Director — Current Event

Oracle State Park

Agreement with Friends of
Oracle State Park

Friends will provide $21,000
and volunteer time to keep
park open 6 months in 2012




Director — Current Event

Kartchner Caverns

1. Roads - asphalt slurry
2. Well-house building

3. New signage
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Director — Current Event

Picacho Peak
State Park

Patagonia Lake
State Park

crack & slurry
seal of roadways




Director — Current Events

Buckskin Mountain State Park

Potable Water System Upgrades




Director — Current Event

Homolovi State Park

September 16-18, 2011

Stabilization projects by

Arizona Archaeological
Society

Kivas at Homolovi I and 11







Director — Current Events

Lost Dutchman State Park — Plane Crash tragedy
Wednesday, November 23, 6:30 pm

Park immediately closed to public/media by staff
Pinal County Sheriff's Emergency personnel set up in
day-use area
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Director — Current Events

Future Events

December 2-3  Lake Havasu SP - Christmas Boat Parade of Lights
December 1-3  Buckskin Mountain SP - Vintage Trailer Roundup
December 10 Riordan Mansion SHP Holiday Party and Crafting
December 10 Fort Verde SHP - Victorian Holiday Events
December 16-17 Fort Verde SHP - Candlelight Tours
December 16-23 Yuma Quartermaster Depot SHP —

Centennial Christmas Village
January 14,15 Yuma Territorial Prison SHP - Gathering of the Gunfighters
February 11-14 CENTENNIAL EVENTS
February 21  Capitol Day for Arizona State Parks (tentative)
March Arizona Heritage & Archaeology Month - Expo (Mar.3)
March 10 Cattail Cove SP — Geocache Bash

March 10-11 Picacho Peak SP — Civil War of the SW - Battle of Picacho
Peak - Commemoration of 150 years (1862) 1
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Summary of Results from the Advisory Committees Decision Flowchart

Committee |Established by: Purpose Notes
-AQORCC continues io serve the Board and demonstrate effectiveness by ensuring equitable and legal distribution of the
- Review plans LWCF, SLIF & LEBSF funds. They also advise the Board on the five-year State Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan
i _ . . (SCORPY), which is a federal mandate in order to receive federal LWCF money.
ii‘quRDS:OUl door Fu‘?]?:::z ;T:;i’;ime;ggfggiﬁ‘% - No other commiltee oversees the EWCF, SLIF or LEBSF monies. By sfafute, AORCG serves as the overseer and
Recreation AR.S. § 41-511.25 [money and recommend FlJo Parks Board advisery group of the OHV Recreation Fund to the Parks Board, although, the Board has established the Off-Highway
Coordinating S - Establish and review grants for LWCF Vﬁig%lggroua (o HV’;\G) o overseedth;z QHV Recreation Fund.
ot . . - continues to meet as needed,
Commission 2;’53?:5&5:%2:2& f ;2“;3 aﬁiffguiznd -AQRCC is efficiently and effectively filled. it is a Governor appointed board. Required staff time is minimal.
¥ - AQRCC recommends that there be more autonomy within the AORCC and that the statutoriai membership be reconsidered
during the next sunset review.
« ASCOT continues to serve and demonstrate effectiveness through their independent review of trails grants and providing
- Advise Board on frails matters on-going training. It is the oniy entity in the state that looks from a complete statewide perspective at the development of a
- Further the development of a network of network of trails,
ASCOT - frails throughout the state -ASCOT continues to meet regularly both as a group and a sub-committee.

Arizona State
Committee on Trails

Board Acticn Est.
1972, amended

- Recomrnend Grants from non-metorized
funds

- Serve as non-motorized committee for
federal Recreation Tealls Pregram purposes

- The five-year Statewide Trails Plan, which is approved by the Board, reflects the pricrities of the public and decisions made
by ASCOT are directly tied to the trails plan.

-ASCOT has been streamlined In recent years in order fo ensure its efficiency and effecliveness. The group hasa
subcommitiee that parforms spacific research and makes recommendations, thereby minimizing required staff time.
-ASCOT provides effective and sound advice to the Board and their current trail efforts stimulate the economy.

