheduled for December 18 in Portland.

b. TMP - IBLA gave BLM permission to submit a briefing paper. BLM is currently working on
Route Analysis Forms to submit to IBLA.

c. N. Steens Ecosystem Restoration Project — Nothing to report

d. Stroemple appeal. BLM is currently gathering data. A hearing/briefing schedule has not yet
been scheduled.

The SMAC would like to participate in the tour of Campbell’s property in the spring of 2014.

At the last meeting the SMAC asked about the development of Sage Grouse Preferred Priority Habitat and
Preferred General Habitat. PPH directly relates to ODFW Core areas as ODFW mapped them. PGH is a
combination of ODFW Low Density areas and what is called Currently Occupied Habitat (COH) as mapped in
2006 by the BLM. It was basically a sagebrush cover layer that was used to define areas where sage-grouse
could occur in eastern OR. Both are subject to change in the future as lek counts determine which leks are active
and which are not. Both Core and Low Density layers are mathematical models based on number and density of
leks in an area, the number of males at those leks the persistence of those leks over time, and are not necessarily
tied to habitat features.

EAST STEENS RECREATION ISSUES

Leon Pielstick stated the East Steens Recreation Issues subcommittee met the previous week and were joined by
Louis Clayburn, the BLM Rangeland Management Specialist for the Alvord Ranch. Pielstick summarized: it
seems the range issues with the Alvord Ranch started in 1965 when there 1,892 AUMs that were taken out of
use in the allotment (Temporarily Non-Renewable); those AUMSs were potentially allowed to be reinstated based
on survey, well development and fencing that would allow access to additional forage. Louis Clayburn gave
dates associated with the well development and fencing in the area. In 1986 an Environmental Assessment to
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permanently reinstate the Temporarily Non-Renewable (TNR) AUMs was completed and subsequently appealed
by environmental groups because of Wilderness Study Area designations. Instead, a monitoring program was
developed to provide the basis for reinstating half of the TNR AUMs — after several years, the study determined
the effects of reinstatement to be insubstantial to Wilderness Study Area qualities. It was agreed an evaluation
would be completed in 1994 to determine whether or not reinstate the other half of the TNR AUMs...1994 came
and went without a decision, and no decision has been made to date.

The SMAC discussed the water developments that were made in the allotment and how it would contribute to
better distribution of livestock and potentially the reinstatement of the TNR AUMSs. Fred Otley stated he is
bothered by the fact that this issue has become something beyond just an administrative issue. It is now a public
issue with the discussion by the SMAC and the permittee’s choice to block public land access to recreationists.
The BLM is years late in making a decision on reinstating the TNR AUMs...there was an agreement, and it
should be followed through. Obligations have been met and the BLM needs to move forward with its part of the
agreement.

Pam Hardy asked exactly “why” the entire process stalled out in the mid-1990s and why a decision has not yet
been made. Staff turnover has left the BLM without a good answer to this question. The current path is to get
the allotment evaluation completed as soon as possible and then begin working on an Allotment Management
Plan (AMP) that will analyze, among other things, permanently reinstating the 1,892 AUMs that were taken out
of use in 1965. Many things have changed in the past 20 years and the AUMs may only be able to be reissued
on a TNR basis. The AMP will take quite a bit of time due to other issues in the allotment in question, such as
ownership, responsibility and use of improvements, wild horses, etc.

Fred Otley motioned: “The SMAC recommends the BLM goes forward with the AMP that clearly shows
that the private landowner/grazing permittee has lived up to the obligations outlined in 1986 and that
these agreements be formatted and included in the AMP as the preferred alternative (unless additional
studies and information show this to not be the best course of action).”

Leon Pielstick seconded the motion.

Discussion: Rhonda Karges reminded the SMAC their East Steens Recreation Issues subcommittee was
charged with finding creative solutions to the recreation issues that are intertwined with the Alvord Ranch TNR
AUMs issue. Karges would like to see a recommendation from the SMAC on this matter that is specifically for
the CMPA. Stacy Davies stated that part of the grazing for this allotment is within the CMPA, so all of the
issues tied to it are pertinent to the SMAC. Davies stated he can visualize how the issue developed into what it
is. He said there is a lot of very successful water developments completed on the ground in this area, but
questions whether or not there is adequate forage for the additional 1,892 AUMs currently in TNR status. TNR
is getting harder and harder to use....permitted AUMSs are the actual “cap” for permittees, and actual use is
generally less than what is permitted. Davies stated he believes the BLM is not giving fair consideration and
process to the permittee to reevaluate whether or not the 1,892 AUMs can be reinstated. In the interim, the only
answer is to find a decision that will satisfy and assure the Alvord Ranch (about the possibility of AUM
reinstatement) enough to take down the barriers that are currently blocking public access to the Westin Basin
Mine area. Davies asked how the SMAC can help facilitate this discussion between the BLM and the Alvord
Ranch. Fred Otley stated 1,892 is a significant number and can very much alter the profitability on a private
ranch operation in the long run.

