APPENDIX C: EXAMPLES OF LEGAL REQUIREMENT
SECTIONS

C.1 BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT AND LAND PROTECTION CRITERIA

Excerpt from the Badlands NP GMP

The National Park and Recreation Act of 1978 (16 USC 1a-7) directs the National Park Service to
consider, as part of a planning process, what modifications of external boundaries might be
necessary to carry out park purposes. Subsequent to this act, Congress also passed Public Law
101-628, the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act. Section 1216 of this act, codified at 16 USC 1a -
12, directs the secretary of the interior to develop criteria to evaluate any proposed changes to
the existing boundaries of individual park units. 16 USC 1a-13 calls for among other things the
National Park Service to consult with affected agencies and others regarding a proposed
boundary change, and to provide a cost estimate of acquisition cost, if any, related to the
boundary adjustment. The legislation also requires that a statement on the relative priority of
acquisition of each parcel be provided.

These legislative provisions are implemented through Management Policies, which state that the
National Park Service will conduct studies of potential boundary adjustments and may make
boundary revisions as follows:

e To protect significant resources and values, or enhance opportunities for public
enjoyment related to the purposes of the park

e To address operational and management issues, such as the need for access or the need
for the boundaries to correspond to logical boundary delineations such as topographic or
other natural features or roads, or

e Otherwise protect park resources critical to fulfilling park purposes

Two additional criteria must be met if the acquisition would be made using appropriated funds,
and not merely a technical boundary revision; the criteria set forth by Congress at 16 USC 4601-
9(c)(2) must be met. NPS Management Policies (2001), section 3.5, states the following criteria:

e The added lands will be feasible to administer, considering their size, configuration,
ownership, and hazardous substances, costs, the views of and impacts on local
communities and surrounding jurisdictions, and other factors such as presence of exotic
species

e Other alternatives for management and resource protection have been considered and
are not adequate

During the course of the planning process, three areas have been identified as potential additions
to Badlands National Park. These additions are the Dougan Property, Kudnra /USFS property, and
Prairie Homestead. The following is a review of the criteria for boundary adjustments as applied
to Badlands National Park. This review is included as supporting documentation for the
alternatives, which includes a recommendation for boundary changes in the North Unit of the
park.

This plan does not address the legislative requirement to provide a cost estimate for the boundary
adjustment nor does it include the relative priority for acquisition. However, the legislative
proposal for the boundary adjustment and accompanying support materials would include both
of these requirements.
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Dougan Property
Description of the Property

The property is approximately 4,500 acres adjacent to Badlands National Park in Pennington County,
South Dakota. The property is along the western boundary of the North Unit of the park and is
immediately adjacent to the park’s designated wilderness. The property is currently owned by Danny
Dougan, a local rancher. These lands were originally included in the monument boundary but were
removed by Congress in 1952 and 1957 (Mattison and Grom, 1970). The boundary adjustments were
made by Congress because these were private lands and at that time the owners of this land were
not willing sellers. Congress was also reducing the cost of land acquisition for the monument. The
current owner of the land is interested in seeing his lands added to the park.

Criteria: To protect significant resources and values, or opportunities for public enjoyment
related to the purposes of the park.

One of the purposes of Badlands National Park is to preserve the flora, fauna, and natural processes
of the mixed grass prairie ecosystem. The Dougan property includes significant tracts of mixed grass
prairie, which provides habitat to wildlife species of special concern in the Badlands. The conversion
of the Great Plains for agriculture has severely limited habitat for many of these species that the park
currently supports. For some of these species, such as the black-footed ferret, the park lacks adequate
land to support and perpetuate the species.

Prairie. Most of Dougan property remains in a western wheatgrass native prairie community.
Preserving an additional 4,000 acres of native prairie plant communities would be a significant
outcome of NPS acquisition and management of the property.

Most rare plant species in the Badlands are found in uncommon or unique habitats associated with
the Badlands erosional features and outcroppings. While there have been no surveys of the property,
it is likely that the Badlands features on the property support rare plant species populations.

