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Connections 
Courtesy of the NPS Conservation and Recreation e-newsletter 
 
Rick Potts, Chief, NPS Conservation & Outdoor Recreation Division 
 
Randy Jones, the late Deputy Director of the National Park Service, was asked, “What is the 
most profound change you have seen in the management of national parks during the last 40 
years?” His answer came quickly. “Forty years ago a manager’s job was to manage the park 
from the boundary in; while today, the manager must focus most on issues originating outside 
the boundary.” 
 
The implications of this are enormous, and require new thinking and retooling for park managers 
as well as our partners and advocates. We face a litany of ecological challenges to preserving 
the nation’s protected areas and the lands across their boundaries, such as climate change, air 
and water pollution, interruption of migration routes, and invasion of nonnative species. 
Ultimately, though, the greatest threat to the long-term preservation of these lands comes from 
public apathy. 
 
We must reframe our thinking about the relationship of people and the land. Today’s generation 
of activists, advocates, and professionals in the land preservation business largely share 
formative experiences they gained 20, 30, 50 years ago, when we backpacked, canoed, skied, 
and climbed all over the American land. But despite an increase in US population, overnight use 
of the backcountry has decreased more than 25% since the mid-1970s. So we cannot assume 
that today’s generation thinks or feels the same about the land, because many of them are not 
having the same close experiences with land that we had when we were growing up. 
 
The danger to protected and boundary areas is not from recreationists who are visiting, but from 
the vast majority of Americans who are not. This will seem, at first, a radical notion. So, let me 
put an extra-fine point on the argument for the sake of lively discussion: You cannot love a park 
to death. When an area has a large constituency who has come to personally know and 
experience a place, their love of that place rises up to protect it when impacts become 
unacceptable. When people know and love a place, they protect it. 
 
Although love cannot kill a wild area, apathy and irrelevance surely can. The 21st-century land 
advocate will need to develop and employ new skills to reach out and engage new generations 
of culturally and ethnically diverse Americans who have not had that all-important first outdoor 
adventure. Many of the early advocates and promoters of landscape protection were mostly 
white, male, and, increasingly now, dead. Suffice it to say, this is not a formula for a sustainable 
constituency. 
 

embers.  



Protected areas are set aside for people to enjoy. Enjoyment leads to valuing a place; valuing a 
place leads to a constituency who will defend it against threats. Simply put: We—advocates, 
partners, and land managers—will never be capable of preserving these special areas without 
the help and active support of the majority of the American public. It is ultimately naive to speak 
of preserving something or some place for the benefit of future generations, if the current 
generation cannot appreciate the value. With our partner organizations, the community 
assistance and civic engagement programs of the National Park Service create the matrix 
across the nation to connect parks with communities and the American public. These linkages 
are vital for reconnecting the people with the land in a meaningful way. 
 
 
Connecting Communities and Parks  
Courtesy of the NPS Conservation and Recreation e-newsletter 
 
Partnerships are the organizational connections that let physical connections grow.  NPS 
Director Jon Jarvis says, "Gateway communities and parks have an important relationship that 
needs to be grown through mutual respect and cooperation, particularly when tourism is an 
essential part of the economy.  We need to help these communities, and all Americans, 
discover a unique and personal connection to their national parks." 
 
One way to do that is a physical connection, such as trails and pathways through neighboring 
communities.  Like the new trail completed last summer, connecting Moose to the Jenny Lake 
visitor's center in Grand Teton National Park. 
 
It was an instant success," says Friends of Pathways Executive Director Tim Young. "Over 200 
people use it every day.  It's more than just active cyclists.  We're seeing people who were 
probably afraid of getting out there before -- recreational cyclists in jeans, people with 
disabilities, multiple generations." 
 
It took many close partnerships: the towns of Jackson and Teton Village, Senators Craig 
Thomas and John Barasso, NPS, and Friends of Pathways.  Two tragic cyclist deaths focused 
attention on the goal of a safe, inviting route for bicyclists and pedestrians off the main road.  
Now a quiet, non-motorized path is leading to a closer experience for park visitors and also 
enhancing the community's connection to the park. 
 