AZSITE -
Consortium
Advisory Commillee

Executive Order
2006-03
Inventory required
by Title 1, Section
101 (B)(3)(A) of
National Historic
Preservation Act
(Pubtic Law 89-
665)

- Oversight management of the AZSITE
Historic Property Database

- The AZSITE Consorlium Advisory Gommittee {AZSITE) is a unique entity that continues to provide important information fo
the AZSITE Censorlium (Consortium) and provides oversight management of the AZSITE Historic Property Database.

- AZSITE meets on a quarierly basis. Members and the public may attend via an internet webinar format.

- AZSITE and the Consortium both contribute fo the Board's misslon. Regular communication between AZSITE and the
Consorlium ensures the priorities of the Board are reflected.

- The nature of AZSITE and the reluctancy of the Office of Boards and Commissions to approve appoiniments, makes it
difficult fill vacancies on AZSITE.

- The Consortium regulariy voices its appreciation o the ASITE for the advice, recommendations and information provided.

CAB -
Conservation
Acquisition Board

A.R.S.§41-511.23

- Solicit donations to Conservation Donation
Account

- Recommend to the Board appropriate
grants from the Land Conservation Fund

- There still remains 1o be distribuied, approximately $40 millicn in the Land Conservation Fund for Growing Smarter State
Trust Land Acquisiticn Grants, [n addition, there are still lands designated as suitable for conservation purposes and remain
available for acquisition purposes.

- CAB continues to demonstrate its effectiveness by meeting regularly on an annual basis and as needed to make
recommendations to the State Parks Board concerning grants from the Land Conservation Fund.

- CAB’s roles and responsibilities are statutory functions and are solely performed by CAB.




- Now more than ever, threats to Arizona’s herilage resources are increasing significantly as the budgets and statfs of federal
and state agencies, tribes, cities, and counties are decreasing. GAAC is a critical advocate for these resources and for
helping the SHPO and Siate find solutions to help protect and preserve them.

g?@fm or's -Advise S.tate Historic Preservation Officer |- The membership of GAAG Is unique to the state, consisting of a high caliber of professional, avocational, tribal, and agency
Archaeology ARS. §41-847 on gducauon. 1a}v enforcement, state plan,  representatives that are sensitive to cultural issues, and that bring a diverse set of viewpoints to the table to assist the State
Advisory asmslanccf, to private part!es. research, and  [in the preservation of prehistoric, historic, fraditional, and contemperary ethnic heritage resources.
Commission other public archaeciogy issues - GAAG fallows up on suggestions and problems posed to them by the SHPO, and provides the SHPO with their expert
advice on finding appropriate and creative resolutions.
- GAAC's work direclly supperts the Board's mission of managing and conserving Arizona’s cultural resources,
- HPAG sees thelr function as unique and singular and they believe their purpose stili exists because:
- HPAC believes the State's involvement in historic preservation is critica and that historic preservation is vital 1o the
economy,
HPAC recognizes that Arizona Stale Parks clearly values its historic parks and its role in historic preservation.
- HPAC recognizes that State Parks identifies itself as a leader and prominent player in the historic preservation debate in
the state,
- Review and make recocmmendations to - HPAC is confident that the Hertage Fund will be restored in the future.
Board and SHPO regarding Heritage Fund |- HPAC needs fo remain active in order to be instrumental and effective in encouraging the re-instatement of the Heritage
HPAG - Hislorlic grants Fund.
Histaric Board Action Est. |” Advlssle SIFI{PO regarding Heritage Fund - HPAC ig needed 1o carry forward the message of what the benefits of the Heritage Fund are with regard fo historic
Preservation 199%, amended  |97aNt priorities preservalion.

Advisory Committee

- Advise and assist SHPO

- Assist with preservation plans

- Assist public regarding Heritage Fund
Historic Grants

- When Heritage Funds are re-instated, HPAC's background and experise will be needed to handle the backleg of historic
preservation grant requests.

- HPAC's past performance exemplifies and demonstrates their effectiveness. They continue to provide the Board with
substarice and sound advice on historic preservation issues.

- HPAG has been effective in reaching the outlining areas that often do not have a good sense of what resources they have
available when it comes to bricks and mortars projects.