Black-footed Ferrets and Black-tailed Prairie Dogs. This property supports nine small prairie dog
colonies totaling 116 acres. Two of these towns are within ¥2-mile of the largest prairie dog colony
within the park, referred to as the Kocher Flats complex, which was a reintroduction site for the
endangered black-footed ferret in 1997, 1998, and 1999. Wild-born black-footed ferrets in the park
have been documented every year since releases began. With expansion of the ferret population on
Kocher Flats, individual ferrets dispersed into smaller adjacent prairie dog colonies. Ferrets have been
documented utilizing available prairie dog habitat on the Dougan property since 1999, with a
minimum of two wild-born litters produced there since that time. However, the current owner
advised the park that lethal control of prairie dogs was necessary for cattle range management. The
landowner allowed the Park Service to capture the ferrets and translocate them back into the park.
Due to the topography of the area the Dougan property represents the only area for significant
expansion of the Kocher Flats prairie dog complex and expansion of ferret habitat.

Prairie dog colonies provide den sites, escape cover, and prey for a variety of grassland wildlife
species. Studies on the importance of prairie dog colonies to the grassland ecosystem, combined with
range-wide eradication programs and loss of habitat, led to a recent petition to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service for listing the black-tailed prairie dog as threatened. The current status of this petition
is that black-tailed prairie dogs are “warranted but precluded” from federal listing. Several western
states, including South Dakota, are giving prairie dogs new management attention. Based on
vegetation, soil, and slope characteristics, the Dougan property has the potential to support more
prairie dog acreage than is currently present (because of control efforts). If the current prairie dog
colonies (116 acres) on the Dougan property (4,500 acres) were allowed to expand to a minimum of
10% landscape coverage, it would support approximately 450 acres of prairie dogs. Density estimates
of prairie dog colonies within Badlands National Park in 2002 were a mean of 19.4 prairie dogs/acre.
These 450 acres of colonies on the Dougan property would thus support about 8,700 prairie dogs.
The potential of prairie dog colonies to support black-footed ferrets at a given site is evaluated by the
size of the colony, the proximity of the colony to other large colonies, and the density of prairie dogs
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on the colony. With the above scenario of 450 acres of prairie dogs on the Dougan property, there
would be available habitat for five to six ferrets or one to two ferret family groups.

This potential ferret habitat would obviously increase with an increase in the acres of prairie dogs. It is
realistic to expect that prairie dogs could expand to occupy 500 to 2,000 acres of the Dougan
property. Under that scenario, and with similar densities as found within the park, up to 38,000
prairie dogs could populate the property, which could then support 20 to 24 ferrets or four to six
ferret family groups dispersing out from Kocher Flats. Thus, addition of the property to the park
would have significant positive impacts to the black-footed ferret population in the Conata
Basin/Badlands Recovery Area.

Swift Fox. In the fall of 2003 the park began a swift fox restoration effort by releasing 30 wild fox
from Colorado. All the fox were released in the park, along the northern boundary. Since release of
the fox, telemetry has located fox outside the western side of the park, near the Dougan property.
The property is good swift fox habitat and could be important to fox recovery in the Badlands area.
With future releases planned, the National Park Service would release fox on the property if acquired.

Bison. Bison have been in Badlands National Park since 1963, when the reintroduced population
numbered 53 animals. The present population is approximately 900 animals representing
approximately ¥ to % of the ecological carrying capacity of approximately 60,000 acres of the
Badlands Wilderness Area and approximately 10,000 acres of nonwilderness prairie that constitutes
the park’s bison range. One of the critical limiting factors to the park’s carrying capacity is the
availability of water in the Sage Creek portion of the wilderness area. The Dougan property contains
at least 15 additional water sources (stock ponds) beyond the western edge of the wilderness. These
water sources would be easy to access and maintain because they are outside the wilderness and
near improved roads. Considering the addition of range and water resources, the park’s bison herd
could conservatively increase to 1,000 to 1,500 with the purchase of this property.

Paleontological Resources. Badlands National Park was established because of its unique geologic
landforms and impressive fossils. A report accompanying the park’s enabling legislation describes the
purpose of the monument as “to preserve the scenic and scientific values of a portion of the White
River Badlands and to make them accessible for public enjoyment and inspiration.” Also described
were "vast beds of vertebrate fossil remains...which appear in great variety. The whole area is a vast
storehouse of the biological past...”

Based on the geologic map created in 1976, the Brule Formation of the White River Group occurs
throughout much of the Dougan property. It outcrops in a series of long sinuous banded ridges that
form a boundary around the edge of the property. Contained within the Brule Formation are 30
million-year-old fossil mammals, birds, and reptiles. For over 150 years, scientists throughout the
world have come to western South Dakota to study these magnificent fossils. Both the rocks and
fossils preserved within the White River Badlands provide important information about ancient climate
and mammal evolution from 30 million years ago. It is likely that such fossils exist in much of the
Dougan property.

