Meeting Notes

Heritage Asset Partnership 

9:00 – 11:00 a.m., Wednesday, October 11, 2006, MIB
Meeting participants and their contact information were:

NPS
Terry Childs


202-354-2125

Terry_Childs@nps.gov
DOI
Ron Wilson


202-208-3438

rowilson@os.doi.gov
FWS
Eugene Marino (via phone)
703-358-2173

eugene_marino@fws.gov
BLM
Richard Brook


202-452-0326

Richard_Brook@blm.gov
DOI 
Debbie Smith (via phone)

202-208-3250

deborah_l_smith@ios.doi.gov

BOR
Tom Lincoln (via phone)

303-445-3311

tlincoln@do.usbr.gov

BOR
Chris Pfaff (via phone)

303-445-2712

cpfaff@do.usbr.gov
DOI
Bob Jarcho


202-208-3329

robert_jarcho@ios.doi.gov

HAP Governance

HAP documents are available on the PAM website (http://www.doi.gov/pam/HeritageAssetsPartner.html).  Please check the site often for updates.

Update to the DOI Asset Management Plan

Bob Jarcho updated us on the DOI AMP and passed out a list of planned actions through June 2007 for the Asset Management Partnership.  One of the larger elements will be the completion of Bureau Asset Business Plans (ABP) that are to be completed at the ‘site’ level (e.g., Park, Refuge, etc.).  The business plans should include a section on heritage assets.  HAP members are encouraged to examine as many ABPs as possible to ensure the inclusion of heritage assets.  Chris Pfaff supplied some draft language that BOR has used for their ABPs and HAP members are encouraged to look at it in case they are asked to comment on these plans.  Additionally, Bob mentioned that future versions of the DOI AMP will reflect progress at the Bureau level with asset management plans and business plans.
Solicitor meeting with Cultural Resource Managers

The remainder of the meeting focused on the upcoming November meeting with the SOL workgroup.  The HAP position paper was circulated and provided the impetus for the discussion.  The discussion began with a question from Richard Brook as to whether our question on real property is a legal one or rather an accounting consideration.  Based on discussions he has had with Betty Buxton, it seems that the focus here is really on how best to capture archaeological/paleontological sites so that they are provided the same level of consideration for maintenance funds as other assets.  Others in the group felt that while that is the aim, the issue itself is a legal one insofar as it relates to understanding how archaeological/paleontological sites fit in with the goals of Executive Order 13327 and its citation of NHPA through Executive Order 13287.
Debbie Smith of PFM also added information on capitalization of assets and how maintenance funds actually go towards improvements to those heritage assets that are currently considered real property.  Since the asset itself is barred from having a value, it cannot qualify for maintenance funds.  Terry Childs pointed out, however, that all existing heritage assets that are considered real property, such as historic structures, are given a Current Replacement Value (CRV) in dollars and then assigned an FCI.  The FCI is used to determine maintenance funding.  The question facing us is how will an FCI be determined for archaeological/paleontological sites if they are to be considered real property.  NPS is working on a system to differentiate between all their sites and those that are in some way maintained and will use this as the trigger to (1) treat those sites as real property and (2) open them up to maintenance funding.  Terry provided an overview of the NPS plans at a HAP meeting early this summer.

Additionally comments to the position paper will be made by HAP in the coming weeks prior to the November meeting.

The meeting was adjourned.
Our next meeting will be Thursday, November 9, 2006 from 1:30-3:30 in the MIB Library.
