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Meeting called to order on 15 November 2011 at 11 a.m. by Monument Manager Rene Berkhoudt, the Designated Federal Official for the GSENM Advisory Committee (MAC).

Monument Staff In Attendance: Matt Betenson, Assistant Monument Manager (AMM), Planning & Support Services; Larry Crutchfield, Public Affairs; Joe David, Environmental Coordinator; Richard Madril, AMM, Resources; Kevin Miller, Science Program Administrator; and Carolyn Shelton, AMM, Science & Visitor Services

MAC Members in Attendance: Bob Blackett (Geology), Gordon “Boz” Bosworth (Botany), Jim Bowns (Systems Ecology), Steve Burr (Social Science), Dirk Clayson (Kane County Commissioner), Michael Friedman (Outfitter/Guides), Phil Hanceford (Environmental), Kevin Heaton (State), Don Lofgren (Paleontology), Norm McKee (Wildlife), Leland Pollack (Garfield County Commissioner), Jerry Spangler (Archaeology), Keith Watts (Education)

MAC Members Excused from Meeting:  Camille Martineau (Tribal Interests) and Steve Westhoff (Livestock Grazing)

Agenda

15 November

11:00	Welcome/Administrative Notes:  Berkhoudt/Crutchfield	

11:15	Introductions (5 min each):  MAC Members	

12:30	Working Lunch		

12:40	NLCS – What is the National Landscape Conservation System:  Berkhoudt/Schlanger
	(See presentation for details)
· Viewed NLCS Film

1:10	FACA Committee – What is FACA?:  Crutchfield
	(See presentation for details)	

1:40	Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument Overview:  Berkhoudt/Schlanger
	(See presentation for details)
· Mission of GSENM
· Question: What makes up the NLCS?
· A: National Monuments, National Conservation Areas (and similarly designated lands -- Cooperative Management and Protection Areas, Outstanding Natural Areas, & Forest Reserves), National Scenic & Historic Trails, Wild & Scenic Rivers, Wilderness and Wilderness Study Areas; ACECs are not. 
· Hanceford – Anomaly that the Areas of critical Environmental Concern do not fall into the NLCS. 
· Betenson -- 40% of GSENM is Wilderness Study area.
· Table of Organization (Hand out)
· Question:  How is the T/O broken down?
· A:  T/O broken down by Grade Comparable complexity.
· Budget slide (Handout)
· Question: A 17-20 % Budget Reduction?  BLM is the only agency that operates in the black. Can we get some special consideration due to that fact?
· A: No
· Question: Are any jobs going away in Kane/Garfield County?
· A: We don’t think so at this time. 

2:10	Break		

2:25	Monument Advisory Committee (MAC) Roles:  Schlanger
	(See handouts)
· Monument Management Plan (MMP) MAC Chapter (Role of MAC then/now)
· Reviewed the role of the MAC as outlined by the MMP
· Plan Decisions
· Reviewed other MMP decisions that refer to the MAC or require some action by the MAC.
· Questions:
· The MMP states that an annual plan is prepared outlining the committee’s work.  Who actually prepares the report?
· A: The MAC.
· Do we have previous reports?
· A: Yes Kevin Miller will go over it during his briefing tomorrow.
· Has the Monument Plan Changed?
· A: Yes, this year, 2011, it was amended. 

2:40	Division Briefs
· Planning & Support Services:  Betenson
· NEPA Update – Joe David
(See presentation)
· QUESTIONS:
· Lake Powell Pipeline - Cultural resource assessments?
· A: Yes, they will be done prior to any construction.
· Hole in the Rock:

· Once we the need for a programmatic EA is determined, is there a recommended time frame?
· A: Six to twelve months is the norm; possibly longer in complex situations.  Dance Hall Rock is a critical area to look at due to potential impacts to vegetation and wild life.
· Why don’t we need to do a plan amendment for Hole in the Rock?
· A: Because the MMP allows for Special Recreation Permits for larger group sizes.  The EA is going to help us to determine how large and where in the corridor is best suited for increased use.  
· When was the transportation plan completed?
· A: It is contained within the MMP and became effective when the MMP became effective.  It was challenged in court and was upheld by the court.  The MMP contains language stating that adjudicated RS 2477 ROWs will be recognized.  Several lawsuits are underway and BLM is waiting court decisions. We are implementing the transportation plan in a manner that will not jeopardize BLM’s position in these court cases.
· Grazing EIS/Vegetation Management Strategy -  Matt Betenson
(See presentation)	
· Questions
· When will the Monument plan update process start?
· A: Betenson – 2012, with a situational assessment of the issues and needs by the National Riparian Service Team, then the Notice of Intent; actual work on EIS beginning in 2013
· Why is it necessary to do another EIS? 
· A: Berkhoudt – The old document was flawed. 
· Will it change the allotment management plans?
· A: Betenson – Not directly. The EIS decision will flow into AMP decisions.
· A: Berkhoudt - The New EIS will not have resource conflicts. We want to implement vegetation EIS and then go to Grazing allotments.
· So in the meantime allotments run as is?
· A: Madril - Yes.