Because of the great significance of the fossils and geology, protection of the Dougan property
directly adjacent to the park would be a great contribution to the scientific community. Additional
fossil-rich areas would be made available to researchers studying paleontology and geology in the
park.

Wilderness. Another purpose of Badlands National Park is to preserve the Badlands wilderness area
and associated wilderness values. The Dougan property is adjacent to the western edge of the
Badlands wilderness area. Currently the wilderness area is only accessible from Sage Creek
campground on the north and Highway 44 on the south. This property also would provide additional
access for visitors, which would enhance opportunities for the public to enjoy this part of the park.
Due to the expansive vistas within the Badlands wilderness, any development on the Dougan property
would be visible from much of the wilderness and would thus detract from those wilderness values
related to untrammeled viewsheds. Acquisition by the Park Service would protect these viewsheds.
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Criteria: To address operational and management issues, such as the need for access or the
need for the boundaries to correspond to logical boundary delineations such as topographic
or other natural features or roads.

Access. The property provides critical access to the western portion of the Sage Creek Unit of the
Badlands wilderness area. The current landowner has allowed NPS staff to access the wilderness
through the property. If the property were sold it is possible that the National Park Service would no
longer have access through it. This access has been critical to black-footed ferret reintroduction and
monitoring in the Kocher Prairie Dog Town complex. NPS ownership of the property would ensure
continued access to this complex.

The current landowner also has allowed NPS staff to access the park through the property to control
weeds. Several Canada thistle infestations targeted for treatment are most easily accessed from this
property. Loss of access would extend travel times for the responding crews, reducing the park’s
effectiveness in treating these populations.

Fire Management. The Dougan property allows some of the only access for wildland fire
suppression and prescribed burning along the western boundary of the park. The current owner has
been most accommodating in the past, granting access for managing prescribed burns on the
western edge of the Badlands wilderness area. Access has also been critical for conducting prescribed
fires in that portion of the wilderness. Access allows NPS crews into the wilderness boundary for
holding fires within the park.

The NPS Fire Effects Monitoring team has also been granted access across the property to monitor
post-burn vegetation plots. The water sources on Dougan'’s property would provide dip sites for
helicopter buckets if a fire needed to be controlled in the wilderness area. Continued access across
this property is very important to the success of the park fire management program.

Wilderness Management. The property provides critical access to the western portion of the Sage
Creek Unit of the Badlands wilderness area. The current landowner has allowed NPS staff to access
the wilderness through the property. Loss of access would increase travels times to for NPS staff
working on wilderness management issues.

Criteria: The added lands will be feasible to administer, considering their size, configuration,
ownership, and hazardous substances, costs, the views of and impacts on local communities
and surrounding jurisdictions, and other factors such as presence of exotic species.

The recommended boundary addition would be feasible for the Park Service to manage and would
not substantially add to the NPS workload to manage these lands. The added lands would create a
block of land contiguous with the existing park boundary.

These lands are currently private lands and NPS acquisition would reduce local tax revenue for
Pennington County. Payment in lieu of taxes would mitigate this impact. Acquisition of these lands
has been discussed in public meetings, and local communities have not raised concerns about the loss
of tax revenue or other impacts.

There are no known hazardous substance issues associated with the parcel, and appropriate
hazardous material surveys would be conducted prior to acquisition.

Criteria: Other alternatives for management and resource protection have been considered
and are not adequate.

The alternative to federal acquisition is the continuation of private ownership. The current landowner
has been very cooperative in working with the National Park Service by providing access for
management activities. The current land use has been primarily grazing, which has allowed the lands
to remain relatively intact. However, this arrangement and cooperation could be lost if these lands are
sold to another owner.

C4 GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLANNING DYNAMIC SOURCEBOOK * VERSION 2.2, SEPTEMBER 2009



C.1. Boundary Adjustment and Land Protection Criteria

These properties are located in an area that has had limited interest by land conservation organi-
zations. The Buffalo Gap National Grasslands has been acquiring lands in the area, but these have
been through land exchanges that have focused on consolidating the lands the U.S. Forest Service
manages. The current property owner is not interested in exchanging these lands for other lands
currently being managed by the U.S. Forest Service. No other state or federal agencies have expressed
an interest in protecting the resources on this property.

