
To: Bowman, Randal[randal_bowman@ios.doi.gov]
Cc: Kenneth Mahoney[kmahoney@blm.gov]; Ginn, Allison[aginn@blm.gov]; Chad
Schneckenburger[cschneckenburger@blm.gov]; Sintetos, Michael[msintetos@blm.gov]; Fisher,
Timothy[tjfisher@blm.gov]; Christopher McAlear[cmcalear@blm.gov]; Mara
Alexander[malexander@blm.gov]; Rachel Wootton[rwootton@blm.gov]; Kathleen
Benedetto[kathleen_benedetto@ios.doi.gov]; Michael Nedd[mnedd@blm.gov]; Kristin
Bail[kbail@blm.gov]; Timothy Spisak[tspisak@blm.gov]; Moody, Aaron[aaron.moody@sol.doi.gov]; Mali,
Peter[pmali@blm.gov]; Matthew Allen[mrallen@blm.gov]; Raymond M Suazo[rmsuazo@blm.gov]; Perez,
Jerome[jperez@blm.gov]; Edwin Roberson[eroberso@blm.gov]; John Ruhs[jruhs@blm.gov]
From: Moore, Nikki
Sent: 2017-07-21T16:51:39-04:00
Importance: Normal
Subject: National Monument Review - Comments on 8 Draft Economic Reports
Received: 2017-07-21T16:53:56-04:00
Bears Ears Economic Report BLM reviewed Final.docx
Canyons of the Ancients Economic Report BLM reviewed final.docx
Carrizo Plain Economic Report BLM reviewed final.docx
GrandCanyonParashant Ecominc Report_BLM reviewed final.docx
GrandStaircaseEscalante Economic Report BLM reviewed final.docx
Ironwood Forest Economic Report BLM reviewed final.docx
Mojave Trails Ecomic Report BLM reviewed final.docx
Sonoran Desert Econmic Report_BLM reviewed final.docx
Vermilion Cliffs Economic Report BLM reviewed final.docx

Hi Randy,

The BLM has reviewed the draft Department of Interior economic reports for the eight BLM managed or co managed
National Monuments currently under review (Grand Canyon Parashant, Grand Staircase Escalante, Sonoran
Desert, Ironwood Forest, Canyons of the Ancients, Carrizo Plain, Mojave Trails, and Vermilion Cliffs).  Our suggested

edits are compiled and provided in comments and track changes within the attachments. We also had some additional edits
on the Bears Ears draft economic report which I've attached.

We really appreciate the opportunity to review and provide feedback on these reports,

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director

National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships
Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219.3180 (office)

202.740.0835 (cell)
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GSENM’s Monument Management Plan included substantial outreach, public scoping and comment

periods according to land use planning regulations and policies.  Over 6,800 individual letters were

received during the public scoping period. During the planning process, the planning team conducted 30

public workshops, both to elicit initial input during the scoping process and to hear comments on the

Draft Management Plan after its release. The team held dozens of meetings with American Indian tribes,

local, State, and Federal government agencies, and private organizations to discuss planning issues of

concern to each party. Similar public outreach efforts are underway for the Livestock Grazing Monument

Management Plan Amendment and Environmental Impact Statement.

Local Economy and Economic Impacts

Combined, Kane and Garfield counties make up less than half a percent of Utah’s population.  Current

unemployment rates are similar to the state average in Kane County, but higher in Garfield County.

Median household income is similar in the two counties but lower than at the State level (Table 1). The

accommodation and food services industry is the largest by employment in both Kane and Garfield

counties (see Figure 1).

Table 1. Economic Profile for Kane and Garfield Counties 

 Measure Kane 

County 

Garfield

County
Utah

Population, 2015
7,131 5,009 2,995,919

Unemployment rate,

March 2017a
3.3% 7.6% 3.1%

Median Household

Income  (2015)b
$47,530 $45,509 $62,961

a http://www.jobs.utah.gov/wi/pubs/une/season.html
b  https://jobs.utah.gov/wi/pubs/wni/income/index.html
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