
From: Boone, Whitney
To: Benjamin Simon
Cc: Bowman, Randal; Corey, Chad; Bob Vogel; Deanna Mitchell; Christine Powell
Subject: Re: monuments review
Date: Friday, July 21, 2017 10:17:49 AM
Attachments: GCPNM 07 10 17-NPS edits.docx

Hi Ben,

The attached document contains consolidated NPS comments on the Grand Canyon-Parashant
report. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

On Tue, Jul 11, 2017 at 1:48 PM, Bowman, Randal <randal_bowman@ios.doi.gov> wrote:

Here are 10 additional monument economic reports for review. Some of these areas are
jointly managed, either BLM-FS or BLM-NPS, and some by individual agencies.  Please
provide any comments to Ben Simon, copied on the email, with a copy to me, by next
Friday the 21st, which will provide 10 working days for review.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Simon, Benjamin <benjamin_simon@ios.doi.gov>
Date: Tue, Jul 11, 2017 at 1:20 PM
Subject: monuments review
To: Randal Bowman <randal_bowman@ios.doi.gov>
Cc: Ann Miller <ann_miller@ios.doi.gov>, "Stern, Adam" <adam_stern@ios.doi.gov>,
Christian Crowley <christian_crowley@ios.doi.gov>, Sarah Cline
<sarah_cline@ios.doi.gov>

Hi Randy,

Here are drafts for the following monuments:
Grand Canyon Parachant
Grand Staircase
Sonoran
Ironwood Forest
Canyons of the Ancients
San Gabriel
Giant Sequoia
Carrizo
Mojave
Vermillion

W
 ​e would appreciate it if these could be circulated for comment.

Ben ​
-- 
Benjamin Simon, Ph.D., Chief DOI Economist
Office of Policy Analysis
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-- 
Whitney Boone
Park Planning and Special Studies   
National Park Service
202-354-6970
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limited or no substitutes.  A particularly challenging component of any tradeoff analysis is estimating the 
nonmarket values associated with GCPNM resources, particularly the nonmarket values associated with 
cultural and scientific resources. 

Planning for permitted resource use on National Monuments will involve trade offs among different 
activities on the land area being managed in order to allow permitted activities that are compatible with 
mMonument objects. Once designated, National Monuments continue to be managed under the multiple 
use mandate outlined in the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976. In some cases, certain 
areas of the Monument may be appropriate for more than one use. After the careful consideration of 
tradeoffs, management decisions in those cases may prioritize certain uses over others. In other cases, 
land areas may be more appropriate for a particular use and activities could be restricted to certain areas 
of the Monument. These decisions are based upon whether a use is compatible with the designation. 
Factors that could inform these tradeoffs include demand for the good or activity, prices, costs, and 
societal preferences. Other considerations might include the timeframe of the activity - how long the 
benefits and costs of a given activity would be expected to extend into the future.  Trust responsibilities 
and treaty rights should also be considerations. 

In considering any trade offs, it is not just the level and net economic value associated with an activity 
that occurs in a given year that is relevant to decision making.  Virtually all activities within the 
Monument occur over time and it is the stream of costs and benefits over a given period of time 
associated with each activity that is relevant.  For example, recreation activities could continue 
indefinitely assuming the resources required for recreation remain intact and of sufficient quality for 
individuals to remain interested in the activity. Likewise, the values associated with the natural and 
cultural resources could continue indefinitely, provided they are not degraded by other activities (and 
assuming preferences do not change). Grazing could also continue indefinitely as long as the forage 
resource is sustainably managed and remains consistent with the protection of mMonument 
resourceobjects. Timber harvest may also continue indefinitely as long as the timber resource is 
sustainably managed. The stream of costs and benefits associated with some other non-renewable 
resources would be finite, however (assuming these activities were consistent with the designation). For 
example, oil, gas, coal and minerals are all non-renewable resources and would only be extracted as long 
as the resource is economically feasible to produce. 
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