Excerpt from the Mount Rainier NP GMP

As one of the provisions of Public Law 95-625, the National Park and Recreation Act of 1978,
Congress directed that the National Park Service consider, as part of a planning process, what
modifications of external boundaries might be necessary to carry out park purposes. Subsequent
to this act, Congress also passed Public Law 101-628, the Arizona Desert Wilderness Act. Section
1216 of this act directs the Secretary of the Interior to develop criteria to evaluate any proposed
changes to the existing boundaries of individual park units. Section 1217 of the act calls for the
National Park Service to consult with affected agencies and others regarding a proposed
boundary change, and to provide a cost estimate of acquisition cost, if any, related to the
boundary adjustment.

These legislative provisions are implemented through NPS Management Policies, which state that
the National Park Service will conduct studies of potential boundary adjustments and may make
boundary revisions:

¢ toinclude significant resources or opportunities for public enjoyment related to the purposes
of the park

e to address operational and management issues
e to improve identification by topographic or other natural features
e to protect park resources critical to fulfilling park purposes

NPS policies and special directive 92-11 instruct that any recommendation to expand park
boundaries be preceded by determinations that the added lands will be feasible to administer
considering size, configuration, ownership, cost and other factors, and that other alternatives for
management and resource protection have been considered and are not adequate.

The following is a review of the criteria for boundary adjustments as applied to Mount Rainier
National Park. This review is included as supporting documentation for the alternatives 2-and 3,
which includes a recommendation for a boundary change along the Carbon River corridor
contiguous with the Northwest quadrant of the park.

This plan does not address the legislative requirement to provide a cost estimate for the boundary
adjustment. However, the legislative proposal for the boundary adjustment and accompanying
support materials would include a cost estimate.

Boundary Change Proposal — Carbon River Corridor

The proposed boundary change would seek congressional authorization for an addition of
approximately 1,063 acres to Mount Rainier National Park. Also recommended would be an
accompanying authorization to appropriate funds to the National Park Service from the Land and
Water Conservation Fund to immediately purchase, on a willing seller basis, 210 acres within the
revised boundary for purposes of developing a new vehicular accessible campground and
administrative area along the Carbon River.

Significant Resources or Opportunities for Public Enjoyment Related to the Purpose of
Mount Rainier National Park

The boundary modification would allow the National Park Service to provide both enhanced and
replacement vehicular accessible campground for the public along a scenic and protected section
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of the Carbon River immediately west of the current park entrance. This new campground would
be in addition to the existing Ipsut Creek campground, which would be converted to a facility
that would be accessible only by foot or nonmotorized vehicle. It is anticipated that a future
naturally occurring flood event will permanently preclude motorized vehicle access to the Ipsut
Creek campground located some 5 miles up the Carbon River Valley from the current entrance.
The Ipsut Creek campground would then be converted to a walk-in campground. Therefore, this
boundary change will enable the development of a new campground within the Carbon River, in
turn providing more recreational opportunities to the public. Its development will also help to
mitigate the loss of recreational use caused by the anticipated future closure of the Ipsut Creek
campground to vehicular access.

Operational and Management Issues Related to Access and Boundary Identification by
Topographic or Other Natural Features

The proposed boundary change will follow a dedicated county road on the south and an
established section line on the north side of the Carbon River on the north. The proposed
boundary is contiguous with the existing park boundary on the east. On the west, multiple
ownerships and the west side of the county road right-of-way would frame the western
boundary north of Carbon River Road. Given these features and topography, the National Park
Service will be able to easily identify and mark the amended boundary of the park. The proposed
boundary also allows the National Park Service to move certain administrative facilities from the
current park entrance, which are in a floodplain, to an area within the proposed new
campground site that is not in a floodplain.

Protection of Park Resources and Fulfillment of Park Purpose

The proposed boundary change will protect additional areas along the Carbon River corridor
directly adjacent to the park. This includes protection of both scenic and natural resources, and
includes protection of the road corridor entering the park from the west, and protection of the
Carbon River and its environs. Portions of the proposed addition also contain designated critical
habitat for marbled murrelets a threatened species.

The addition of about 1,063 acres to Mount Rainier National Park also would provide additional
public recreation opportunities that are not currently present, including a new vehicular accessible
campground, sites for group camping, additional miles of non-motorized hiking trails, and
additional accessible riverbank fishing, and an appropriate southeast terminus of the foothills
trail.