· Resources:  Madril
(See presentation)
· Questions:
· Are we using the Tamarisk Beatle on the Monument?
· A: Yes
· What is the Status of the EIS?
· A: The EIS began 10+ years ago and released in draft two years ago tried to do too much with one document.  GSENM is going to initiate a new EIS to look at just “available and unavailable for grazing.”  The process will begin in 2012 with a situational assessment by the National Riparian Service Team.
· What is the best guess on the disappearance of the antelope?
· A: Poaching/Natural migration. They seem to disappear around Vermillion Cliffs. GSENM specialists are tracking the animals’ movements.

· Science & Visitor Services:  Shelton
(See presentation)

5:00	Public Comment Period:  Crutchfield
(Open Discussion w/Interested Publics)
· Public Comment
· Gary Reese (Logan Simpson Design, Las Vegas, NV)
· Wants to be involved in the development of the Vegetation Management Strategy.  
· Tony Wight (Kane Country Resource Committee & ATV Club)
· Wants to see and hear the plans about what the monument has planned within the GSENM.
· Ray Wells (ATV Club)
· Motorized access is the greatest concern/
· What happened to all the information given to the Washington assessment team?
· A: Report came out and the MAC will discuss the results tomorrow. And it is on the Web.
· Bill Reese (ATV Club)
· Just attending to keep informed.

16 November
	
08:00	Monument Science Plan:  Kevin Miller
	(See presentation)
· Draft Science Plan incorporates previous MAC Science Committee Recommendations.
· Questions
· Michael Friedman: Has the monument ever considered interdisciplinary processes?
· A: Kevin Miller: Interdisciplinary is the KEY!! Social Science is very critical.
· Where does the funding come from for science studies.
· A: Kevin Miller – Very few funds come from the federal government. Our funding mostly comes from foundations and little from other government agencies.

· Juan Palma Comment:  Sees a business model. Why can’t we be the warehouse of scientific data for the western United States?  Invite Cooperate CEO’s to the area to connect back with nature.

9:15	Framework Plan: Berkhoudt/Betenson
· WO Assessment Report/Recommendations
· Framework Plan Development progress

10:00	Glen Canyon Natural History Association Welcome	: Chris Eaton, Director, GCNHA
· Presented overview of the GCNHA and its support of GSENM through grants and management of Monument bookstores.

10:15 	Grand Staircase Escalante Partners Welcome: Noel Poe, President
· Presented overview of GSEP and its support
· How is Partners funded?
· A: Mostly through grants.

10:45 	State Director’s Welcome: Juan Palma, Utah State Director 
· Palma began his discussion by posing a series of questions to the MAC:
· How can the Monument Benefit/value through the community?	
· How can the Monument add Value to the Country?	
· What is the role of science in the Monument and how should we address the issue?
· Don’t ask why ask why not?
· Don’t be afraid of hearing no. Success is based on one yes.
· Questions of Juan Palma
· What does funding for the Monument look like in the Short/Long term?
· A: Monument is a Priority not only for the State of Utah but for the NLCS.  Money-side out country is in financial crisis; we will have to adjust financial expenditures. The BLM collects $112 billion a year – oil, gas, grazing and recreation is our revenue.  Other revenue comes in 1232 (collection of fees) – we get to keep in the local area.
· What percentage of the state budget is in 1232?
· A: $3 Billion.
· Is there an opportunity to approach land owners in trading land?
· A: The BLM can dispose of Federal Land in two ways.
· An RMP can Identify land for disposal.
· Congress can mandate land for disposal.
· The Monument cannot dispose of land because of the MMP (Monument Management Plan).
· Has the state reviewed the NLCS 15 year strategy?
· A: Juan Palma – Yes.  America’s great outdoors is the umbrella topic/under is the NLCS.
· If you were to choose one issue related to the Monument that was divisive what which one is priority?
· A: The roads issue. 2. Add value to the community	

11:30	MAC Administrative Issues	Crutchfield
· Election of Officers
· Nominated for Chair-Vice Chairman of the MAC -  Burr, Pollock, Spangler.
· Dr. Burr. – CHAIRMAN
· Jerry Spangler – VICE CHAIRMAN
· Next meeting day April-May 2012 timeframe in Escalante (Tuesday - Wednesday)
· Decision: April 17-18 2012
· Two assignments:
· 1. Review MMP/NLCS 15 year strategy/Washington office assessment report.
· 2. Review of the science plan.
· General review and add comments if any comment of draft once it’s been through staff and management (expected date to MAC – mid-to-late January 2012).
· Other Business:
· MAC needs to create by-laws. Chair and vice chair will work on this before the next meeting. Crutchfield will get them a template. Phone conference suggested before next meeting.
· Double check on the quorum. (Crutchfield)
· Getting the road issue resolved should be a Monument priority. Good Idea to wait until next meeting so we can know about what the court decision is. 
· MAC members want to participate through collaborative input on Grazing EIS as well as a vegetative management plan input.
· Programmatic Hole in the Rock Road SRP – draft EA is out looking at carrying capacity.  MAC members very interested in management of the corridor. Impacts on the land and how many groups can it actually support is key. 
· Suggestion was made to establish 1232 Sub-Committee.
· Phillip Hanceford – Wants to get the tasks/assignments before forming sub-committees.
12:15	Administrative Time (Travel Claims):  Clark
· Explanation of the travel claim process/collected receipts & mileage for processing of claims.
12:30	Closing Remarks: Berkhoudt
· Very pleased to have the MAC reestablished.  A lot was accomplished during this meeting and a lot more will be accomplished in the months and years ahead.
12:45	Meeting Adjourned: Chair/DFO		

Page 7 of 7
