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20027 Letter to alll current signateres reguesting comment on| theraddition of
CREDA, Western and| BIA as signateries toi the PA.

22 RESPONSES ToMIACHE  Arizona SHPE
zlefefj o) ;.;'--

2005: Lett fxr b all signatoeries responding point-by-poeint to guestions with: new
SIgnELlRerpage: requesting signature and concurrence. Only CREDA, Western,
BlARNG ‘/'u ni signed and returned the PA signature page. Email responses from
ACHP andl Arizena SHPO asserted that the PA would have to be rewritten prior
L0} Sig latory additions. They do not object to the addition of CREDA, Western
EBﬂ*lf this is accomplished. They further assert that GCMRC should also be
‘-*-._-' 2 gnatory to the new PA.
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——— _‘2005: Denver office of the ACHP is shut down as a consequence of reorganization.
~ . ACHP representative to the AMP (Marge Nowick) uses last two months of
~ _  employment working with the Arizona SHPO to rewrite the PA.

- ° New draft PA appears to commit same errors as the original by attempting to
combine NHPA and GCPA in a single document. It also incorporates GCMRC
as a signatory without requesting participation.
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REWHItE the: Hr\ o) co‘ver section NHPA 106 and GCPA compliance and repeat the
SIgNELeRY | owri with the new additions.

AWalt the f =ommendat|ons of the GLCA and GRCA treatment plans and:
S Lo m Enter into and MOA for treatment with Arizona SHPO, and NPS to
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R implement treatment and satisfy NHPA section 106 requirements.
= Terminate the current PA.

| Develop a new PA restricted to long-term monitoring under GCPA.



GLCA Treatment Plan

2004 Cogggieliyene reement Vo
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52 Fleld Woglde rﬁpleted
ATCIEED Jr Jcal assessment of significance completed and submitted
to PA g' up for review
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r_phologlcal assessment submitted for review.

—

= ;—r‘?O'O“G* Tréatment recommendations in progress. Treatment plan will include
—— f"s""IEf|C|ent data for an IGCE for FY08 treatment implementation budget request.

o

e FEYO7: budget request will reflect necessary funding for Native American,
NPS and! Arizena SHPO consultation.
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005 CESU r*oog@rat]ve rlgreemenr withr USUL
05 AMWG recommendatlon

eld fn _-_eyarice ifi defined tasks cannot be accomplished.
zl rrom oy ‘archiaeological requirements under subcontract with USU.
Omp! 1sh logistic assistance under subcontract with USU.

2008); eJJerJ,_r*: n-depth assessment of extant GIS, map, and database information completed by ZCRE.
e ‘—:‘_ _—
Prelin nma /assessment of. geomorphological models completed by USU.
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2006 |

—— worR scheduled for March 2006.
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;_'FJeJd-work and first drafts of recommended treatment plans to be completed by January 1, 2007.
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e = Treatment plan will include sufficient data for an IGCE for FYO8 treatment implementation budget request.

e  EYOY/: budget request will reflect necessary funding for Native American, NPS and Arizona SHPO consultation.
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r-’ 10rNational Register eliginie properties
B 000) :1 , C:13: 100 C 13:291, C:13:347, C:13:371,
_# .ng the Colorado Rlver corridor.

VEienngand consul flon background

BIESE/AUON! error*i-
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Momror gwrm ofi sediment depletion and visitation.
e
erf rer _yeﬂap between Reclamation and NPS NHPA responsibilities.
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RC_-fund'ng source.
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Review schedule.
e T[ribal participation.

e Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act.
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