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Jewell and company pressure Hill to extend LWCF as is
 
Secretary of Interior Sally Jewell joined with State of Maryland officials and conservationists May 22 to beat the drums for the renewal of the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF).


But, as we have reported all year, they can expect massive resistance from the Republican House and, from the Republican Senate, an attempt to substantially revise the law.


Still, Jewell, House Minority Whip Steny Hoyer (D-Md.) and others are keeping the pressure on Congress to renew LWCF – as is – beyond its scheduled expiration date of September 30. 


At the Maryland event at Douglas Point State Natural Resources Management Area, Joel Dunn, president of the Chesapeake Conservancy, said,

“The Chesapeake Bay region has a population approaching 18 million and climbing, and we’re losing tens of thousands of acres of open space each year.  We are literally racing against the tide.  The Land and Water Conservation Fund is one of the most effective tools to conserve land and wildlife habitat along our great rivers for future generations.”


Said Jewell, “Whether it’s a scenic, historic tract like Douglas Point, a ball park or a hiking trail, each of these projects under the Land and Water Conservation fund play an important role in improving the health and vitality of people, especially in urban areas, as well as protecting natural areas and history for future generations of Americans to enjoy.”


She added, “Congress needs to fulfill the promise made fifty years ago to the American people by enacting full and permanent funding of the Land and Water Conservation Fund.”


On Capitol Hill Republican critics, although they have few complaints with the state side of LWCF, object to federal land acquisition.  At a key House subcommittee on Federal Lands hearings last month chairman Tom McClintock (R-Calif.) took issue with a central argument for federal acquisitions – consolidation of lands for more efficient management. 

 
“Proponents of federal land acquisition point out that cleaning up checkerboard land ownership patterns can improve efficiency of administering these lands,” he said.  “The question, though, is whether this objective is better reached by constantly expanding the federal footprint, or rather by acquiring land-locked parcels by divesting other parcels that are at the periphery of the federal holdings.”  

If McClintock’s statement didn’t do justice as to where western Republican sentiment lies, a six-page subcommittee staff memo prepared for the April 15 hearing might.  It says, “Despite the arguments of LWCF proponents, the federal land acquisition program has sometimes negatively impacted states and localities in significant ways including: lost tax revenue and neglected management of federal lands.”


On the other side of the Hill, as we have often reported over the last five months, Senate Energy Committee Chairman Lisa Murkowski (R-Alaska) is calling for the transfer of some money out of LWCF and into federal land management agency maintenance.  However, Murkowski has also insisted she intends to attempt to renew the program in her committee.  (Or in the Senate subcommittee on Interior appropriations that she also chairs.)


On LWCF’s side in the Senate, 13 Republicans voted for an extension of LWCF January 29 when Sen. Richard Burr (R-N.C.) offered such an amendment to a Keystone Pipeline System bill.  The amendment was defeated by a 59-to-49 vote, with 60 votes needed to pass.


With the completion of a Congressional budget and the completion of authorizing committee hearings, the way is now clear for McClintock, Murkowski and other key chairmen, such as House Appropriations subcommittee head Ken Calvert (R-Calif.), to begin work on extension legislation, if they so wish.  Nothing has been officially scheduled yet.


Despite all the Republican complaints about federal land acquisition, House and Senate members alike have praised the state side of the program.  Said McClintock, “About a quarter of LWCF funding goes to the state-side grant program, which seems to have been most successful.  This is the program most members cite when extolling benefits from the LWCF.”


At an April 22 hearing on LWCF Murkowski also suggested the state side of the program should be given greater priority vis-à-vis federal land acquisition.  “When we talk about the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act these days, it is almost exclusively about federal land acquisition,” she said.  “And that’s a little disappointing here and I am going to be honest with you.  Many seem to have forgotten the pivotal role that states have in conservation and outdoor recreation under the act.”


Five Republican senators led by Burr have sponsored legislation (S 338) this year that would make LWCF permanent at $900 million per year.  Six Democrats cosponsored the Burr bill. 
 
Six Democratic senators led by Cantwell introduced a separate bill (S 890) March 27 that would permanently reauthorize LWCF, with guaranteed funding.  No Republican senators cosponsored the bill, even though Republican support is essential for the success of such legislation in the Senate.  The Burr bill would not guarantee money for LWCF; Cantwell would.


In the House nine House Republicans cosponsored legislation (HR 1814) April 15 that would make LWCF permanent.  Leading the Republican cosponsors was Rep. Mike Fitzpatrick (R-Pa.)  The House bill would NOT guarantee money for LWCF each year, like the Senate bill from Sen. Burr.  

 
The House bill has not begun to move and faces significantly higher hurdles than do the Senate bills.

 
Here are some of the LWCF-related fiscal 2016 Obama budget requests: 


* LWCF FEDERAL APPROPRIATION: For federal land acquisition the administration recommended $235.8 million compared to a final fiscal 2015 appropriation of $165.7 million.  The breakdown: NPS acquisition, $64.3 million; BLM, $38 million; FWS, $58.5 million; FS, $63 million; and DoI Valuation Services, $12 million.


* LWCF FEDERAL (NEW GUARANTEED PROGRAM): This presupposes Congress approves new legislation to guarantee $900 million per year for LWCF.  These recommendations are in addition to the regular appropriations above.  The breakdown: NPS acquisition, $106.7 million; BLM, $55.4 million; FWS, $106.3 million; FS, $64.7 million; and DoI Valuation Services, $6 million.



* LWCF STATE APPRORIATION: For state LWCF grants the administration recommended $53.2 million, compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $48 million.


* LWCF STATE (NEW GUARANTEED PROGRAM): This allocation presupposes Congress approves new legislation to guarantee $900 million per year for LWCF.  For state grants the proposal would add $47 million, for a total of $100 million.


* URBAN PARKS AND RECREATION RECOVERY: The administration recommended $25 million from a reauthorization of LWCF, compared to no appropriation in fiscal 2015. 

Denser cities do well on park test; age may be factor


Seven of the nation’s top ten park cities lie on or near the top tier of the nation, where it’s not easy getting outdoors much of the year.  Minneapolis and St. Paul tied for first.


And the majority of the lowest-ranking ten cities lie on or near the bottom tier of the nation, even though it is easy to get outdoors much of the year.  Fresno and Charlotte tied for dead last.


