
Comments on GCMRC Budget

FLIP CHART 1

S “have to” baseline work should be funded by power revenues and appropriated $ used for less
important work.

S if we don’t get appropriations, re-prioritize
S concern about funding Mon. of d/s fish community 
S “monitoring” should remain intact year-to-year
S prepare dual budgets w/ and w/o USGS appropriations
S power revenues should fund “base” program
S TWG should be involved in prioritization process

FLIP CHART 2

S develop paragraph to describe priorities, as well as strategy for obtaining appropriations
S enlarge tribal involvement

p. 18, 1st para. 1st sentence 
p. 103, C.8 Public outreach activities, general project descriptions –> tribes to address sensitive

issues
P. 129, under Logistics, 1st para., 3rd sentence,  –> other resources besides PA & ESA.

S GCMRC should encourage contractors to seek tribal input as appropriate.
S p. 132, under “independent review panels, 2nd para., peer reviews should include tribal members

FLIP CHART 3

S outreach –> no outreach efforts for tribes (ref. Executive Orders) or add EO to Appendices
S social cultural –> protect sensitive data
S p. 135, 2nd pp B.O. task group –> no tribal representation (“add” AMWG or TWG members)
S Holocene mapping?  –> combined with terrestrial mapping (p. 50)
S desire for a shift for tribes to develop a proactive monitoring program
S incorporate tribes in developing work plan

FLIP CHART 4

S only 2 of 16 recreation IN’s are being addressed in 2002 plan
S need to define the Science Advisory Board role (GCMRC vs. AMP) Barry to send white paper to

Matt Kaplinski
S new MO’s may change priorities (add paragraph)
S identify outside work that adds to AMP understanding
S integration sections weak - add that integration will occur before groups go in the field
S biomerges work dropped 
S IWQP to go on street for bid?  data/reports should be issued 

FLIP CHART 5

S reconvene the recreational ad hoc group to address REC In’s and proposed 2002 work 
S comments by Nov. 22.