Ultimately, the valley may have a 100-mile system of connected trails and pathways, helping 
people get safety to and from where they want to be.  Another seven miles of trail are in 
development now.  And within a few years, there should be a continuous path from the town of 
Jackson to Jenny Lake, interconnecting with other paths and becoming a full-fledged system 
throughout the valley.  As park superintendent Mary Gibson Scott points out, the new trails "set 
the stage for people to make a personal connection to the natural world."   
 
Read more about it here: http://gtnpnews.blogspot.com/2009/05/new-multi-use-pathway-
opens-for-public.html 
 
 
USDA Forest Service Launches Collaborative Process For New 
Planning Rule 
 
WASHINGTON, Dec. 17, 2009—Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack today announced that the 
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USDA Forest Service is beginning an open, collaborative process to create and implement a 
modern planning rule to address current and future needs of the National Forest System, 
including restoring forests, protecting watersheds, addressing climate change, sustaining local 
economies, improving collaboration, and working across landscapes. The Forest Service will 
publish a notice of intent (NOI) in the Federal Register tomorrow, December 18, to prepare an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) to develop a new planning rule that will provide a 
framework for management of national forests and grasslands. 
 
“Our National Forests and Grasslands are great natural treasures that we must conserve and 
restore for the benefit of future generations,” said Secretary Vilsack. “Developing a new 
planning rule provides the opportunity to manage national forests and grasslands for the benefit 
of water resources, the climate and local communities.” 
 
The Forest Service is seeking public involvement in developing a new direction for local land 
managers. A 60-day comment period on the NOI will begin upon publication in the Federal 
Register on Friday, December 18, 2009. Comments will be used to shape the focus of the 
collaborative dialogue and creation of a proposed rule.  
 
To learn more:  http://fs.usda.gov/planningrule 
 
 
Secretary Salazar Announces Initiative to Protect Grand Canyon 
Resources While Meeting Water Needs 
 
LAS VEGAS, N.V.  – The Department of the Interior will undertake an important experimental 
initiative to improve the management of Glen Canyon Dam and the Colorado River as it flows 
through Grand Canyon National Park, Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar announced today 
during the Colorado River Water Users Association conference. 
 
“We must find a way to protect one of the world’s most treasured landscapes – the Grand 
Canyon – while meeting water and clean energy needs in the face of climate change,” Salazar 
said in a video message to the water users’ meeting at Caesar’s Palace in Las Vegas.  
Secretary Salazar is currently participating in the global climate change conference in 
Copenhagen. 
 
“Today, I am directing the development of a protocol for conducting additional High Flow 
Experiments at the Dam,” Salazar said.  “These experimental high flows [like the one in 2008] 
send sediment downstream to rebuild sandbars, beaches and backwaters.   The rebuilt areas 
provide key wildlife habitat, enhance the aquatic food base, protect archeological sites, and 
create additional camping opportunities in the canyon.” 
 
“We’ve put in place a comprehensive science program designed to figure out the complex 
processes at work downstream of Glen Canyon Dam, so that we can get better at managing the 
river for the benefit of all the various resources at stake,” Assistant Secretary Anne Castle 
explained in a follow up speech to the Las Vegas audience.  “We can make [high flow releases 
of short duration] without affecting the overall amounts of water required to be released from 
Lake Powell by the 2007 interim guidelines and the Law of the River.” 
 
 “We will engage all our partners in this effort – from federal agencies and tribes to local and 
state governments and other stakeholders,” Salazar said.  “We also recognize the need for 
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additional experimental and management actions to protect the resources of Grand Canyon 
National Park, and these efforts will be implemented through the Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive 
Management Program.” 
 
Because Glen Canyon Dam traps approximately 90 percent of the sand once available to 
maintain Grand Canyon sandbars, high flows are a good tool to rebuild these important 
resources. The new protocol will allow for high flows to occur when Colorado River tributaries 
below the dam produce sufficient sediment to meet a threshold, or “trigger.” Timing of high flows 
would depend not only on sediment inputs from tributaries, but also other environmental 
considerations such as impacts to the Lees Ferry trout fishery and riparian vegetation. 
 
The new protocol also will protect the interests of those relying on the Colorado River, as the 
water released during the high flow will not change the annual amount of water to be released to 
downstream users from Glen Canyon Dam. That water flows downriver to Lake Mead for use by 
the Lower Colorado River Basin States and the Republic of Mexico. 
 