But Trust for Public Lands Director for City Park Excellence Peter Harnik said the differences among the cities may involve factors other than location, such as age and density of population.  That is, before the automobile older, denser cities made room for open space.  After the automobile cities spread out and didn’t need parks as much.


“When you look at ParkScore (the trust’s evaluation system) there appears to be a correlation between higher population and density,” he said.  “The older, denser cities appear to do a little bit better.”


He continued, “Northern cities are slightly denser in population and among other things the denser the population the more parks in a city.”  But, Harnik advised, that is speculation and not a hard and fast finding of the study.


The list was published May 20 by the Trust for Public Land based on ratings in three areas: access to parks, size of parks and investment in parks.  Access is a top priority, said the San Francisco-based trust.  (San Francisco came in fourth.)

 
“Our goal is for every American to live within a 10-minute walk of a park, and ParkScore is a good snapshot of how America’s largest cities are doing in meeting that goal,” said Will Rogers, president of The Trust for Public Land.

 
“You can’t have a great city without great parks,” said Adrian Benepe, senior vice president and director of city park development for the Trust.  “Parks provide places for children and adults to be physically active, and they serve as community meeting places where friendships are built and a sense of community is strengthened.”


Washington, D.C., came in a close third to Minneapolis and St. Paul but it has an unfair advantage with a mammoth federal mall in the middle managed by the National Park Service.  Not to mention a 1,748-acre Rock Creek Park managed by NPS that runs north-to-south through the city. 


Minneapolis with a population of 400,000 maxed out on such categories as spending, recreation centers per 10,000 residents and dog parks.  For access the Trust assigned a Minneapolis score of 38 out of 40.


St. Paul appeared on the list for the first time because the Trust evaluated 75 cities, up from 60 last year.  St. Paul, with a population just under 300,000, maxed out on both spending and access with perfect scores.  But it trailed significantly on median park size with only a seven out of 20.

 
Of interest Indianapolis fared poorly, finishing 73rd out of the 75 cities.  That’s of interest because Mayor Greg Ballard (R) made a spirited defense of federal spending on trails last year at a hearing of the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee.


Ballard said at the March 27, 2014, hearing that he was particularly proud of the 82 miles of bike trails his city has built recently.  He said the trails network had drawn national and international investment to his city.


But the Trust awarded Indianapolis a score of only two out of 20 on spending and six out of 40 on access. 


The top ten:

1. Minneapolis (tie) 
1. St. Paul (tie) 
3. Washington, D.C.
4. San Francisco 
5. New York 
5. Portland
7. Cincinnati 
8. Boston 
9. San Diego
9. Seattle


The bottom ten:

64. Stockton (tie) 
64. Tucson (tie) 
64. Wichita (tie) 
67. Memphis 
68. Jacksonville 
69. Santa Ana, Calif.
70. Mesa, Ariz.
71. Oklahoma City 
72. Louisville 
73. Indianapolis
74. Charlotte (tie) 
74. Fresno (tie)


Lots of information is available at: http://parkscore.tpl.org/.

Senate appropriators no more generous than the House

 
The Senate Appropriations Committee May 21 approved a spending ceiling for a lead park and rec money bill that is even smaller than a ceiling set by the House Appropriations Committee last month.  

 
The senators assigned a cap to the Interior and Related Agencies subcommittee bill of $30.010 billion for fiscal year 2016, which is $160 million less than the House subcommittee cap of $30.170 billion.  It is also $406 million less than a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $30.416 billion.  The committee approved the caps for all 12 appropriations bills by a narrow 16-to-14 margin. 

 
During committee mark-up both Republican and Democratic senators acknowledged the austerity of the 302(b) caps, as they are known.  And they acknowledged there will be fierce floor fights when individual spending bills come to the floor because President Obama will not accept the 302(b) ceilings, as dictated by a Congressional budget (S Con Res 11).  That assumes the bills reach the Senate floor and are not swept into a concurrent resolution at the end of the year.

 
No word on when the House or Senate subcommittees will begin marking up a fiscal 2016 Interior and Related Agencies bill.  Both the House and Senate were on vacation this past week.  


The spending caps for the 12 appropriations bills decide how much money individual departments, agencies and programs receive.  Not only would the caps approved by the appropriations committee decrease domestic spending in raw dollars, but when inflation is considered federal domestic spending would shrink severely.


Senate Appropriations Committee Chairman Thad Cochran (R-Miss.) favorably compared his spending proposal to the President’s recommendation of a seven percent increase in fiscal 2016.  

 
“The President has proposed a budget that ignores spending caps entirely,” said Cochran.  “His budget is based on the premise that an increase for defense spending should be met with a dollar-for-dollar increase in nondefense spending.  This sounds like a bumper sticker rather than a budget . . . The President’s budget would increase spending by more than seven percent.  In the context of our $18 trillion debt such an increase is neither sustainable nor very responsible.”


But ranking committee Democrat Barbara Mikulski (D-Md.) said the committee ceilings were inadequate and the President’s budget was more than fair.  “These funding ceiling are just very, very Spartan,” she said.  “It is our assessment that they do not contain the resources to meet the needs of the American people . . . There just isn’t enough money.  The President has said he will likely veto bills at these allocations . . . This level of spending is at 2010 levels.”

 
Sportsmen and the recreation industry were disappointed with the Senate Appropriations Committee cap for the Interior and Related Agencies bill.  

 
“The levels of funding for conservation and recreation infrastructure and programs coming out of Congress do not support the growth and success of the outdoor industry or the six million jobs that are attributed to outdoor activity,” said Jennifer Mull, CEO of Backwoods Equipment and chair of the Outdoor Industry Association.  “We hope to see a better solution that doesn’t target these programs, which make up less than one percent of the federal budget and pay dividends towards healthy communities and a healthy economy overall.”


Although House and Senate appropriators have not begun work yet on an Interior bill, they are making progress on two other outdoor-related bills, both of which are in for modest raises.  On May 1 the House approved an Energy and Water appropriations bill (HR 2028).  It would appropriate $35.4 billion, or $1.2 billion above the fiscal 2015 appropriation of $34.168 billion, to the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Reclamation and related agencies.


