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Britta,
Here's the edits we discussed on the phone today.

Sally

On Mon, Feb 6, 2017 at 5:02 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Sally and Peter, I updated the list of RMP questions that is included in
the Coordination IM so it addresses RMP amendments. The updated list is
attached with changes shown in track changes. Please let me know if you
have feedback or if I should share with Nikki.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst
National Conservation Lands (W0O-410)
Bureau of Land Management
303.236.0539

Sally R. Butts, J.D., Acting Division Chief

National Conservation Lands
Bureau of Land Management
20 M St. SE, Washington, DC 20003

Office 202-912-7170; Cell 202-695-5889; Fax 202-245-0050; sbutts@blm.gov
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