The most recent High Flow Experiment at Glen Canyon Dam was conducted in March 2008. 
During the experiment, the Bureau of Reclamation released water from both the powerplant and 
the bypass tubes to a maximum amount of approximately 41,000 cubic feet per second for 
about 60 hours. 
 
Preliminary results of the 2008 experiment show a robust sandbar building response and 
sandbar development throughout the river corridor. However, considerable erosion occurred 
following the experiment. Research on the effects of the 2008 event on a range of resources—
including native fish, vegetation, the Lees Ferry trout fishery, and more—will be completed by 
the U.S. Geological Survey in January 2010 and this additional information will be taken into 
consideration in the development of the new protocol pursuant to today’s announcement by 
Secretary Salazar.  
 
 
Governor, Cabinet Recognize Florida State Parks’ 75th Anniversary 
 
TALLAHASSEE- Governor Charlie Crist and the Florida Cabinet today signed a resolution, 
sponsored by Agriculture Commissioner Charles Bronson, recognizing 2010 as the Year of 
Florida State Parks in celebration of its 75th Anniversary. Created in 1935 by the Florida 
Legislature, Florida State Parks has grown from eight to 160 parks over the last 75 years, and 
are overseen by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection’s (DEP) Florida Park 
Service.  
 
“Florida State Parks not only preserve our state’s beautiful natural environment, but also 
contribute billions of dollars to state and local economies, and promote tourism to our great 
state,” said Governor Charlie Crist. “During the last fiscal year, Florida State Parks had an 
economic impact of nearly $1 billion and served more than 21.4 million visitors, illustrating the 
importance of these natural treasures to Florida’s residents, visitors and wildlife, as well as the 
beaches, waterways and forests that Florida State Parks protect.”  
 
“By acquiring and preserving portions of Florida’s natural lands over the last 75 years, Florida 
State Parks have added an invaluable element of beauty to our state and an abundance of 
recreational opportunities that those of us who enjoy the outdoors can appreciate,” added 
Commissioner Bronson.  



 
Today, the Florida Park Service manages more than 700,000 acres of Florida’s natural 
environment, including 100 miles of beaches, eight National Historic Landmarks and 39 sites on 
the National Register of Historic Places. Florida State Parks has been recognized by the 
National Recreation and Park Association as the nation’s first and only two-time Gold Medal 
winner for the nation’s best park service.  
 
“Florida’s state parks are valuable gems that preserve Florida’s past while allowing guests to 
experience …the Real FloridaSM,” said DEP Secretary Michael W. Sole. “We are extremely 
proud of this significant milestone and encourage Floridians and visitors alike to join us in 
celebrating 75 years of recreation and preservation throughout 2010.”  
 
In 2010, Florida State Parks will host special activities and interpretive events from coast to 
coast to commemorate the 75th Anniversary, including 25 signature events which highlight 
individual parks’ histories, as well as the history of the state park system as a whole.  
 
Dollar for dollar, state parks provide a value that is hard to beat, with 40 free parks, and most 
day use entrance fees ranging from just $2.00 to $8.00. Florida’s 160 state parks offer white 
sandy beaches, vast open prairies, steep ravines, lush semi-tropical forests, cultural sites and 
crystal clear lakes, rivers and springs. State parks also offer countless locations to learn about 
Florida’s cultural history and serve as outdoor classrooms for students of all ages.  
 
“We are excited to celebrate this important milestone and to be part of preserving Florida’s 
natural and cultural resources,” said DEP’s Florida Park Service Director Mike Bullock. “The 
staff and volunteers, who last year contributed more than 1.2 million hours of service to state 
parks, are a vital component in the commitment to preserving …the Real FloridaSM.”  
 
Affordable, family-friendly activities, such as swimming, hiking, bicycling, paddling, diving, 
fishing, camping, horseback riding, birding, photography, events and ranger-led tours are just a 
few ways to enjoy Florida’s natural resources. More than 3,400 campsites, 260 cabins and 
14,000 park programs are available for people of all ages, statewide, 365 days a year.  
 
To learn more about 75th Anniversary events, contests and discounts visit 
www.FloridaStateParks.org, and follow us on Twitter at www.Twitter.com/FLStateParks.  
 