That House-passed Energy and Water bill is also noteworthy for a rider that would forbid the Corps of Engineers from spending any money to complete a rule that would expand a definition of wetlands requiring Clean Water Act permits.  (See related article page 13.)


For its part the Senate Appropriations Committee approved an Energy and Water spending bill May 21 with almost the same allocation as the House.  The Senate would spend $35.368 billion compared to the House’s $35.403 billion. 


The House Appropriations Committee also approved a fiscal 2016 Transportation bill May 13.  Like the Energy and Water measures it would receive a $1.2 billion increase over fiscal 2015, from $54.1 billion to $55.3 billion.  The Senate committee would allocate even more money, $55.6 billion, or $1.5 billion more than in fiscal 2015.

 
But the big park and rec fights will probably be fought out in an Interior and Related Agencies bill.  Of great importance the House and Senate leadership will be closely watched to see how it attacks emergency fire-fighting expenses and a payments-in-lieu of taxes (PILT).  

 
If those leaders insist on drawing emergency fire money and PILT money from the Interior bill – rather than financing the programs elsewhere – it could cripple the Interior bill, effectively deducting $1 billion off the top.


The numbers: Here are some of the administration’s recommendations for the Interior bill compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriations law (PL 113-235 of Dec. 16, 2014):


LWCF FEDERAL APPROPRIATION: For federal land acquisition the administration recommended $235.8 million compared to a final fiscal 2015 appropriation of $165.7 million.  The breakdown: NPS acquisition, $64.3 million; BLM, $38 million; FWS, $58.5 million; FS, $63 million; and DoI Valuation Services, $12 million.


LWCF FEDERAL (NEW GUARANTEED PROGRAM): This presupposes Congress approves new legislation to guarantee $900 million per year for LWCF.  These recommendations are in addition to the regular appropriations above.  The breakdown: NPS acquisition, $106.7 million; BLM, $55.4 million; FWS, $106.3 million; FS, $64.7 million; and DoI Valuation Services, $6 million.



LWCF STATE APPRORIATION: For state LWCF grants the administration recommended $53.2 million, compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $48 million.


LWCF STATE (NEW GUARANTEED PROGRAM): This allocation presupposes Congress approves new legislation to guarantee $900 million per year for LWCF.  For state grants the proposal would add $47 million, for a total of $100 million.


STATE WILDLIFE GRANTS: For wildlife grants the administration recommended $70 million, compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $58.7 million.

 
URBAN PARKS AND RECREATION RECOVERY: For urban parks the administration recommended $25 million from a reauthorization of LWCF, compared to no appropriation in fiscal 2015.  


NPS OPERATIONS: For operation of the Park Service the administration recommended $2.515 billion compared to $2.276 billion in fiscal 2015. 


HISTORIC PRESERVATION: For the National Historic Preservation program the administration recommended $89.9 million, compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $56.4 million.  The increase would include $30 million in new money competitive grants as part of a Civil Rights initiative.

 
NPS CONSTRUCTION: For NPS construction the administration recommended $251 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $138.3 million.  

 
NPS REC AND PRES: For NPS recreation and preservation the administration recommended $54.2 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $63.1 million.

 
NPS HERITAGE AREAS: For National Heritage Areas the administration recommended $10 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $20.3 million. 


BLM LAND AND RESOURCES: For management of BLM lands the administration recommended $1.067 billion compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $952.7 million.  


BLM RECREATION: For BLM recreation the administration recommended $75.4 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $67 million.


FOREST SERVICE: For the National Forest System the administration recommended $1.648 billion compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $1.494 billion. 


FOREST SERVICE RECREATION: For National Forest System recreation the administration recommended $264 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $262 million. 

FOREST SERVICE TRAILS: For National Forest System trails management the administration recommended $82.5 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $77.5 million. 

FWS OPERATIONS: For operation of the Fish and Wildlife Service the administration recommended $1.327 billion compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $1.208 billion. 


WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM: For management of the National Wildlife Refuge System the administration recommended $508 million compared to a fiscal 2015 appropriation of $474 million.

MAP-21 extended two months as politicians debate taxes

 
Unable to find money to extend a surface transportation law through the end of the calendar year, Congress last week approved just a two-month extension, through the end of July.


That – theoretically – will give Congress time to write a multi-year bill.  But given the turmoil Congress went through this month when it was unable to find enough money to keep the law going for more than two months that precedent doesn’t augur well for a six-year law.


The Congressman most responsible for finding the money, House Ways and Means Committee Chairman Paul Ryan (R-Wis.), said on the House floor May 19, “The Highway Trust Fund has enough money to pay for projects through the end of July, but its legal authority to spend that money expires at the end of this month.  I would have preferred to pass an extension that lasted through the end of the year, but we just couldn’t come to a bipartisan agreement on how to pay for it.” 


So on May 19 the House approved the two-month extension bill (HR 2353) 387-to-35.  The Senate gave it final approval May 23 by voice vote.

 
Already, the chairman and ranking member of the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee – James Inhofe (R-Okla.) and Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) - have said they will mark up a six-year highway bill in June.  However, Inhofe and Boxer have the easy job because they don’t have to find the money.  The Senate Finance Committee does.


Meanwhile, 20 House Democrats May 19 introduced a bill (HR 2410) that would implement the Obama administration’s recommended six-year surface transportation program, called GROW AMERICA.  “It has many, many good points to it, especially spending levels,” said lead sponsor Peer DeFazio (D-Ore.).  “We need to enhance spending.  We can’t pretend.  Oh, we are going to do more with less.  We are past that point.”  


Senate Finance Committee Chairman Orrin Hatch (R-Utah), who was negotiating with Ryan and House and Senate Democrats, said the negotiators had come up with $5 billion in tax offsets for a seven-month extension.  But he said Democrats balked when the Republicans sought a like amount of spending reductions from other programs.


Hatch lashed out at the Democrats on the House floor: “First, they think that if they make Republicans vote on highway funding over and over again, we can be cajoled into accepting their preferred solution, which is a large tax hike.  Second, they think that by maintaining a constant state of chaos and uncertainty, they can make the Republican-led Congress look bad or look ineffectual.”


As we have often reported, park and rec programs are caught in the middle of this debate because numerous Republicans would like to eliminate outdoor programs to free up money for highway and bridge construction.

