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ROLE OF COMPLIANCE AT THE DSC 

The role of the Denver Service Center is to execute the major planning, 
design, construct ion, and historic preservation programs of the National 
Park Service. Compliance with environmental and cultural resources 
legislation, executive orders, and special directives is required for 
v i r tua l ly every project undertaken. Each team executes its own 
compliance work, but the Legislative Compliance Division (LCD) monitors 
the DSC system for the manager to assure requirements have been met, 
maintains an ongoing t ra in ing program, provides a central compliance 
l ibrary as a major resource for other DSC staff , and provides staff 
assistance in unusually complex cases. 

This information/orientation booklet is designed to provide an introduction 
to the interpretat ion and application of environmental ( including historic 
preservation) legislation, regulations, and policy. Timely and thorough 
compliance work contributes to expeditious contract award and good 
relationships with regional offices and parks as well as being a good 
internal quali ty check for team members. 

WHEN COMPLIANCE IS REQUIRED 

As part of the planning process, planning and design team members are 
responsible for schedul ing, considering, and documenting the 
consideration of all laws, executive orders, and NPS policies that apply to 
their work. Legislation is congressionally in i t iated; executive orders are 
presidential guidelines that must be followed; special directives are 
internal policies. Usually the LCD provides only an oversight and review 
role, thus individual team members must be familiar with compliance 
requirements. 

Following are narrat ive descriptions of the major laws, orders, and 
policies requir ing compliance. Each description is accompanied by 
references to be used in actually preparing compliance material; i t is 
important to closely study these, including defini t ions, since there are 
often f ine distinctions in word use or application. 

A comprehensive "Legislative Compliance Log," reprinted at the end of 
the booklet, is to be used for each project. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), passed by Congress in 
1969 and signed into law by Richard Nixon in 1970, was the f i r s t major 
environmental law enacted in the 70s. 
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Summary 

NEPA is generally characterized as having three major components. 

F i rs t , it declares a national policy for the environment: NEPA isn't the 
"National Environmental Protection Ac t , " but rather a "pol icy" act. This 
emphasis on sett ing wide-ranging policies toward the environment is 
clearly stated when it is stressed that the policy of the government is to 
endeavor 

to fu l f i l l the responsibilit ies of each generation as a trustee of 
the environment for succeeding generations; to assure for all 
Americans safe, heal thful , productive and esthetically and 
cul tural ly pleasing surroundings; attain the widest range of 
beneficial uses of the environment without degradation, r isk to 
health or safety, or other undesirable and unintended 
consequences; preserve important histor ic, cultural and natural 
aspects of our national heritage, and maintain, wherever 
possible, an environment which supports d ivers i ty and variety 
of individual choice; achieve a balance between population and 
resource use which will permit high standards of l iv ing and a 
wide sharing of life's amenities; and enhance the quality of 
renewable resources and approach the maximum attainable 
recycling of depletable resources. (Section 101(b)) 

NEPA's second major component is the establishment of the environmental 
impact statement process ((section 102(2)(c)) . This is generally referred 
to as the "action forcing mechanism" of the act; i t requires federal 
agencies to prepare a detailed analysis of the environmental consequences 
of every major proposal, circulate i t , and consider the analysis and public 
comments in its decision making. The agencies must forecast and 
consider the environmental consequences of the proposed action before 
making a decision . . . look before they leap. They must also involve 
outside groups and the general public in decision making. This section is 
the primary vehicle for implementing the general policies in the act by 
forcing art iculation of environmental implications of major federal proposals 
and forcing assessment of them in l ight of policies. Some say this 
process endeavors to make government decision making more rational 
and/or allows citizens to alert the government agencies to factors which 
hadn't been considered, either result ing in beneficial changes in the 
administrative process. Others have objected to the time and expense it 
has imposed on project accomplishment. 

The th i rd and final component of NEPA is the establishment of the Council 
on Environmental Quality (CEQ). The council retains general oversight 
on the EIS process and assists in the preparation of the yearly report on 
environmental qual i ty . The activit ies of CEQ have varied dur ing its f i r s t 
decade. During the early 70s, the CEQ campaigned on some significant 
environmental legislative proposals and opposed several projects, including 
the Tock's Island Dam, on environmental grounds. During the final 
year's of the Nixon administration and dur ing the entire Ford 
administrat ion, the council refrained from assuming an activist position. 
President Carter 's Office of Management and Budget recommended that the 
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CEQ be abolished, however its supporters prevailed and the agency 
surv ived. 

History 

Before passage of NEPA, similar legislation had been under consideration 
for years. As early as 1959, bil ls were introducted which would have 
addressed environmental qual i ty , the impact of the federal government on 
the environment, and the need for the government to consider 
environmental amenities in its decision making process. 