Rich Angstrom asked about the court order (monitoring for 7 years to evaluate reinstatement of half of the 1,892
TNR AUMs) and whether it is still valid. The BLM is required to use the court order as information and
considerate it in future decisions regarding the AUMs in this allotment. The only way to use the court order
outside of “advisement” is to include it in the next decision process, which is the Allotment Management Plan
(for the Alvord allotment).

Stacy Davies stated he isn’t much in favor of Fred Otley’s motion because the process of completing the AMP
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and then moving through litigation (if the AMP is protested/appealed) could take years upon years — the issues
are never really resolved and the turmoil remains in the interim. Davies suggested utilizing a professional
mediator to navigate the short term issues between the Alvord Ranch and the BLM and let the long term issues
play out. David Bilyeu agreed the SMAC should not be the mediator in this situation, and that this may be
something the SMAC could make into a recommendation for the BLM. Leon Pielstick emphasized he wanted
the SMAC to make a recommendation, especially as it relates to the recreation issues on the east side of the
Steens.

Pam Hardy stated this is really a long-term trust issue and that the Alvord Ranch likely does not believe the
BLM’s commitment to move forward with the process of evaluating the possibility of reinstating the 1,892 TNR
AUMs. Fred Otley reiterated that he supports continuing permitting half of the TNR AUMs until the evaluation
and AMP are completed. If the forage isn’t there, the permittee won’t use the AUMs anyway, but the allowance
should be the permittee to make that decision. Hardy said the BLM should recognize and state that the
permittee has done what they were obligated to do in the agreement from the late 1980s. One of the challenges
the SMAC is faced with is that there is not a confirmed commitment from the Alvord Ranch on what they need
in order to remove the barriers — what is the line of trust and agreement?

Facilitator Jerry Hubbard summarized the discussion and helped the SMAC focus on what they could really
address as a group. Rich Angstrom motioned to temporarily table Fred Otley’s earlier motion. David
Bilyeu seconded the motion. After some additional discussion, Fred Otley suggested the possibility of a new
recommendation that would include: “The SMAC recommends the BLM (Rhonda Karges) write a letter to
Alvord Ranches, Inc., stating the BLM is willing to authorize the 1,892 TNR AUMs and recognize the
settlement decision from the late 1980s while the AMP process continues. The BLM further agrees to work
cooperatively with Alvord Ranches to fulfill monitoring needs relative to the settlement. To facilitate better
trust and communication the BLM asks Alvord Ranches to take down the public access barriers (at Weston
Basin Mine/Indian Creek) while we work on those issues. We agree to work cooperative to evaluate access,
impacts and alternatives.”

Fred Otley withdrew his original motion and Leon Pielstick withdrew the second.

Stacy Davis motioned: The BLM write a letter that recognizes...

- the Alvord Ranch can continue to use TNR on an annual basis;

- the SMAC wants public access on the east side of the Steens;

- if those conditions are not agreeable, a mediator will be brought in to try and find a solution (the
timing and changing requirements between now and when the decisions for this allotment should
have been made (1990s) should definitely be addressed and considered in negotiation if it comes to
mediation);

- the long term preference of AUMSs in that allotment will be determined by the evaluation and AMP
process; and

- inthe evaluation and AMP process, recognition needs to be given to historical agreements and
preferences in the allotment.

Rick Angstrom seconded the motion.

Discussion: None.
Motion passed unanimously.