 
Those Republicans are supported by the influential conservative think tank the Heritage Foundation.  It published a paper earlier this month that took a shot at a Transportation Alternatives Program that currently finances recreation/trails programs at $820 million per year.


Said the paper written by Heritage research assistant Michael Sargent, “Other programs include the Transportation Alternatives Program, which spent $820 million in 2014 on undertakings such as sidewalks, bike paths, scenic overlooks, vegetation management, and recreational trails.  These diversions sap funds that could be spent on the highway system — the purpose of the highway trust fund — and shortchange the motorists and shippers that pay directly into the system through fuel taxes.”


But unless Congress approves an extension for MAP-21, whether short-term or long-term, there will be no money for transportation alternatives or any other transportation programs.  The problem of course is that Congress can’t agree on a politically acceptable strategy for coming up with the $12 billion per year needed to supplement the $34 billion per year provided for transportation by the Highway Trust Fund.  Just to maintain status quo funding would require $46 billion per year.


The National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) used a Park Service statement that the Memorial Bridge in Washington, D.C., needed repairs to blast Congress for not approving enough money for parks maintenance.

 
“While national parks need $11.5 billion worth of overdue transportation and other maintenance repairs, Congress shamefully and irresponsibly continues to cut vital funding for national parks,” said Laura Loomis NPCA deputy vice president of government affairs.  “Instead of hiding behind budget gimmicks and corroding excuses, Congress should mark the National Park System’s 100th anniversary by ensuring our parks, and their roads and bridges, are safe for everyone and have the resources to thrive.”  

 
Where Congress will find the money even for an extension beyond July is unclear with the Highway Trust Fund lagging.  However the situation is not quite so dire as it was a few months ago because the American people have been driving more this year, and that has put more money into the Highway Trust Fund’s tank.


President Obama, Senate Environment and Public Works Committee Ranking Democrat Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) and Sen. Rand Paul (R-Ky.) have all recommended a repatriation tax to make up the difference.  Repatriation consists of recovering taxes corporations have avoided by shifting paperwork to foreign countries.


To that end Boxer and Paul introduced last month an Invest in Transportation Act of 2015 (S 981).  

 
In an even longer shot Rep. Earl Blumenauer (D-Ore.) has introduced legislation (HR 680) that would simply increase the gasoline tax by 15 cents per gallon over the next three years.  The tax is now 18.5 cents per gallon.


But both the Blumenauer bill and the Paul-Boxer bill are politically untenable, right now.


Under the gun to produce a revised or extended MAP-21 are the House Transportation Committee, the House Ways and Means Committee, the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee, and the Senate Finance Committee.  All say they are now trying to put together a multi-year bill and funding for it. 


For its part the Obama administration March 30 submitted to Congress a draft, six-year surface transportation bill, called GROW AMERICA.  That is the measure Rep. DeFazio and friends introduced May 19.

 
Among other things GROW AMERICA would keep alive the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) that feeds park and recreation activities.  That is, the administration recommended that Congress allocate $847 million to TAP in fiscal year 2016, up $27 million from a fiscal 2015 allocation of $820 million.  The program pays for a group of outdoor initiatives.


The bill would have the TAP allocation, which would receive two percent of highway account money from the Highway Trust Fund, increase marginally each year after that.


GROW AMERICA also recommends a $277 million increase in spending on federal agency and Indian roads for fiscal year 2016, from $1 billion in fiscal 2015 to $1.277 billion in fiscal 2016.  Much of that increase would be used for large, expensive projects.

 
By category the Indian and federal agency account would distribute $507 million to tribal roads, $370 million to federal lands (80 percent Interior Department, 15 percent Forest Service and five percent Corps of Engineers), $250 million to a federal lands access program and $150 million for nationally significant federal land tribal projects.


The last nationally significant project program is new.
House marine fishing bill draws White House veto threat
 
Despite vigorous opposition from the White House, the House May 21 voted to take up legislation (HR 1335) to loosen somewhat restrictions on marine fishing in the nation’s oceans. 


By a vote of 237-to-174 the House set the stage for consideration of the bill next month when Congress returns to work after a week off.


The bill, shaped by lead sponsor Rep. Don Young (R-Alaska), is designed to update the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation Act, which governs both commercial and recreational fishing in the nation’s oceans.

 
“Through a number of modest but necessary reforms, this legislation ensures the needs of our fisheries resources are balanced with the needs of our fishermen and coastal communities,” said Young.  “By reauthorizing the Magnuson-Stevens Act, we allow for this important law to more closely reflect the current science, management techniques and knowledge of our fishermen and regional management councils.”  


But the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) May 19 promised a veto for a couple of reasons.  Most broadly it objects to a series of provisions that would allow management councils that set fishing limits to increase the take of particular species.


For instance the bill says, “A fishery management plan, plan amendment, or proposed regulations may use alternative re1building strategies, including harvest control rules and fishing mortality-rate targets to the extent they are in compliance with the requirements of this Act.”

 
Said OMB in a statement promising a veto, “H.R. 1335 would interfere with the tremendous success achieved in rebuilding overfished fisheries by setting rebuilding targets that are not based on sound, credible science, and that unnecessarily extend the time to rebuild fisheries.  In making these changes, H.R. 1335 introduces a series of ambiguous provisions that could improperly extend rebuilding periods, delaying the significant economic and environmental benefits of rebuilt fisheries to both fishermen and the Nation as a whole.”


In the other, species-specific provision OMB faulted, the bill would extend states’ jurisdictions over the red snapper nine miles into the Gulf of Mexico.  That would have federally-sponsored councils managing commercial fishing and the states governing recreational fishing.


“This proposed extension of jurisdiction would create an untenable situation where recreational and commercial fishermen fishing side-by-side would be subject to different regulatory regimes,” said OMB.  “Absent an agreement among the States as to how to allocate recreationally-caught red snapper, the bill would encourage interstate conflict and jeopardize the sustainability of this Gulf-wide resource.”


In an unusual situation a coalition of commercial and recreational fishermen that supports the bill does not support the red snapper provision.  The coalition told House Natural Resources Committee Chairman Rob Bishop (R-Utah), “There is a process in place under existing law to deal with the complex issues surrounding this fishery and HR 1335 builds on that process with several provisions that will provide data to inform that process.” 