-An example of how the HPAC has demonstrated the way it reflects and mirrors the Board was in the re-working of the grant
manual and in creating the bl-annual cycle. This process involved and reflected the Board's input and unanimous approval.
- HPAC continues to remain effectively and efficiently filled with members throughout the state.

- HPAC continues to meet as a standing committee on an as needed basis.

HSRC -
Historic Sites
Review Committee

A.R.S. § 41-1352
Reguired by Title 1,
Section
101(b)(1)(B) of
National Historic
Preservation Act
(Public Law 82-
665)

- Review nominations to the National and
State Historic Registers of Historic Places
- Provide general advice and guidance to
SHPO

- Standing Commiliee of the Arizona
Historical Adviscry Commission

- In accordance with Federal and State statutes the function of the Historic Sites Review Committea is to provide
professional experiise and advice to the State Historic Preservation Officer. The HSRC is technically a standing commities
of the Arizena Historic Advisory Commission (AHAC).

- The purpose of HSRC still exists because the preservation of the State’s historic resources is an ongoing mission requiring
review by dedicated professicnals in the disciplines of architecture, history, architectural history, planning, prehistoric and
historic archaaology, folkiore, cultural anthropology, curation, conservation, and landscape architecture, or related
disciplines.

- The HSRC demonstrates their effectiveness by consistently providing professional expertise in the review of National
Register Nominations and determinations of eligibility; providing general advice and guidance to the State Historie
Preservation Officer. The State’s involvement in assessing the eligibility of historic properties is federally and state
mandated. Review is a critical step toward the preservation of historic resources and provides an opportunity for public Input
inte the designation process.

~ The HSRC is the only review board deslgnated by state and federal statute to advise the State Historic Preservation Officer
on the eligibility of properties for listing on the State and National Registers of Historic Places.

- The H3RC meets 3 times a year with additional meatings scheduled as necessary.

- The Arizena State Parks Board (ASPB) is required by statute to maintain & State Reglister of Historic Places. The HSRG
approves the placement significant State historic properties on the official State Register of Historic Places.

- The Siate Historic Preservation Officer, in keeping with the National Historic Preservation Act for establishing the Historic
Preservation Review Commission, appoints the nine members of HSRG. This significantiy reduces involivement of staff for
recruitment of vacancies.

- The H3RC assists the ASPB in mesting statutory mandaies of historic preservation by providing professional advice and
guidance io the State Historic Preservation Officer.
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NAPAC -
Natural Areas
Program Advisory
Committee

Board Action Est.
1976, amended

~ Advise Board and staff on Natural Areas
program, including acquisition of Natural
Areas, and management of State Natural
Aseas and Natural Areas within state Parks
- Advise and assist the agency on science-
based decision making

With current reduced Parks staffing, NAPAC is critical to providing science-based management recommendations regarding
Natural Areas and natural resources, and maintaining a future role in acquisition of natural areas.

- NAPAG recently provided analysis and recommendations regarding grazing and management strategies at SRSNA. As per
Board direction, NAPAC is also werking foward management strategies and management plan development/review for all
he Arizona Natural Areas. NAPAC has completed draft criteria fo future land acquisitions and continually provides input on
environmental impacts to watersheds involving state natural areas (federal actions affecting state properties). NAPAC
provides input and evaluations on potential partnerships within the sclentific community and others where it may benefit
State Parks and the Board.

- The State has a sovereign interest in protecting and mainfaining ASP tand into perpetuity.

- NAPAG provides unique advice regarding conservation and science-based natural resource menitoring and management,
No other Advisory Commitiee or entity provides these services to the Board,

- NAPAG typically meets 8-10 times per year. {minimum quarterly)

- Present NAPAC members provide much of the effort 1o recruit new members. This minimizes impacis to staff and aliows for
efficient recruitment fo fill vacancies.

- NAPAC is exactly aligned with the visicn and strategic missfon of the Board. Keywords extracted from the Board Strategic
Plan Include: managing and conserving, natural resources, sustainable management, planning, analysis and research,
building partnerships, cotlaboration, collecting scientific data on natural resources fo better inform descision making.....

