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Hi Rachel, see attached for BLM California's comments on the Sand to Snow economic report.
Thanks for the opportunity to review. We will provide Berryessa Snow Mountain comments by

early next week.

Mike

Mike Sintetos

California State Office
Bureau of Land Management

916-978-4639

On Mon, Jul 17, 2017 at 3:57 PM, Butts, Sally <sbutts@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Jerry,
An addition to the reports described below.  Attached is the Sand to Snow National

Monument economic report for BLM review.  The same instructions apply for Sand to Snow,

but with a due date for your State's comments by July 25th, so we can submit to DOI by
July 27th.

Thanks so much, Sally

On Wed, Jul 12, 2017 at 11:32 AM, Butts, Sally <sbutts@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi All,

We have been given the opportunity to do a quick review of the draft Department of Interior

economic reports for the eight BLM managed or co-managed National Monuments currently

under review. The draft reports are for:

        Grand Canyon-Parashant

        Grand Staircase-Escalante

        Sonoran Desert

        Ironwood Forest
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        Canyons of the Ancients

        Carrizo Plain

        Mojave Trails

        Vermilion Cliffs

If you would like to provide comments, please compile your state's comments in track

changes within the attached reports and provide them on or before Close of Business

Thursday, July 20th. Please email your state’s comments to Rachel Wootton
(rwootton@blm.gov) with a copy to me (sbutts@blm.gov)  and Nikki Moore

(nmoore@blm.gov) as soon as you have completed your comments, so that we can get them

reviewed by the deadline and submitted back to the Secretary's office. The comments are
due back to the Secretary's office by Friday, July 21st.

We have blocked out Tuesday afternoon, July 18, from 4-5pm EST to answer any questions

you may have. The conference line and passcode for the meeting are:

         Conference Line: 

         Passcode:

Thank you so much for all the time and energy you and your staff have put in to make sure

that we are providing DOI with the information they need.  Please contact me with any
questions.

Sally

--
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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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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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

protection of the monument objects. Once designated, National Monuments continue to be managed

under the multiple use mandate outlined in Federal Land Management and Policy 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. The BLM ultimately makes decisions

about how to manage National Monuments through the land use planning process, considering public

input to weigh the various proposed uses of the land alongside the protection of the objects described in

the Proclamation.

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 are of sufficient quality for individuals to

remain interested in participating. Likewise, the values associated with the natural and cultural resources

could continue indefinitely provided they are not degraded by environmental factors or other activities

(and assuming preferences do not change). 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.

The STSNM Proclamation contains specific provisions for the protection of heritage objects and values

extending beyond specific resources concerns. This emphasis on protection rather than mitigation, is a

critical distinction in the preservation of significant historic objects within STSNM. The STSNM

proclamation states that STSNM contains “exceptional objects of scientific and historic interest” and that

the purpose of this designation, and the provisions it contains, is the “protection of these objects”. This

protection is largely derived through the extra regulatory proclamation provisions for limitations on uses

which are known to impact heritage objects and values, and requirements that the BLM implement the

purposes of the proclamation to protect these resources.

The available information is insufficient to allow a full understanding of management tradeoffs, such as

how expanding mineral development would affect recreational visitation and cultural resources. A

comprehensive evaluation of trade-offs would require a significant amount of research and additional

analysis.

The total value or amount of energy or mineral production foregone as a result of the designation cannot

be determined. Although information on past or present mineral history may exist in various sources (e.g.

USGS Mineral Resource Data), mineral potential or minerals that may be prospectively valuable within

FOIA001:01684904

DOI-2019-09 02220



DRAFT  July 17, 2017  Figures, values, and text are subject to revision

8

and around the monument, developing a total value of the designation would be highly speculative.

Classification information typically only describes or refers to the potential presence (occurrence) of a

concentration of one or more energy and/or mineral resource. It does not refer to or imply potential for

development and/or extraction of the mineral resource(s) or determine the feasibility. It also does not

imply that the potential concentration could be extracted, processed, and transported profitably.

Mineral and archeological surveys could be updated and completed for the entire Monument, at a

significant cost, to provide a clearer picture of the resources within the Monument. However, even with

existing information, it is clear that: significant cultural resource values are present; there are no

significant energy or mineral resources; and recreation use has been increasing.
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