 
The coalition of 20 businesses, 51 associations and 80 individuals from around the country went on, “Unfortunately, that is deemed insufficient by one radical sportsmen’s group who insists on taking the fishery out of the jurisdiction of the Magnuson Stevens Act.  If this amendment is adopted, it will force us to reconsider our support for the bill.”


The red snapper provision is straightforward when it says that for the fishery “the seaward boundary of a coastal State in the Gulf of Mexico is a line 9 miles seaward from the baseline from which the territorial sea of the United States is measured.”

 
More generally, the business and recreation coalition praised the bill, saying, “If enacted, HR 1335 will continue the rebuilding of depleted fish stocks, provide transparency, streamline the management process, and ensure that more scientific information is available to deal with data-poor fish stocks.”

 
A separate alliance of recreational fishermen is also on board.  Jeff Angers, president of the Center for Coastal Conservation, said, “The recreational fishing community owes a debt of gratitude to Chairman Rob Bishop and Congressman Don Young for incorporating meaningful changes to recreational fisheries management into the reauthorization of the nation’s marine fisheries law.” 


The center praised Rep. Garret Graves (R-La.) for including the red snapper provision in HR 1335.  “Rep. Graves is a great leader for sportsmen and women in the Gulf Coast,” said Angers.  “He understands the challenges of sound resource management and is working to get anglers back on the water.”

Greens hope Utah state law will block RS 2477 claims

 
Environmentalists are invoking a novel legal argument that they hope will eradicate thousands of RS 2477 right-of-way (ROW) claims in Utah.

 
They contend that State of Utah law bars the state from demanding property, if the property rights accrued more than seven years ago.  In that the thousands of Utah RS 2477 claims are for ROWs that accrued before 1976, the claims would automatically be invalid.


The environmentalists, led by the Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance (SUWA), have enlisted on its behalf three U.S. District Court judges in Utah.  The judges asked the Utah Supreme Court to rule on the question.  


On May 20 the Utah Court ordered itself to consider the question posed by the three federal judges. 


If the Utah court finds that state law forbids property claims more than seven years old, said the three judges in their petition, “then the R.S. 2477 Road Cases pending before this court would be barred.”


An attorney for SUWA, Stephen Bloch, was optimistic his side would succeed.  “We feel that the plain language of the statute (Utah Code 78B-2-201) is clear that this is a statute of repose and that the time has long passed for the State to bring its RS 2477 claims,” he told us.


Bloch said the parties would likely brief the Utah court this summer and the court would then take oral arguments later this year, with a decision anticipated this winter or next spring.


The federal law - the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 - touched off this massive legal debate when it terminated a law that allowed state and local governments to control ROWs across public lands, called RS 2477 ROWs.  However, if state and local governments prove the ROWs had been maintained and used prior to the 1976, they would have grandfathered rights to them.


The State of Utah and Utah counties have been particularly aggressive in filing thousands of claims to RS 2477 ROWs.  The Tenth Circuit said it currently is considering 20 different cases with claims to some 12,000 roads.  

 
In a major ruling the Tenth Circuit on Sept. 9, 2005, said that federal land managers in the person of the Bureau of Land Management do not have authority to decide if a way constitutes an RS 2477 ROW or not.  Only a federal court does under the Quiet Title Act, held the appeals court.


So the State of Utah and Utah counties have flooded federal courts with RS 2477 ROW assertions under the Quiet Title Act.  But now the Tenth Circuit at SUWA’s bidding has raised another legal question – do the state and counties have a right under state law to even assert the claims?


To that end the three federal judges hearing the Utah assertions in April asked the Utah Supreme Court to answer the question.  At issue are two provisions of state law – a statute of limitations and a statute of repose.


If the RS 2477 claims are subject to the Utah statute of limitations, then the state and counties are entitled to file their claims based on a “cause of action”, i.e. the date they asserted rights to the RS 2477 ROWs.


But if the claims are subject to Utah’s statute of repose the cause of action must have been asserted within the last seven years.  That Utah statute says the state may not claim property unless “the right or title to the property accrued within seven years before any action or other proceeding is commenced.”   


The State of Utah, Utah counties and SUWA have been dueling in federal court over the status of RS 2477 ROWs over the last decade.  


In addition to the RS 2477 ROW battle, the State of Utah is attempting to obtain more than 31 million acres of public lands.  

 
The Transfer of Public Lands Act, HB 142, signed into law on March 23, 2012, by Utah Gov. Gary Herbert (R-Utah), demands the transfer of most federal lands in the state, excepting only national parks (save for portions of Glen Canyon National Recreation Area), national monuments and wilderness areas.


The three judge’s nine-page petition to the Utah Supreme Court is here:

http://suwa.org/wp-content/uploads/UTSC-Certification.pdf.

Nevada monument possibility elicits no Obama comment

 
The Obama administration is not commenting on reports that it was preparing to designate a 700,000-acre national monument on federal land in the Garden and Coal Valleys of southern Nevada.  The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) manages the land.

 
Neither the White House nor the Interior Department would speculate on when or if a monument would be designated.  The department would only say that “the use of the Antiquities Act is at the sole discretion of the President.”


Rep. Crescent Hardy (R-Nev.) early this month said the White House was contemplating the use of the Antiquities Act of 1906 to unilaterally designate the monument in the Great Basin.  Hardy is circulating a draft administration proclamation that would do just that.


“I am appalled and deeply concerned about the national security implications of President Obama’s politically motivated effort to permanently tie up more than 700,000 acres of land, most of which is under one of the most heavily used Military Operating Areas in the United States, and all of which is in Nevada’s 4th Congressional district,” said Hardy at his website.


Pilots from Nellis Air Force Base fly over the area in their training in the Nevada Test & Training Range. 


Despite Hardy’s concern, the draft proclamation says a designation would not affect flights.  “Nothing in this proclamation shall preclude low level overflights of military aircraft, the designation of new units of special use airspace, or the use or establishment of military flight training routes over the lands reserved by this proclamation,” it says.

House Natural Resources Committee Chairman Rob Bishop (R-Utah) repeated Hardy’s concerns about possible interference with military operations.  

 
He also complained that the administration was developing a recommendation without public comment.  “Sneaking around in the dark without any public input is a lousy practice and not the way representative government is supposed to work,” he said.  “If it is good for the country and the land, do it in the light of day through the Congressional process with public input.”