Leon Pielstick asked for clarification on the issue of some of the livestock wells in the Alvord Ranch
allotment(s) being used to pump water for wild horses. Louis Clayburn stated there are agreements between the
Alvord Ranch and the BLM to allow use of those wells for wild horses in drought conditions. The wells are not
in continuous operation, only intermittently from time to time, and water levels and use are checked regularly.
There is very limited operation of the wells/pumps in question for while horse use. The pumps belong to the
Alvord Ranch, however, the BLM installed the well and pipeline and contributed some funds to the Alvord
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Ranch toward the purchase of the well. Rhonda Karges added based on conversations with the range and wild
horse staff, there has been zero horse use around these wells — providing the water at those sites is basically a
safety net for when natural water is lacking in these areas.

GREATER SAGE GROUSE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN AMENDMENTS EIS

Joan Suther, project lead for the Greater Sage Grouse Resource Management Plan Amendments (RMPASs) EIS
in Oregon/Washington, opened the discussion by stating she really wanted to group to provide insight into the
types of questions and comments the planning group may receive from the public once the EIS is available for
public review. Suther provided a handout to the SMAC giving an overview of the planning effort for the
RMPAs. The total planning area in Oregon is approximately 31 million acres (the area that could be affected by
changes to the 8 resource management plans currently in place in 4 BLM districts). Detailed information about
the RMPAs EIS process, including maps and documentation is available online here:

The major issues/threats to Sage Grouse habitat in Oregon are: wildfire, invasive non-native plant species,
livestock grazing, and conifer encroachment (mostly juniper, some ponderosa pine). The planning process
includes a great deal of information from the BLM, Fish and Wildlife service and other cooperating agencies.
We are currently waiting for approval from the Washington Office to be able to release the document to the
public (shooting for the end of November 2013 for a 90-day comment period). It will very much resemble the
RMPAs from Utah, northern California, and Idaho, but will — of course — be pertinent to Oregon
issues/landscapes/etc. Public meetings are scheduled for the first full week of January and January 13 in Burns,
Prineville, Lakeview, Vale and Baker City.

Fred Otley asked if the BLM, for this effort, has to follow the same environmental laws that every other
planning document has to follow. Joan stated the RMPAs could likely amend all the existing RMPs (8 of them
in 4 BLM districts) currently in place. Otley asked if the time-sensitive projects that are already in place
between the BLM and cooperators were considered, and if the RMPs are amended, will those projects be null
and void? Will they be left unaddressed due to the time lapse in the Sage Grouse planning process? Suther
stated no, the RMPAs should not affect those efforts. If the RMPASs are litigated, a judge could say that the
existing plans stay in place until the RMPAs are settled. Rhonda Karges added that if we have existing
decisions in place but they aren’t implemented, the RMPAs could affect those decisions. Also, many existing
plans already have a great deal of Sage Grouse conservations measures included in them — this is a good thing!

David Bilyeu asked about some of the comparative features in the plan, such as the distance for disturbances
around leks — how far should that distance be? Suther stated the distance varies by resource, how frequent it is,
what season it occurs in, etc. There is literature to support quite a number of these determinations. Fred Otley
stated he supports reestablishing habitat in areas that used to support healthy bird and populations and breeding
grounds, such as areas with juniper encroachment. Pam Hardy had always advocated for agencies to replicate
successes in other places like private lands/ranches where Sage Grouse are thriving. Suther said these successes
should be part of the planning effort but may be better recognized/considered/included through the Cooperative
Conservation Agreement with Assurances and Cooperative Conservation Agreement processes.

Stacy Davies stated the places that have done a really good job managing and improving Sage Grouse habitat
are going to get slammed and go unrecognized in this process, where the areas that aren’t doing well are going
to be protected — this is very frustrating. High density areas aren’t even eligible for mitigation. Wildfire is a
huge threat and Davies has long-anticipated the RMPAs EIS to see what the plan is to handle this threat. Suther
stated she could not elaborate much on the alternatives in the document since it wasn’t yet available to the
public, but did add there is analysis on prepositioning resources in a potential wildfire situation, adaptive
management, and establishing fuel breaks ahead of time. Davies proposed actions in two important areas: 1)
Prevention: have roads in a condition that they can be used as a fire break and/or easily used for access to a
wildfire (green-stripping is even possible use forage kochia) and use prescribed fire to change the massive
mono-cultures of vegetation on the landscape; and 2) Suppression: put crews on standby, strategically space
them out across the landscape for monitoring and patrol during a lightning event, and hit fires when they are
small and put them out. This will create a stable 3-month job base in fire suppression and bring stability to the
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entire situation. Davies is very curious about what changes these plans are actually going to bring that will help
the species (Sage Grouse) in the long term.

