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General Management Plan / Wilderness Study / Environmental Impact Statement
Fort Pulaski National Monument
Chatham County, Georgia

SUMMARY

President Calvin Coolidge established Fort
Pulaski as a national monument by
proclamation on October 15, 1924, under the
authority of Section 2 of the Antiquities Act
of 1906. The proclamation declared the
entire 20-acre area “comprising the site of
the old fortifications which are clearly
defined by ditches and embankments” to be
anational monument.

The Act of June 26, 1936, (49 Stat. 1979)
expanded the boundaries of Fort Pulaski to
include all lands on Cockspur Island,
Georgia, then or formerly under the
jurisdiction of the secretary of war. The
legislation also authorized the Secretary of
the Interior to accept donated lands,
easements and improvements located on
McQueens and Tybee islands in Chatham
County, Georgia, for addition to the national
monument. Furthermore, the act directed
the secretary to construct a bridge or
causeway across the South Channel
Savannah River from Cockspur Island to
McQueens Island as part of the road system
of Fort Pulaski and provided for land on the
north end of Cockspur Island for the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers to use for dredge
spoil and additional land for the Treasury
Department to use as a quarantine station.

Executive Orders No. 6166 of June 10, 1933,
and No. 6228 of July 28, 1933, transferred
Fort Pulaski and other military parks,
battlefields, and cemeteries from the War
Department to the Department of the
Interior (National Park Service).

A Presidential proclamation on August 14,
1958, transferred two islands from the U. S.
Coast Guard to the National Park Service.
One contains the Cockspur Island
Lighthouse and the other is known as
Daymark Island. Finally, in 1996, Congress
passed a law that removed the U.S. Army
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Corps of Engineers reserved right to deposit
dredge spoil on Cockspur Island.

This draft general management plan /
wilderness study / environmental impact
statement provides comprehensive guidance
for perpetuating natural systems, preserving
cultural resources, and providing
opportunities for quality visitor experiences
at Fort Pulaski National Monument. The
purpose of the plan/study/statement is to
decide how the National Park Service can
best fulfill the national monument’s purpose,
maintain its significance, and protect its
resources unimpaired for the enjoyment of
present and future generations. It describes
the overall path that the National Park
Service would follow in managing the
national monument during the next 20 years
or more.

The document examines three alternatives
for managing the national monument for the
next 20 or more years and analyzes the
impacts of implementing each of the
alternatives. Alternative A is the “no-action”
alternative, which describes how the national
monument is managed now, providing a
basis for comparing the other alternatives.
Under alternative B, the National Park
Service’s preferred alternative, Fort Pulaski
would be managed to focus on the April 1862
period of significance in terms of the
landscape and interpretive programs. This
alternative includes landscape restoration
and interpretation of the construction
village. Under alternative C, the national
monument would be managed with a much
broader interpretive mandate than in
alternative B to include a wider range of
themes and historic periods as well as natural
resource themes. The key impacts of
implementing these alternatives are
summarized in table 7 and detailed in chapter
4.
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SUMMARY

This Draft General Management Plan /
Wilderness Study / Environmental Impact
Statement has been distributed to other
agencies and interested organizations and
individual for their review and comment.
The public comment period for this
document will last for 60 days after the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency’s notice of
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availability has been published in the Federal
Register. Readers are encouraged to submit
their comments on this Draft General
Management Plan / Wilderness Study /
Environmental Impact Statement. Please see
“How to Comment” on the next page for
further information.

AERIAL PHOTO OF FORT PULASKI LOOKING NORTHEAST
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HOW TO COMMENT ON THIS
PLAN

Comments on this plan/study/statement are
welcome and will be accepted for 60 days
after the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency’s notice of availability appears in the
Federal Register. To respond, written
comments may be submitted by any of the
following means:

Mail:

Fort Pulaski National Monument — GMP
National Park Service

Southeast Regional Office
Planning & Compliance Division
100 Alabama St., 1924 BLDG
Atlanta, GA 30303

or

Fort Pulaski National Monument
P.O. Box 30757

Highway 80 East

Savannah, GA 31410-0757

Internet Website:
http://parkplanning.nps.gov/projectHome.cf
m?parkld=379&projectld=11163

Hand Delivery:

Written and/or verbal comments may be
made at public meetings. The dates, times,
and locations of public meetings will be
announced in the media following release of
this document. Reviewers are encouraged to
use the Internet if at all possible. Please
submit only one set of comments.

Before including your address, phone
number, e-mail address, or other personal
identifying information in your comment,
you should be aware that your entire
comment — including your personal
identifying information — may be made
publicly available at any time. Although you
can ask us in your comment to withhold your
personal identifying information from public
review, we cannot guarantee that we will be
able to do so.
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A GUIDE TO THIS DOCUMENT

This draft general management plan /
wilderness study / environmental impact
statement is organized in accordance with
the Council on Environmental Quality’s
implementing regulations for the National
Environmental Policy Act and the National
Park Service’s Management Policies 2006
(chapter 2), 2004 Park Planning Program
Standards” and “Environmental Analysis”
(DO-12).

Chapter 1: Purpose and Need for the Plan
sets the framework for the entire document.
It describes why the plan is being prepared
and what needs it must address. It gives
guidance for the alternatives that are being
considered, which are based on the national
monument’s mission, its purpose, the
significance of its resources, special
mandates and administrative commitments,
servicewide mandates and policies, and
other planning efforts in the area.

The chapter also details the planning
opportunities and issues that were raised
during public scoping meetings and initial
planning team efforts (see insert box); the
alternatives in the next chapter address these
issues and concerns to varying degrees.

This chapter concludes with a statement of
the scope of the environmental impact
analysis — specifically what impact topics
were or were not analyzed in detail.

The primary goal of scoping is to identify issues and
determine the range of alternatives to be addressed.
During scoping, the NPS staff provides an overview
of the proposed project, including purpose and
need and alternatives. The public is asked to submit
comments, concerns, and suggestions relating to

these goals.

Chapter 2: Alternatives, Including the
Preferred Alternative, begins by describing
the management prescriptions that will be
used to manage the national monument in
the future. The alternatives include
continuation of current management and
trends in the park, alternative A, the no-
action alternative; alternative B, the National
Park Service preferred alternative, and
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alternative C. Mitigating measures proposed
to minimize or eliminate the impacts of some
proposed actions are described prior to the
discussion of future studies and/or
implementation plans that will be needed.
The evaluation of the environmentally
preferred alternative is followed by summary
tables of the alternative actions and the
environmental consequences of
implementing those alternative actions. The
chapter concludes with a discussion of
alternatives or actions that were dismissed
from detailed evaluation.

Chapter 3: Affected Environment
describes those topics and resources that
would be affected by implementing actions
in the various alternatives: natural resources,
cultural resources, visitor use and
experience, socioeconomics, transportation,
and monument operations and facilities.

Chapter 4: Environmental Consequences
analyzes the impacts of implementing the
alternatives on topics described in the
“Affected Environment” chapter. Methods
that were used for assessing the impacts in
terms of the intensity, type, and duration are
outlined at the beginning of the chapter.

Chapter 5: Consultation and
Coordination describes the history of
public and agency coordination during the
planning effort and any future compliance
requirements; it also lists agencies and
organizations who will be receiving copies of
the document.

The appendixes present a list of relevant
legislation, a wilderness eligibility
assessment, a list of threatened and
endangered species, a floodplain statement
of findings, and an impairment
determination.

The document also contains a list of
references, a list of preparers and
consultants, and an index.
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