Senate Minority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) struck back.  Said Reid spokeswoman Kristen Orthman, “Sen. Reid fully supports President Obama if he decides to designate this area, which he has the legal authority to do so.  No area is as uniquely Nevada as is the Basin and Range.  It deserves protection so our children and grandchildren and the generations of Nevadans to follow can experience one of the most beautiful places on earth.”


Reid is not the only advocate of monument designations.  Sen. Tom Udall (D-N.M.) May 13 cited as a success the designation of a Río Grande del Norte National Monument in New Mexico.  President Obama designated the 242,500-acre monument on March 25, 2013.


At a hearing of the Senate subcommittee on Interior appropriations Udall asked BLM Director Neil Kornze if there had been an increase in tourism and recreation in the area.


Kornze said, “In one year after designation the local counties saw a 30 percent uptick in room access.  They think that corresponds to a 40 percent increase in (visitation), so the local economy was very excited about that, a lot of businesses are on board and I think that it is paying dividends.” 


The Nevada designation is not a done deal.  And, in this long war over protection of conservation lands, the Obama administration has repeatedly promised to consult with Congress and the public before giving areas protective designation.

 
However, in a major speech at the National Press Club in 2013 Secretary of Interior Sally Jewell told Congress to get a move on to pass wild lands bills.  Otherwise Congress could watch President Obama designate national monuments unilaterally.  

 
“Congress needs to get moving to pass the dozens of locally-supported bills – introduced by both Republicans and Democrats – that protect the places that Americans care about most,” said Jewell.  She called on Congress to move a “comprehensive” bill, i.e. an omnibus bill.


Congress did pass that omnibus bill (PL 113-291 of Dec. 19, 2014), but did not include a measure from Reid that would have withdrawn 800,000 acres from the Garden and Coal Valleys from new energy or mineral development. 

 
The draft proclamation circulated by Rep. Hardy describes the possible monument this way: “The Basin and Range area of southeastern Nevada is an iconic American landscape - the result of tectonic expansion over eons, a backdrop for the rock art of early Americans, and the frame for an important contemporary artwork evoking American forms of millennia past.  The area is one of the most undisturbed comers of the broader Great Basin region, which extends from the Sierra Nevada Mountains in the west to the Colorado Plateau in the east.”

 
The conservation group Protect Basin and Range has long advocated protection of the area.  It says such protection would allow outdoor recreation and grazing to continue, “while protecting the region’s natural beauty, wildlife, and rare plants.”


In February 2010 the administration infuriated western Republicans on the monuments front in an internal Interior Department memo that said the department “is considering” the designation of 14 national monuments, all managed by BLM, and the acquisition of billions of dollars of private land.  The Heart of the Great Basin was on the administration list.   

The 14 possible BLM monuments were located in Arizona (1), California (4), Colorado (1), Montana (1), Nevada (1), New Mexico (2), Oregon (1), Utah (2) and Washington (1).  The Interior document says 1,618,140 acres would be involved, including 397,210 acres of state and private land.  Acquisition of the land would cost more than $2 billion.


On April 17, 2012, the House approved legislation that would require state approval of a national monument designation before the designation could become valid.  The vote was 223-to-198.  However, the Senate didn’t act on the legislation.

 
Numerous bills to limit the President’s authority to designate national monuments under the Antiquities Act have been introduced in this Congress.  Lead bills include S 437 from Senate Energy Committee Chairman Lisa Murkowski (R-Alaska) and HR 330 from Rep. Don Young.  Both would require Congressional approval of any monument.

EPA, Corps try again with final wetlands permit rule


Despite a major furor among Congressional Republicans and some Democrats the Obama administration May 27 completed a rule that would expand the kinds of waters requiring wetlands disturbance permits.


EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy and Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) Jo-Ellen Darcy said the rule more precisely defines exactly what waters should be subject to Section 404 permits under the Clean Water Act.   


“Protecting our water sources is a critical component of adapting to climate change impacts like drought, sea level rise, stronger storms, and warmer temperatures – which is why EPA and the Army have finalized the Clean Water Rule to protect these important waters, so we can strengthen our economy and provide certainty to American businesses,” McCarthy said.


On the crucial question of what water bodies demand protection, EPA said, “The rule says that a tributary must show physical features of flowing water – a bed, bank, and ordinary high water mark – to warrant protection.  The rule provides protection for headwaters that have these features and science shows can have a significant connection to downstream waters.”


But Senate Environment and Public Works (EPW) Committee Chairman James Inhofe (R-Okla.) criticized the rule by focusing on provisions that allow EPA and the Corps to protect water “systems.”


“As a result, the final rule expands federal control over thousands of farmer’s fields in the Midwest and elsewhere,” Inhofe’s office said in a press release.

 
Senate EPW ranking Democrat Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) has the administration’s back.  “Small streams and wetlands provide drinking water to roughly 1 in 3 Americans and they must be protected from pollution at the source,” she said.  “The Obama Administration listened to all perspectives and developed a final rule that will help guarantee safe drinking water supplies for American families and businesses and restore much-needed certainty, consistency, and effectiveness to the Clean Water Act.”


The National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) also praised the administration.  “Today we celebrate the Obama Administration’s commitment to clean water that will leave a lasting legacy for America’s national parks, especially leading up to their centennial celebration in 2016,” said Chad Lord, senior director of water policy for NPCA.  “The final Clean Water Rule clarifies which streams, wetlands and other water bodies are protected by the Clean Water Act.”



In the weeks before McCarthy and Darcy acted Congressional Republicans with the backing of some Democrats repeatedly acted on legislation that would head off the rule.


On May 12 the House approved a bill (HR 1732) that would force EPA and the Corps to withdraw the rule.  The rule would enlarge the definition of wetlands activities requiring permits.  The vote was 261-to-155, with dozens of Democrats joining the GOP majority.


The White House at that time weighed in and promised a veto.  “More than one in three Americans get their drinking water from rivers, lakes, and reservoirs that are at risk of pollution from upstream sources,” said the Office of Management and Budget.  “The protection of wetlands is vital for hunting and fishing.  When Congress passed the CWA in 1972, to restore the Nation’s waters, it recognized that to have healthy communities downstream, we need to protect the smaller streams and wetlands upstream.”  