Davies asked if the RMPAs EIS are actual decision documents that could lead to implementation on the ground,
or if every action on the ground is going to have to go through the Environmental Assessment process as a step-
down from the RMPAs EIS. Suther stated it could go both ways. Some actions may be decided in the EIS,
some may require an EA or another type of NEPA document. Stacy stated that a new action is required to make
a difference when it comes to wildfire, invasives and conifer encroachment. Grazing is an existing action and
Davies is seeing that grazing is going to be limited through these plans and the biggest threats are not going to
be actively addressed. Suther stated that limiting grazing is not going to solve the Sage Grouse habitat problem.
Davies pushed the issue about what exactly is going to happen on the ground to address the biggest threats.
Suther stated there are plans for more active juniper management, more fire prevention/management, more
invasive species management, etc.

Fred Otley reminded the group that EDGE IS CRUCIAL. Some of the best Sage Grouse habitat is on the edge
of large monoculture of sagebrush. Protecting those edges is important.

Dan Morse from the ONDA asked if the RMPAs EIS for Oregon is put together similar to those in northern
California, Idaho and Utah. Suther said yes, in the basic structure and range of alternatives and so forth. Morse
asked about the Oregon preferred alternative, but Suther couldn’t elaborate since the document is not yet
available to the public. Suther thanked the SMAC for their time and thoughtful questions and comments despite
the fact they haven’t even seen the RMPAs EIS.

SOUTH STEENS AMP/SUBCOMMITTEE UPDATE
Dan Haak stated the subcommittee met and discussed some of the options that were on the table in the plan, but
no real changes were made to the Environmental Assessment or the idea for the first Decision Record (with a
goal to avoid litigation).
- Spring protection (just fencing) (2 springs that aren’t meeting range standards and guidelines will be the
priority and then 2 other springs in the area)
- Renew the 10-year grazing permit for the permittee
- Move fence between the Home Creek and South Steens pastures (ONDA was going to consult on this one
before committing, though felt okay with the idea at first thought because it gets the fence out of the WSA
and down in line with the road)

Stacy Davies stated that the ONDA is pretty firm on no new water developments in WSAs because in the
ONDA’s opinion these developments “improve wilderness characteristics.” Coming to agreement with the
ONDA on the number of developments wasn’t even a discussion — it is a principle/precedent setting issue, more
than a management of strategic issue. The subcommittee was pleasant, understanding, frank, and thoughtful —
Davies feels hopeful that in different conservation or issue that BLM/ONDA/Roaring Springs can come to
agreement. Dan Morse stated that Davies summarized the subcommittee meeting very well. Morse said
everyone was very straightforward about their intentions and made an honest effort to try and find common
ground. ONDA supports things that improve or enhance wilderness characteristics and have potential to reduce
or avoid conflicts with other resources (Sage Grouse habitat, for example). Morse stated it is unlikely the South
Steens AMP will challenged if it is presented as discussed and agreed at the SMAC subcommittee meeting on
this issue.

APPROVE PREVIOUS MEETING MINUTES
A typo was corrected on page eight of the document. With the correction, Stacy Davies motioned to approve
the minutes. Leon Pielstick seconded the motion. No discussion. Motion approved unanimously.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
Dan Morse:
1) The South Steens AMP subcommittee meeting was productive and there definitely could be a good
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outcome for all the parties. | hope this success is demonstrative of where the ONDA stands and that the
ONDA is willing to compromise in areas where the possibility exists.
2) The ONDA is keenly interested in the Campbell access to inholdings on the Steens.

STEENS MOUNTAIN CMPA ACT REVIEW

Fred Otley suggested the SMAC review Subtitle B, Sec. 111(b)3-4 of the Steens Act: provide for coordination
with State, Federal and local landowners and the Burns Paiute Tribe. Otley is concerned about the interpretation
of this section and feels it means different things to different parties, and that coordination and cooperation
occasionally gets overlooked or missed. Stacy Davies suggested looking at all of Subtitle B — Management of
Federal Lands — Sec. 111(b). (Refer to the Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Act of
2000 for detailed language.) Otley feels the BLM has not adequately coordinated with affected parties on the
development and implementation of management plans in the Steens Mountain area.