Feasibility to Administer the Lands Added through Boundary Adjustment

The proposed addition is very feasible for the National Park Service to manage. Alternatives 2 and
3 both include a permanent visitor contact facility (welcome center) in the nearby community of
Wilkeson. This would include resource protection and interpretive staff that would be available to
strategically serve the proposed approximate 1,063-acre boundary addition, as well as the Carbon
River/Mowich areas of the park. Also, the proposed campground site offers opportunities for the
siting of certain administrative/ maintenance facilities, which would enhance on-site capabilities
for staff to meet varying situations within the Carbon River/Mowich area of the park.

Protection Alternatives Considered

Regarding the proposed campground area, other locations were considered, but rejected. This is the
closest large area to the existing park boundary that is conducive to camping that is outside of the
floodplain of the Carbon River. A willing seller is involved in the proposed acquisition of the site.
Regarding other lands within the proposed boundary addition, one parcel is a proposed land
donation to the National Park Service by a non-profit entity. Other lands with the proposed boundary
addition can either be managed by the National Park Service or by the Mount Baker-Snoqualmie
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National Forest. In any event, an addition to the park boundary affords the best opportunity to
provide for future public recreational use of the area, along with the protection of important scenic
and natural resources within a National Park setting.

Proposed Additions to the Mount Rainier National Park Boundary and Other Adjustments

Under the preferred alternative, about 1,063 acres are proposed for inclusion within the boundaries
of Mount Rainier National Park. Congressional action would be required to authorize this change, and
authorize and appropriate the funds from the Land and Water Conservation Fund, which would be
necessary to acquire interests in private lands from willing sellers. About 14 parcels of private lands
would need to be acquired within the proposed boundary change. Some land within the proposed
boundary change is currently managed by the Mount Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest. These lands
could either be administratively transferred to the National Park Service, or retained as part of the
National Forest.
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C.2 EXAMPLES OF DOCUMENTATION

Example 1: Regional Office Request for a Waiver

Memorandum
To: Chief, Environmental Quality Division, WASO
From: Associate Regional Director, Planning, Construction and Facilities

Management, NER

Subject: Proposed NER Regional Director Action to Issue a Waiver to Prepare an
Environmental Assessment for the BOAF General Management Plan

Staff and consultants have been working for the past several years to develop a General
Management Plan for Boston African American NHS. As you know, this partnership park
was authorized in 1980 and is comprised of 15 structures within the Beacon Hill Historic
District. NPS owns no land in the park, but instead relies on cooperative agreements and
partnerships to preserve, protect, and interpret resources identified in the authorizing
legislation.

After public scoping and developing management prescriptions and alternatives, the authors
believe that none of the contemplated actions have potential for significant impact to the
human environment. Instead, the proposals address such items as improving interpretive
programs and electronic information, providing handicapped access, replacing signs, and
enhancing cooperative relationships among site partners.

The planning team has received valuable input from the public (including owners of historic
properties within the NHS), local, state and federal officials, and from park and regional
office staff during this period. They have conducted formal and informal public outreach and
all the feedback they have received makes it clear that the GMP proposals are not considered
controversial. They conducted a public open house and a park partner workshop regarding
the options under consideration and received uniform support from participants.

Based on the significant and supportive input we have received from all sources, the Regional
Director desires to waive the requirement to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
and to prepare, instead, an Environmental Assessment for the General Management Plan.
Given the well documented lack of potential for significant impacts, and the absence of
public controversy, we believe an EA best serves the interests of the public and the park and
is in compliance with Management Policies 2006. We would appreciate your affirmative
consultation as provided for in Section 2.3.1.7.
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Example 2: Federal Register Notice Terminating the Chickasaw NRA GMP/EIS

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service

Draft General Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement, Chickasaw
National Recreation Area, Oklahoma

AGENCY: National Park Service, Department of the Interior

ACTION: Notice of Termination of the Environmental Impact Statement for the
General Management Plan, Chickasaw National Recreation Area

SUMMARY: The National Park Service (NPS) is terminating preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the General Management Plan, Chickasaw
National Recreation Area, Oklahoma. A Notice of Intent to prepare the EIS for the
Chickasaw National Recreation Area General Management Plan was published in Vol. 67,
No. 184, of the September 23, 2002, Federal Register (59530). The National Park Service has
since determined that an Environmental Assessment (EA) rather than an EIS is the
appropriate environmental documentation for the general management plan.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The general management plan will establish the
overall direction for the national recreation area, setting broad management goals for
managing the area over the next 15 to 20 years. The plan was originally scoped as an EIS.
However, few public comments were received in the scoping process. Although several
concerns were expressed during the public scoping process, particularly on the future of the
recreation area’s water resources, no issues were identified for the general management plan
that have the potential for controversial impacts.