On May 1 the House had approved separate legislation (HR 2028) that would forbid the Corps of Engineers from spending any money to implement a proposed rule of April 21, 2014. 

 
The Senate has been just as active.  A fiscal year 2016 Congressional budget (S Con Res 11) approved by Congress May 5 recommends that line committees block the rule.  

 
On cue on April 30 Sen. John Barrasso (R-Wyo.), joined by three Democratic senators - Joe Donnelly (D-Ind.), Heidi Heitkamp (D-N.D.) and Joe Manchin (D-W.Va.) – introduced legislation (S 1140) to stop the rule.



However, the Senate Appropriations Committee May 21 approved its version of an Energy and Water appropriations bill that breaks with the House bill in that it would NOT forbid the Corps from completing the rule.  


The EPA and Corps rule would expand the definition of a wetland subject to a Section 404 permit under the Clean Water Act.  In addition to permits for navigable waters that are already regulated the administration would also require permits for seasonal streams, wetlands near navigable waters and other waters.


But Republicans – joined by a handful of Democrats – have rebelled.  As Rep. Bob Gibbs (R-Ohio) said on the House floor, “This rule, in essence, will establish a presumption that all waters are jurisdictional and will shift to property owners and others in the regulated community the burden of proving otherwise.  This rule will set a very high bar for the regulated community to overcome.”


Rep. Peter DeFazio (D-Ore.) countered that the legislation was a waste of time because it would not get by the Senate and President Obama.  “I rise in opposition to this bill, HR 1732, very aptly name the RIP Act, rest in peace—oh, no, the Regulatory Integrity Protection Act.  It will rest in peace.  It would be inevitably vetoed if the Senate chose to take it up, which I don’t believe they will.”


Besides, said Rep. Janet Napolitano (D-Calif.), a new rule has been needed for 12 years, when the Bush administration first tried to clarify when Section 404 Clean Water Act permits were, and were not, required.  

 
“We have waited 12 years for clarity,” she said.  “For 12 long years, Mr. Chairman, our Nation’s streams and rivers have been vulnerable to pollution and degradation.  For 12 years our government has spent millions of dollars working on bringing clarity to the decisions made by the Supreme Court.  Delaying this further would cost our American taxpayers—all of us—many more millions of dollars and a lot of wasted time.”


Commodity users of the public lands have almost universally opposed the proposed rule, while sportsmen and environmentalists have supported it.  Hunters and fishermen who depend on wetlands for habitat are particularly vociferous in their backing of the rule.


Said Steve Moyer, Trout Unlimited’s vice president of government affairs, “Trout Unlimited strongly supports the Clean Water Act rule because it will ensure protection of millions of miles of headwaters streams and wetlands, which are critically important to the health of downstream waters and fish and wildlife habitat.”

 
House bills: Measures in the House that would block the rule include: an Energy and Water appropriations bill (HR 2028) that the House approved May 1; a stand-alone bill (HR 1732) that the House approved May 12; and a stand-alone bill (HR 459) that more than 110 House members introduced, led by Rep. Paul Gosar (R-Ariz.) 


Senate bills: Measures in the Senate that would block the rule include: a recommendation from the Congressional Budget (S Con Res 11) based on an amendment from Barrasso; the stand-alone bill (S 1140) from Barrasso; a stand-alone bill (S 1178) from Sen. Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.) that would require EPA and the Corps to conduct studies before completing a rule; and a stand-alone bill (S 980) from Sen. Rand Paul (R-Ky.) that would establish a new wetland permit policy.  Paul’s bill would attempt to define somewhat precisely what navigable waters are, and therefore should be regulated.

BLM contemplates merger of NM, AZ offices; are critics
 
Elected officials in the Southwest are contesting a possible Bureau of Land Management (BLM) plan to merge the New Mexico and Arizona state offices of the bureau.


BLM told us there is no plan in writing, but Sen. Tom Udall (D-N.M.) said May 13 he has discussed the idea with BLM Director Neil Kornze, and he – Udall – doesn’t like it.


Udall told Kornze at a hearing on BLM’s budget before the Senate subcommittee on Interior appropriations, “You and I have talked a little bit about a possible proposal to merge the New Mexico and Arizona BLM state offices.  As you know I’m very skeptical of this idea.”


Added Udall, ranking Democrat on the subcommittee, “Having a state director in New Mexico focus on New Mexico’s very unique public lands issues has served us well for decades.  Many New Mexico stakeholders, including former bureau managers, are concerned that a merger might mean less focus by a state director on New Mexico.”  


Kornze did not reject the merger idea out of hand.  He said BLM has lost so many employees that it must find economies wherever it can.  “Over the last five years we’ve seen a reduction of 12 percent in BLM employees,” he said.  “That’s a major reduction in our workforce and less public contact.”


At the same time he said the bureau’s workload is growing, putting the onus on Congress to appropriate more money for employees.  “We frequently receive requests from Congress to figure out from the pie we have how we could run more efficiently,” Kornze said.  “So, one of the tools we have is to look at our management structure to see if we can put more of the resources that we have and push them to our field and district offices so there are boots on the ground to support communities where we are permitting.”  


The idea of merging the New Mexico and Arizona offices of BLM has created an unusual alliance of critics, teaming Udall with the energy industry and House Republicans.


Thirteen House members, including 12 Republicans and one Democrat, wrote Kornze May 6 and said, “We believe that having state BLM offices in states with a high proportion of BLM landownership is essential to maintaining healthy relationships between states, local stakeholders, and the BLM.”  Rep. Steve Pearce (R-N.M.) and Paul Gosar (R-Ariz.) were the lead signatories.

Following up on that senior House Natural Resources Committee Republicans led by chairman Rob Bishop (R-Utah) May 18 asked Kornze to postpone any decisions on the matter for awhile.  “We urge the BLM to suspend this action until it has more seriously studied the ramifications of the merger, analyzed the impacts of previous office mergers by the BLM and other federal agencies, and engaged with state and local governments and other impacted stakeholders,” they said.  Gosar cosigned the letter to Kornze.

 
On behalf of the oil and gas industry the Western Energy Alliance also objected because it says the resources of the two states are different and require different emphases.   