Stacy Davies asked about the monitoring program that is identified in Sec.111(c) and if the BLM is following
through with that obligation. Rhonda Karges stated the BLM has added a lot more monitoring and has budget
accomplishments tied to high levels of monitoring in the District. Karges offered to share the monitoring plan
with the SMAC if they so choose. Pam Hardy read from the Act, “the plan shall...provide for coordinate with
State, county, and private and local landowners and the Burns Paiute Tribe.” Is there a specific portion of the
management plan for the Steens Mountain Cooperative Management and Protection Area (CMPA) that is
dedicated to this coordination effort? At a minimum, the SMAC definitely supports this role and even fills it to
some degree. Karges stated there are MOU’s with several parties and dozens of meetings with the public and
the SMAC in developing the management plan. What is the actual issue and what is the SMAC’s
recommendation for resolution? Fred Otley stated the issue is basically water under the bridge and that there
should have been a specific element in the management plan regarding cooperative efforts. Otley isn’t asking
the BLM to do anything about this issue, but to just think about it and what it meant to not directly highlight
cooperation in the management plan for the CMPA.

Stacy Davies asked if the BLM could attend Steens Mountain Landowner Group meetings and share
information about projects, specifically the Sage Grouse RMPAs EIS. Karges stated she would look into Joan
Suther’s availability to do this and encouraged the SMAC members to share information from SMAC
meetings with their constituents. Davies supported continuing review of the Steens Act at each meeting and
Pam Hardy was selected to take the lead on preparing a discussion on this topic for the next session.

FUTURE MEETING SCHEDULE/AGENDA PLANNING
Follow up and future agenda items:

- Chimney Allotment Environmental Assessment.

- Comprehensive Recreation Plan update.

- Grassbanks (is this happening/moving forward?).

- Update on east Steens recreation issues and the response from Alvord Ranches regarding the SMAC’s
recommendation (made at this meeting).

- South Steens AMP/Decision(s).

- ONDA'’s Desert Trail proposal.

- Cooperative Conservation Agreements with Assurances/Cooperative Conservation Agreements

- Rich Angstrom suggested having a future discussion with the BLM about a memorial
trail/wayside/something for each of the lost members on the SMAC (Hoyt Wilson and Bill Renwick) to
capture their service and commitment to public land management in the Steens area.

- Annual use data reports — recreation, law enforcement, wilderness monitoring (ecological health, use).

- Conservation easements (as discussed in the Steens Act) as a way to manage private land developments in
the Steens area.

- Wildlands Juniper Management Area tour; see the on-the-ground interpretation; juniper management
updates.

- North Steens Ecosystem Restoration, juniper control, stewardship contracting.
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- Update on nominations/vacancies on the SMAC.
- Vegetation Management EA; update on Medusahead control projects/effectiveness.
- Changes/updates to the Steens-High Desert Country map.
- Sage Grouse RMPAs update
o0 Creative solutions for fire prevention and suppression
o Creative solutions for conflict management on the Steens, etc.

Stacy Davies feels the SMAC has done a lot of good work and is in transition between big items; suggested
thinking out of the box about how the Council can move forward and really be effective and make a difference.
Fred Otley stated it would be important to facilitate identification of the reality on the ground in terms of where
there are good Sage Grouse populations and habitat (and issues attached to those areas). Otley isn’t so sure that
the people tied up in the process don’t have time to get a good grip of how things really exist on the ground.
Challenge the system to show some great successes on the ground, even when they don’t fit the model the
agencies have put forward (percent canopy, etc.). Stacy Davies questioned whether the SMAC is the right body
to lead this kind of effort. Rich Angstrom stated he would like to wait for the issues to mature so there is
definition of what to focus on. Otley really wants to showcase some successes on the ground — be proactive.
Stacy Davies fully supports creating the best cooperative area in the country that has ecological and economic
integrity and find those meaningful solutions.

2014 meeting calendar:

February 20-21, 2014 in Burns, Oregon

June 13-14, 2014 in Frenchglen, Oregon

July 17-18, 2014 in Burns or Frenchglen, Oregon

November 13-14, 2014 in Bend, Oregon

ADJOURN

Pam Hardy motioned to adjourn the meeting. Leon Pielstick seconded the motion. No opposition — motion
passed.

The Steens Mountain Advisory Council approved the minutes on: Friday, February 21, 2014.

Signed by Dan Haak, SMAC Chair: /signature on file/
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