 
Issues related to Hunting Access in the United States 
Courtesy of Responsive Management 
 
National Results and State Reports Released 
 
RESEARCH INDICATES THAT difficulty gaining access to lands for hunting has become a 
constraint to recruiting and retaining sportsmen. Adequate access to land is one of the 
fundamental issues that affect the future of hunting, but it is also an issue over which agencies 
and organizations have some influence. To gain a better understanding of the specific problems 
that affect hunter access to both public and private lands, the National Shooting Sports 
Foundation (NSSF) and Responsive Management recently completed a nationwide scientific 
survey and project on issues related to hunting access in which more than 14,000 hunters 
nationwide were asked their opinions on a variety of access-related topics.  
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The study, which was conducted under a Multi-State Conservation Grant awarded through the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and administered by the Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies, included (1) analyzing qualitative data obtained from focus groups conducted in 2008 
(which were also used in developing the survey instrument), (2) conducting a nationwide 
telephone survey with an oversampling in 17 states where a variety of access programs are 
currently under way, (3) producing 17 state reports for those oversampled states, (4) developing 
a cumulative national report of the results, and (5) producing a final report with 
recommendations for implementing effective access programs. The national results are 
discussed in this article.  
  
The extensive telephone questionnaire was developed cooperatively by Responsive 
Management, the NSSF, and the participating state agencies and was reviewed by numerous 
university professors, staff, and fish and wildlife agency personnel with knowledge regarding 
survey methods and hunting access issues. Respondents consisted of individuals ages 18 and 
older who had hunted at least once in the five years that preceded the study. The sample was 
carefully constructed to reflect the proportion of hunters in each state. Responsive Management 
worked with each state fish and wildlife agency over a 12-month period to achieve a 
meticulously constructed and randomly selected sample of hunters. The sample was obtained 
from each state's agency; for the states where this was not possible, the sample was obtained 
from a research firm that had valid samples of hunters for those states.  
  
Because access problems differ depending on the species hunted, the survey asked 
respondents to answer select questions about the species they primarily hunt. As a result, many 
questions, such as ratings of access, are specific to a particular species rather than to hunting 
overall. 
  
Interviews were conducted Monday through Friday from 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., Saturday from 
noon to 5:00 p.m., and Sunday from 5:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m., local time, from April through 
November 2009. Responsive Management obtained a total of 14,317 completed interviews 
throughout the United States.  
  
Species Hunted, Avidity, and Participation Trends 
Hunters were asked about the single species that they primarily hunted in the past 12 months. 
This does not mean that these hunters only hunted the species that they indicated, but that the 
species they indicated was the species they primarily hunted. The majority of licensed hunters 
nationwide primarily hunted white-tailed deer (57%) in the 12 months that preceded the survey, 
distantly followed in popularity by waterfowl (9%), upland game birds (8%), wild turkey (5%), elk 
(5%), and mule deer (3%). The remainder hunted for other species or had not hunted in the past 
12 months. 
  
The median number of days that hunters hunt annually in their state is 20. Hunters in the survey 
have participated in hunting for a mean of 36.2 years. Hunters most commonly say that their 
hunting participation has stayed the same in the past 5 years (45%); otherwise, those who say it 
has decreased (31%) exceed those who say it has increased (23%). 
  
When making decisions about where to hunt their primary species, one factor stands out as 
markedly more important to hunters than the rest: that the land is not crowded with other 
sportsmen (82% say this is very important). 
  
Hunting Locations  
Hunters nationwide more often hunt their primary species on private land (54% hunt on private 



land mostly) than public land (23% hunt on public land mostly); 23% of hunters hunt their 
primary species on public land and private land about equally. Those who hunt their primary 
species at least half the time on private land (77% of hunters overall) indicate that they hunt 
mostly on land owned by a friend or family member (35%) or hunt on their own land (19%); the 
rest hunt on different combinations of private land at varying rates. Hunters typically travel a 
median distance of 30 miles from home to hunt their primary species.  
  
Those who hunt their primary species mostly on private land tend to travel shorter distances to 
hunt than those who hunt their primary species mostly on public land. The majority of hunters 
(62%) who hunt their primary species mostly on private land travel 30 miles or less from home 
to do so; only 16% of those who hunt their primary species mostly on public land travel the 
same distance. These differences are statistically significant. 
  