In the general management planning process the NPS planning team developed three
alternatives for the national recreation area, none of which would result in substantial
changes in the operation and management of the area. The two action alternatives primarily
focus on maintaining and protecting resources, upgrading several existing visitor facilities,
addressing park maintenance/operations needs, implementing selected treatments from the
recreation area’s recent cultural landscape report, and conducting several future studies. The
preliminary impact analysis of the alternatives revealed no major (significant) effects on the
human environment nor impairment of park resources and values. Most of the impacts to the
recreation area’s resources and values were negligible to minor in magnitude.

For these reasons the NPS determined the appropriate National Environmental Policy Act
documentation for the general management plan is an EA.

DATES: The draft general management plan/EA is expected to be distributed for a 30 day
public comment period in the summer/fall of 2006 and a decision is expected be made in the
fall of 2006. The NPS will notify the public by mail, website, and other means, and will
include information on where and how to obtain a copy of the EA, how to comment on the
EA, and the length of the public comment period.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Connie Rudd, Superintendent, Chickasaw
National Recreation Area; 1008 W. 2™, Sulphur, OK 73086, telephone: (580) 622- 2161,
extension 1- 200; e- mail: connie_rudd@nps.gov.

DATED:

Michael D. Snyder, Director, Intermountain Region
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Example 3: Briefing Statement Accompanying the Chickasaw GMP/EIS Federal
Register Notice.

January 5, 2005

Notice Briefing Statement

Unit: Chickasaw National Recreation Area

Title: Notice of termination of an environmental impact statement for the Chickasaw
National Recreation Area General Management Plan

Congressional District:
Oklahoma: 3" District: Tom Cole
Senate: James Inholfe and Tom Coburn

The National Park Service (NPS) is terminating the environmental impact statement (EIS) for
the Chickasaw National Recreation Area General Management Plan (GMP) because it has
determined an environmental assessment (EA) will suffice.

Background

e Anotice of intent to prepare an EIS for the Chickasaw National Recreation Area GMP
was published in Vol. 67, No. 184, of the September 23, 2002, Federal Register. The
congressional delegation’s staff was notified that the National Park Service was updating
the GMP that guides the management of Chickasaw National Recreation Area during the
initial scoping for this project in the summer of 2002.

o The DO- 12 Handbook states that it is standard NPS practice and policy to prepare an EIS
for a park GMP because a GMP is a major federal action, with long- term management
implications for a national park system unit (sec. 7.1A). The Environmental Quality
Division, through the Associate Director for Natural Resources Stewardship and Science,
may grant an exception to the EIS requirement when it is clear that the potential for
significant impact does not exist. The request for a waiver was approved on December 19,
2005.

o Section 4.10 of The DO- 12 Handbook states that if an EIS is terminated, a Federal Register
notice announcing the termination must be published.

Issues

o The plan was originally scoped as an EIS. However, few public comments were received
in the scoping process. Although several concerns were expressed during the public
scoping process, particularly on the future of the recreation area’s water resources, no
issues were identified for the GMP that have the potential for controversial impacts. The
planning process has generated little public interest and controversy and no substantive
issues have been raised by the public.
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o None of the three alternatives developed for the national recreation area would result in
substantial changes in the operation and management of the area. No major or significant
impacts to resources from any of the actions in the action alternatives were identified in
the analysis of impacts.

o Work is now proceeding on completing the GMP/EA. Converting the EIS to an EA will
substantially reduce costs and time in completing the planning process.

o The draft GMP/EA is expected to be distributed for a 30- day public comment period in
the summer/fall of 2006. The draft document will be mailed to the recreation area’s
mailing list, placed on the park’s website, and be available at the recreation area and other
locations. Public open houses on the draft document will be held in Sulphur and
surrounding communities. Input from local/state official is anticipated upon release of
the draft document. A finding of no significant impact (FONSI) is expected to be signed
by the regional director, in the fall of 2006, completing the planning process.

Contact: Greg Jarvis, GMP Project Manager, Denver Service Center, 303- 969- 2198

Connie Rudd, Superintendent, Chickasaw National Recreation Area,
580-622- 3161, ext. 1- 200
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