- NAPAC provides a diverse knowledge base within the fisld of Natural Rescurce Management, including blology, hydrology,
geology, fanduse planning fire management, range manaement, endangered species management, soils, landscape
ecology, federal and state policy and direction.

OHVAG -
Off-Highway Vehiclg
Advisory Group

Est. in Statute
19¢1, statute
repealed. Est. by
Board Acticn 1996

- Advisa Board on OHV issuss

- Recommend Grants from motorized funds
- Serve as motorized committee for federal
Recreational Trail Program purposes

- Without OHVAG the State would have no direct contact with the OHV community that is responsible for putting millicns of
dollars info the system.

- OHVAG acts as a conduif between the State Parks Board and the OHV community.

- OHVAG was instrumental in the creation of the Sticker Fund Program.

- OHVAG has been very cohesive in coming up with solid recommendations o the Parks Board.

- ORVAG s effective only if it is allowed to have a respective voice.

- A program the size of OHVAG needs structured administration.

- OHVAG might be betfer left up o the users, although ORHVAG can't be effective without some degree of input from the
Parks Board.

- No other group does what OHVAG does. However, there is some duplication with Arizona Game and Fish from the
educatlon standpoint,

- QHVAG belleves that OHV is not prominently expressed as a prcrily by the Board, but the group believes that progress Is
being made and wili continue to strive fowards that. With a better line of communication OHVAG could certainly better
undersiand and reflect the priorities of Board. As it stands, OHVAG does not know what those pricrities are.

- The Board is made aware of QHV priorities most significantly through the Statewide Trails Plan process.

- OHVAG can be effectively filled, although the process needs to be streamlined and improved.

- Staffing for the OHV program needs to be restored to the level it was in the past with money that is Jegislatively provided for
that purpose.

- OHVAG is responsible for the two following specific jobs:

a} lorepresentthe public andg;

b) help decide how to spend the specific money.

- In recent actions of the Beard, OHVAG's recommendations have been ignored. Staff's recommendations are approved
over OHVAG's recommendations,

« OHVAG recommends having an OHV user on the Stafe Parks Board.

- OHVAG can only provide effective advice to the Board, if they are allowed direct contact to ihe Board when OHVAG's
recommendations differ from staff recommendations. Differences need to be very clear and defined.

- OHVAG provides the best advice they can, but the effectiveness rests solely on the shoulders of the State Parks Board, but
is not always be used fo its fullest,
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Attachment G
BOARD ACTION ITEM H.4.

Consider Obtaining Public Comment on Proposed
Arizona State Parks Fee Schedule



BOARD ACTION ITEM H.4.

Administrative Proposals

1. ASP Standard Annual Pass. Modify the restriction of use
to add "from April 1 — October 31"

2. Rebooking fee Kartchner tours $5 (new)

3. Reservation Fee — Establish fee for ramadas at $5 per
reservation (new)

4. Decrease minimum facility use fees for ramadas, group
day use and group camping areas to $15 minimum



BOARD ACTION ITEM H.4.

Entrance/Day-Use Fees Proposals

1. Cattail Cove SP — Establish Day-Use fee for boat-in sites
at $10 (new)

2. Patagonia Lake SP — Increase boat-in Day-Use fee to
$15 on Sat., Sun., and Holidays from Memorial Day
weekend to Labor Day weekend

3. Per Person Entrance fees — Establish Entrance fee range
at $2 to $10 per person



BOARD ACTION ITEM H.4.

Camping Proposals

1. Buckskin Mountain SP — Increase cabana range to
$20 - $50

2. Cattail Cove SP & Patagonia Lake SP — Increase camping
boat-in site range to $15 - $50

3. Camping parks —Ranges of pricing
Increase non-electric campsite ranges $12 to $25
Increase Electric campsites $20 to $50

*All fee changes within the established range require
approval by the Executive Director of ASP



BOARD ACTION ITEM H.4.

Staff recommendation

Staff reccommends that the Arizona State Parks Board direct
staff to solicit public comment on the proposed fee schedule

Timeline

Staff will bring final recommended changes and public
comments to the Arizona State Parks Board for
consideration at its February 15, 2012 meeting