  
The 13 House members said they were concerned that a New Mexico-Arizona merger could establish a national precedent.  “We are also concerned that this potential consolidation is part of a larger move by the BLM to create more multi-state offices in the west,” they said.  “We believe this is a poor model and should be abandoned.  The United States Forest Service (USFS) has a similar model that is unmoored from state boundaries and local accountability.  That has turned out to be disastrous as many USFS regions are consumed by lengthy backlogs and suffer from a lack of collaboration with local stakeholders.”


An association of retired BLM employees wrote the Arizona and New Mexico Congressional delegations May 18 in opposition to the merger.  The letter, signed by Ed Shepard, president of the foundation, said, “In taking a look at the BLM Arizona and New Mexico organizations current responsibilities and staffing it is obvious that such a merger would inevitably result in a significant reduction of services to many of your constituencies.”

He added, “Looking at the workload and responsibilities that would need to stay in Phoenix to provide adequate customer service and those responsibilities that the New Mexico office would have to pick up is not likely to achieve significant cost savings, certainly not enough to justify the reduced services.”

Notes

 
NPS retirees rename themselves.  The Coalition of National Park Service Retirees said May 27 that it has assumed a new name – Coalition to Protect America’s National Parks.  The coalition’s leaders said they were concerned the old name inferred that current NPS employees and non-retired former employees were not welcome.  Said chair Maureen Finnerty, “The original name, the Coalition of National Park Service Retirees, has served us well for over a decade, but did not adequately describe who we are or what we do.  This is a name change only.  The Coalition is not changing its purpose or membership criteria.”  The retiree association has been particularly active in combating and criticizing the 2013 government shutdown and the 2013 budget sequestration.  The group’s website is at www.portectNPS.org.
   
Rockefellers boost Acadia, again.  Rockefeller family members, major patrons of Acadia National Park, have indirectly blessed the park again.  The oldest surviving member of the family, David Rockefeller, May 22 donated 1,000 acres of ponds, hillsides and woods adjacent to the park in Maine to a nonprofit group.  The land is to be managed for the public.  The nonprofit, the Land & Garden Preserve of Mount Desert, already manages two large garden complexes financed in part by the Rockefellers – Asticou Azalea Garden and Thuya Properties.  They too are adjacent to Acadia.  Rockefeller reportedly didn’t donate the property directly to Acadia National Park because he wanted managers to have more flexibility.  The donated property overlooks the Atlantic Ocean and includes Little Long Pond.  It is also laced with hiking trails and carriage paths that extend through the park.  The Land and Garden Preserve is overseen by a 25-member board of directors that includes Rockefeller himself and two of his daughters.  His daughter Neva R. Goodwin is president of the board.  The donated land does not include the spectacular Abby Aldrich Rockefeller Garden on the top of Barr Hill, which oversees the donated property.  But, according to local newspaper reports, the Abby Rockefeller gardens may be donated in the near future.  David Rockefeller – and many other Rockefellers – spent summers and vacations in the town of Seal Harbor where the property is located.     

 
Udall seeks Chaco Canyon protection.  Sen. Tom Udall (D-N.N.M.) is asking top Interior Department officials to limit oil and gas development on public lands adjacent to Chaco Culture National Historical Park in New Mexico.  Udall acknowledged that the area is productive for oil and gas development and holds great potential for more development.  But on May 12 he wrote Secretary of Interior Sally Jewell and said, “However, we do not believe these economic benefits should be mutually exclusive with preservation of the Chaco culture, so we strongly encourage you to work together with all stakeholders to ensure that any development near Chaco Culture National Historical Park is carefully planned.”  The next day at a hearing of the Senate subcommittee on Interior Udall asked Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Director Neil Kornze to come to New Mexico himself and listen to the locals.  BLM is currently writing a San Juan Basin Regional Management Plan that will decide what areas will be subject to potential leasing.

 
BLM asks Calif. coast comments.  The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has begun to amend a management plan for the California Coastal Monument that will govern the addition of the Point-Arena-Stornetta Unit to the monument.  President Obama designated the monument March 11, 2014.  The new unit includes 1,665 acres along the coast of Mendocino County in northern California.  The area is already used for hiking and numerous other recreation uses.  BLM published a notice of intent to amendment management plan May 21 and is asking public comment until July 24 at:

blm_ca_ukiah_point_arena_stornetta_planning@blm.gov.
 


Conference calendar

JUNE

10-13. International Snowmobile Congress in Niagara Falls, N.Y. Contact: International Association of Snowmobile Administrators at http://www.snowiasa.org/
19-22. U.S. Conference of Mayors Annual Meeting in San Francisco, Calif. Contact: U.S. Conference of Mayors, 1620 I St., N.W., Fourth Floor, Washington, D.C. 20006. (202) 293-7330. http://www.usmayors.org.

24-26. Western Governors’ Association Annual Meeting in Lake Tahoe, Nev. Contact: Western  Governors’ Association, 1515 Cleveland Place, Suite 200, Denver, CO 80202. (303) 623-9378. http://www.westgov.org

27-July 1. National Scenic & Historic Trails Workshop in Nashville, Tenn. Contact: Partnership for the National Trails System at www.pnts.org
JULY

10-13. National Association of Counties Annual Conference in Charlotte, N.C. Contact: National Association of Counties, 440 First St., N.W., 8th Floor, Washington, DC 20001. (202) 393-6226. FAX (202) 393-2630. http://www.naco.org.

13-17. National Speleological Society Convention in Waynesville, Mo. Contact: National Speleological Society, 2813 Cave Ave., Huntsville, AL 35810-4331. (256) 852-1300. http://

www.caves.org.

14-17. The International Convention of Allied Sport fishing Trade Show in Orlando, Fla. Contact: American Sport fishing Association, 225 Reinekers Lane, Suite 420, Alexandria, VA 22314. (703) 519-9691. http://www.asafishing.org.

AUGUST

5-8. Outdoor Retailer Summer Market in Salt Lake City, Utah. Contact: www.outdoorretailer.com/summer-market.

16-20. American Fisheries Society Annual Meeting in Portland, Ore. Contact: American Fisheries Society, 5410 Grosvenor Lane, Suite 110, Bethesda, MD 20814-2199. (301)897-8616. http://w.fisheries.org
25-28. Partners in Flight Conference and Conservation Workshop in Snowbird, Utah. Contact: (802) 865-5202. E-mail: info@delaneymeetingevent.com. http://www.pifv.org/.