Choosing Lands on Which to Hunt 
The survey asked 11 questions about the importance of various factors in hunters' decisions 
regarding where to hunt their primary species. For each factor, they were asked if it is very 
important, somewhat important, or not at all important. One factor stands out as markedly more 
important than the rest: that the land is not crowded with other sportsmen (82% say this is very 
important). This is followed by a middle tier: that they are familiar with the land (58%), that the 
land is easy to access by foot (51%), and that the land is owned by somebody they personally 
know (47%). Of interest in these findings is that the land being private (43%) ranks above the 
land being public (29%).  
  
Constraints to Hunting Participation 
A direct question asked hunters whether lack of hunting access had caused them to not hunt a 
particular species as much as they would have liked in the previous 5 years. Almost half of them 
(46%) agreed that it had done so. Among that 46%, the top-named access problems were 
private land being posted (40%) and no land to hunt on (30%). These two reasons were more 
distantly followed by the land being leased to others (13%), public land being closed (10%), 
development closing lands (8%), and the cost of access (8%). 
 
The survey asked a series of 25 questions about possible hunting access constraints. For each 
possible constraint, the survey asked hunters if it had been, over the previous 5 years, a major 
problem, a moderate problem, a minor problem, or not at all a problem. The top potential 
constraints that were a major, moderate, or minor problem were constraints related to land use 
changes, development, or changes in ownership (each of these constraints was cited by 43-
51% of hunters); the cost of gas (47%); being denied permission to hunt on somebody else's 
land (41%); and finding previously open private land closed because a club has now leased it 
(41%).  
  
Rating Access to Hunting Lands 
A basic question asked hunters to rate access to hunting land in their state overall. They are 
more positive than negative: 56% give a rating of excellent or good, while 42% give a rating of 
fair or poor.  
  
Top reasons for rating public land access as fair or poor are a simple lack of land on which to 
hunt, road closures, land being too crowded with other hunters, public land being blocked by 
private land, lack of quality land or land with plenty of game, and access problems in general to 
public land. 
  
The most common reason for giving a fair or poor rating to private land access is land being 



posted -- the top reason by far. This is followed by land being leased to others, the cost of 
access, and/or a simple lack of land on which to hunt. 
  
Factors That May Positively Affect Access 
The survey asked 15 questions about things that would potentially make hunting access easier. 
For each item, the survey asked hunters if it would be very effective, somewhat effective, or not 
at all effective at making it easier to access land on which to hunt. In looking at the ranking by 
the percentage saying that the items would be very effective at making access easier, 6 of the 
15 items stand out -- each with a majority saying it would be very effective: having signs that 
clearly mark boundaries of huntable land (71%), having a list of landowners with telephone 
numbers where the respondent could call to ask to hunt on their land (62%), having up-to-date 
information on a website showing lands where hunting is allowed (58%), having paper maps of 
hunting lands for their primary species (55%), having their state agency acquire more land for 
hunting (55%), and having maps of hunting lands for their primary species on a website (54%).  
  
Landowners and Access Issues 
The survey asked eight questions about possible reasons that landowners may close their land 
to public hunting. For each possible reason, the survey asked hunters if they think it is a very 
important reason, a somewhat important reason, or a not at all important reason that 
landowners close their land to the public for hunting. Five items stand out above the rest in the 
ranking by the percentage saying the reasons are very important, the top three of which relate 
to misuse of the land: irresponsible shooting, alcohol use, or other bad behavior by hunters 
(72% say this is a very important reason that landowners close their land); property damage 
caused by hunters (excluding litter) (67%); litter (64%); the landowner wanting to allow only 
personal/family use of the land (64%); and liability concerns (58%). 
  
The overwhelming majority of hunters (90%) are not aware of any laws in their state that reduce 
the liability of landowners who open their lands to the public for hunting; meanwhile, 9% are 
aware of such laws (the remainder say they do not know). 
  
The overwhelming majority of hunters (82%) support laws to reduce landowner liability for 
landowners who open their lands to the public for hunting; only 7% oppose (the remainder give 
neutral answers). 
  
Use of Programs and Resources  
The survey asked about six national programs/resources that pertain to hunting access: the 
Open Fields program; the Conservation Reserve Program; the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's 
Waterfowl Production Areas, or WPAs; the wheretohunt.org website; the huntinfo.org website; 
and the huntandshoot.org website. In addition,16 of the oversampled states had additional 
programs about which the survey asked. Specific state programs were asked about only in the 
applicable state. 
  
