PLEASE see my comments and questions in the text and answer them!

And another Q: What language/boilerplate stuff may I have missed that should go in, in case of ROD/EIS or FONSI/EA?

Should there be a separate template for Alaska CCP notices? I saw a notice of final CCP where comments were still being taken--How common would that be? It was this one: http://www.fws.gov/policy/library/E6-16044.html

Billing Code 4310-55-x
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

[NAME] National [Fish and] Wildlife Refuge, City/County, ST (2-letter abbreviation for state) [have to allow for the possibility of multiple refuges or refuge complexes as well. [Example:

Texas Longhorn Plain National Wildlife Refuge Complex, Dallas, TX]

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability: final comprehensive conservation plan.

[and finding of no significant impact for environmental assessment/ record of decision for final environmental impact statement].

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), announce our decision and the availability of our [finding of no significant impact (FONSI) for the final environmental assessment (EA)/record of decision (ROD) for the final environmental impact statement (FEIS)] for the [NAME] National Wildlife Refuge(s) (NWRs, Refuge/s) [, location, specific refuges if not mentioned already]. In this [FONSI and CCP/EA [or] ROD and CCP/FEIS], we describe how we will manage [this/these] [refuge(s)/complex] for the next 15 years.

[DATES:  No need for this ??? Would it make sense to have an effective date?]

· [for Addresses caption, order the methods according to your preference; please alter as necessary:]

ADDRESSES: You may view or obtain copies of the final [CCP/EIS] by any of the following methods:

· Agency Web Site: [Complete URL]. Download a copy of the document(s) at [Agency electronic docket site / web site].

· E-mail: [E-mail Address]. Include "[REFUGE NAME] Final [EIS/EA]/CCP" in the subject line of the message. [Specify whether you want to receive a hard copy or CD-ROM by U.S. mail or an electronic copy by e-mail.]

· Fax: [Fax Number].

· Mail: [Mailing Address for paper, disk, or CD-ROM submissions].

· In-Person Viewing or Pickup: Call {phone} to make an appointment during regular business hours at [Street Address(es)].

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: [Name, phone number.] or [Name, phone number (phone); xxx@fws.gov (e-mail).]

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Introduction

With this notice, we finalize(?) the CCP process for [[NAME] NWR(s] begun in xx FR xxxx (Month Day, Year)
. For more about the process, see that notice. We released the [CCP/draft EIS / CCP/draft EA] to the public, announcing and requesting comments in a notice of availability in the Federal Register (X FR XXXXX; Month Day, Year). [NAME] NWR is [briefly talk about where, type of terrain, animals, etc., notable stuff].

With this notice, we announce our decision and the availability of the ROD for the [FEIS and CCP / FONSI for the final EA and CCP] for [NAME of refuge] in accordance with National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (40 CFR 1506.6(b)) requirements. We completed a thorough analysis of the environmental, social, and economic considerations, which we included in the [CCP/FEIS / CCP/final EA]. The [ROD/FONSI] documents the selection of Alternative X, the Preferred Alternative, in the [CCP/final EA / CCP/FEIS]
[, with one/more modification(s).] The Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, XXXX Region, signed the ROD/FONSI on [Month Day, Year].

 The CCP will guide us in managing and administering [REFUGE NAME(s)] Refuge(s) for the next 15 years. Alternative X, as we described in the FEIS, is the foundation for the CCP[, with X  modification]. 

Background

The CCP Process

The National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966, as amended by the National Wildlife Refuge System Improvement Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C. 668dd-668ee) (Improvement Act
), requires us to develop a comprehensive conservation plan for each national wildlife refuge. The purpose in developing a CCP is to provide refuge managers with a 15-year strategy for achieving refuge purposes and contributing toward the mission of the National Wildlife Refuge System, consistent with sound principles of fish and wildlife management, conservation, legal mandates, and our policies. In addition to outlining broad management direction on conserving wildlife and their habitats, plans identify wildlife-dependent recreational opportunities available to the public, including opportunities for hunting, fishing, wildlife observation, wildlife photography, and environmental education and interpretation. We will review and update the CCP at least every 15 years in accordance with the Improvement/Administration Act
 and NEPA.

CCP Alternatives and Preferred Alternative

Priority Issues

Our draft CCP (xx FR xxxx) addressed several priority issues raised by us, [etc.], other governmental partners, and the public. [These issues were....]

    To address these priority issues, we developed and evaluated x alternatives during the planning process.

Alternatives

[Can we say we described these in the draft EA/EIS notice? Can we just refer readers to that notice, or do we need to briefly go through them again here? If we go through them again, use the same letter scheme we used in previous notice.]

Comments [could move discussion of comments closer to end if it is lengthy?]
We solicited comments on the draft CCP/[EA/EIS] for [REFUGE(s)] from [Month Day, Year] to [Month Day, Year] (x FR x). [Discussion of comment processing, if applicable. Example: We contracted with the U.S. Forest Service's Content Analysis Team (CAT) to compile the nearly 2,000 comments that we received. The CAT developed a summary report of comments as well as a database of individual comments. We used the CAT report and comment database to develop a list of substantive comments that required responses. Editorial suggestions and notes of concurrence with or opposition to certain proposals were noted and included in the decision making process, but do not receive formal responses. The Final CCPs include responses to all substantive comments. Comments are considered substantive if they:

· Question, with reasonable basis, the accuracy of the information in the document;

· Question, with reasonable basis, the adequacy of the environmental assessment;

· Present reasonable alternatives other than those presented in the EA/EIS;

· Cause changes or revisions in the CCP; and/or

· Provide new or additional information relevant to the assessment.


 [Should these or similar optional guidelines instead be in the NOA for draft CCP notice when we actually take comments?]
Our Adopted/Chosen/Selected (better word?) Alternative

After considering the comments we received, we have chosen management 

alternative [LETTER--corresponds with Alternatives laid out in the NOA for draft CCP]. [Describe the alternative again briefly.]

[OR:]

Our Adopted/Chosen/Selected (better word?) Alternative 

After considering the comments we received, we have chosen management 

alternative [LETTER--corresponds with Alternatives laid out in the NOA for draft CCP].

 [MODIFICATIONS/EXCEPTIONS, IF APPLICABLE],  with the following modification(s):   [EXAMPLES:]

· We have completed a Compatibility Determination (CD), which concludes that jogging is compatible with refuge purposes. However, we will initiate a study of the impacts of jogging on wildlife and evaluate the results to evaluate site-specific impacts to wildlife. In 5 years, we will review the CD and make any appropriate changes using the site-specific data.

· We modified our original hunting proposal based upon additional analysis of State mandated safety zones, our ability to effectively administer the hunt program, and to balance the needs of the different wildlife-dependent recreationists.

· We clarified that the waterfowl hunting areas along the Concord and Sudbury Rivers at Great Meadows and the Nashua River at Oxbow areas include the main stems of the rivers as well as adjacent wetlands and pools.

· We adjusted the proposed waterfowl hunting areas to remove areas near concentrations of houses, playing fields, and high numbers of additional users.

· We have not modified our decision to prohibit dog walking at Great Meadows and Oxbow NWRs and will not allow dog walking at Assabet River NWR.

    Dated: ________________________

___________________________

[Name]

[Title], [Region], [City, ST].

�FR cit for initiation notice


�ROD goes with EIS; FONSI goes with EA.


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  ��Is this right, or should  NWRSAA and Improvement Act together be referred to as Administration Act?


�What should I call it?


�Should these guidelines instead be in the NOA for draft CCP notice when we actually take comments?