A basic line of questioning asked hunters about their awareness of the six national 
programs/resources, and two of the six had awareness levels near the halfway mark: the 
Conservation Reserve Program (45% are very or somewhat aware of it) and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service's Waterfowl Production Areas or WPAs (45%). The other national 
programs/resources have awareness levels of 10% or lower.  
  
Another series of questions asked hunters about their use of or participation in the six access 
programs/resources. Those programs/resources with the highest rates of use/participation are 
the Conservation Reserve Program (18%) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Waterfowl 



Production Areas, or WPAs (13%). 
  
Sources of Information 
In the broadest question about sources of information, hunters were asked in an open-ended 
question where they received information on places to hunt and hunting access in their state. 
The most popular source is friends/family/word of mouth (53%), by far the top answer. Other 
notable answers include a state agency other than its website (9%), a specific site on the 
Internet (8%), the Internet in general/a search engine (6%), magazines (6%), and 
pamphlets/brochures (5%). 
  
The survey asked hunters if they had visited the websites of four agencies (their state's fish and 
wildlife agency, the U.S. Forest Service, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the Bureau of 
Land Management). The survey questions were tailored to individual states to identify each 
state agency by name. About a third of hunters had visited their state agency site (35%). Lower 
amounts (from 11% to 17%) had visited the other sites. 
  
The national report is available here: 
http://www.responsivemanagement.com/download/reports/Hunting_Access_National_Report.pd
f (484KB PDF).  
 
The focus group report, which assisted in the development of the survey instrument, is available 
here: 
http://www.responsivemanagement.com/download/reports/Hunting_Access_Focus_Group_Rep
ort.pdf (164KB PDF).  
 
A final report will be released later this month.  
 
 
Job Announcement – Bureau of Land Management 
 
Outdoor Recreation Planner  
 
Salary Range: 38,790.00 - 74,628.00 USD /year 
Open Period: Wednesday, January 06, 2010 to Thursday, January 28, 2010 
Series & Grade: GS-0023-07/11 
Position Information: This is a full-time position. This is a permanent full-time position in the 
competitive service. 
Promotion Potential: 11 
Duty Locations: 1 vacancy - Malta, MT 
Who May Be Considered: Open to all US citizens. No previous Federal Service is required.  
Job Announcement Number: MT-DEU-2010-0031  
 
Major Duties: 
The incumbent is responsible for performing a variety of duties including, but not limited to the 
following: 
 
- Preparing recommendations regarding goals, objectives, and plans for all aspects of the 
District Office outdoor recreation programs. 
 
- Serving as the lead for the outdoor recreation/wilderness environmental analysis (EAs). 



 
- Overseeing implementation of activities associated with the District outdoor programs. This 
would include participation in managing visitor services, fee collection, special recreation 
permits, interpretive programs, recreation facility maintenance management, developing 
partnerships, back country byway and watchable wildlife development, compiling visual contrast 
ratings, and other services. 
 
- Developing external affairs programs to facilitate community support and involvement in the 
outdoor recreation program opportunities. 
 
- Developing and implementing procedures and standards for conducting inventories and 
studies to monitor and analyze impacts of the various types of outdoor recreation activities and 
the suitability of sites for future development and restoration efforts.  Based on the results of 
monitoring, provides recommendations concerning modifications to achieve land use plan 
objectives. 
 
Physical Demands: 
The majority of the work will involve physical exertions such as driving, stooping, walking, hiking 
over very rough terrain for long periods of time, and extended periods of vehicular travel.  The 
incumbent must be capable of carrying moderate loads over rough terrain. The incumbent must 
also be able to qualify as an incidental vehicle operator. 
 
Work Environment: 
The work is performed either in an office setting or in the field. The incumbent will occasionally 
find themselves working alone in remote areas.  Work in the field will require exposure to 
extremes in weather, such as -20 to +90 degrees F.  The incumbent can expect to be in 
overnight travel status from Monday through Friday during the field season.  Working during 
weekends may also be necessary during portions of the year. The incumbent is required to 
wear the BLM uniform. 
 
For more information: 
http://jobview.usajobs.gov/GetJob.aspx?JobID=85445887&aid=90127670-
12110&WT.mc_n=125 
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