Two reports issued in the summer of 1968 marked the beginning of NEPA 
as i t was f inal ly passed. One examined the relationship between the 
objective of environmental qual i ty and the management st ructure of the 
federal government; it concluded that environmental responsibilities were 
dispersed among as many as nine di f ferent agencies. In the words of 
that repor t , "Exist ing inst i tut ions can do the job if they operate (1) 
under a coherent national policy for the environment, and (2) with 
expanded understanding of ecological facts and processes." The second 
1968 repor t , and the most direct ancestor of NEPA, was prepared by 
Indiana Universi ty professor Lynton Caldwell for the Senate Interior and 
Insular Affairs Committee. It described a wide range of considerations 
and issues which would underlie any attempt to formulate a national 
environmental policy; most importantly, i t defined environmental policy in 
terms of the total human environment—not merely in terms of biological 
systems or historic preservation or aesthetics of any sort. Caldwell 
stressed that although national environmental policy would necessarily be 
concerned with natural resources conservation issues, all environmental 
needs of man—ethical, physical and intel lectual, and economic—must be 
taken into account. 

An environmental policy bill was drafted and introduced into both houses 
of Congress. The Senate bill passed unanimously, the companion bill 
passed in the House with few dissenting votes. A conference committee 
inserted the action-forcing provisions of 102(2)(c). Congress passed the 
bil l as modified in conference and it was signed by President Nixon on 
January 1 , 1970. 

As wr i t ten , NEPA is fa i r ly broad. It has been called a statesman's, 
rather than a lawyer's, law. This is not surpr is ing in view of its intent: 
to establish a policy cut t ing across agency lines. Despite ambiguities, 
NEPA is fa i r ly coherent; its various elements were intended to reinforce 
one another in achieving policy goals. Although intended to be a policy 
law rather than a procedural law, it does incorporate action-forcing 
procedures. 

NEPA's basic policy change str ives to promote better decisions due to the 
preparation of environmental statements. This is sort of a "sl ippery 
road" theory: if a dr iver knows there is a sl ippery road ahead, s/he will 
change dr iv ing habits. Similarly, an environmental impact statement or 
assessment is intended to alert agencies to environmental dangers so they 
can plan appropriately. 
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From the agency perspective, the procedures were most important 
because they required acton and were easier to implement than a 
philosophical policy d i rect ive. 

Signif icant Court Cases and Interpretations 

The d i f f icu l ty with NEPA has been that some directives were not clear. 
For instance, the courts have been asked to determine what is 
appropriate consideration of environmental impact, what is a major federal 
action, what is the human environment, and what are appropriate 
alternatives. A series of court cases and issuance of governmentwide 
CEQ regulations now make it easier to say what actions are required 
under NEPA. 

Until about 1978, some judges, especially in the Distr ict of Columbia 
Court of Appeals, ruled that NEPA protected the environment. Within the 
last few years, however, the Supreme Court , which had dealt with few 
NEPA cases, wrote two decisions that indicate a more tradit ional view of 
administrative law may be taken when applying NEPA. The f i r s t was the 
Stryker 's Bay Neighborhood Council case, and the second, more important 
one, was Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corporation vs . NRDC. In the 
lat ter, the Supreme Court said that "once an agency has made a decision 
subject to NEPA procedural requirements, the only role for a court is to 
insure that the agency has considered environmental consequences. It 
cannot interject itself within the area of discretion of the executive as to 
the choice of act ion." Thus a court will not substitute its decision 
making for an administrator's unless the environmental document is faulty 
or the Record of Decision shows the administrator was a rb i t ra ry , 
capricious, or abused his discretion by fai l ing to adequately weigh the 
information established by the environmental process. In cases where one 
alternative would result in more environmental damage than another 
decision of equal merit, this forces an administrator who chooses the more 
damaging alternative to adequately and satisfactorily enunciate the 
decisive reasons. Thus the transit ion the courts seem to be making is 
from interpret ing NEPA as an environmental protection policy to 
interpret ing NEPA as procedural policy that forces administrators to 
enunciate the reasons for their actions and, theoretical ly, to make better 
decisions. 

CEQ Regulations 

CEQ was established to guide the application of NEPA. The council's 
f i r s t real ef for t that affected the Park Service was the establishment of 
guidelines for preparing environmental impact statements. Following that , 
November 1978 regulations changed the required format of Environmental 
Impact Statements (EIS) and required that environmental considerations be 
incorporated in the planning and decision making process. Copies of the 
CEQ regulations are available from the LCD off ice; those not familiar with 
the regulations should obtain copies exactly as pr inted in the Federal 
Register because the introductory section discusses the reasons behind 
certain requirements. This helps in interpret ing what has to be done 
under the specific regulations as they apply to Park Service planning and 
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compliance. Another beneficial information a id , called "40 Questions" and 
published by CEQ in the Federal Register, responds to the 40 most asked 
questions about the CEQ regulat ions; it too is available in the LCD off ice. 

CEQ requires that each agency promulgate its own guidance to employees. 
This guidance is provided to the NPS in Part 516 of the "Departmental 
Manual." Part 516 is quite general since i t is speaking to several 
bureaus, but its appendix 7 is reserved specifically for the National Park 
Service; it is necessary to use both in compliance work. Both part 516 
and appendix 7 contain "categorical exclusions" describing projects on 
which environmental documents are not requi red, and part 516 contains 
exceptions to these exclusions. Appendix 7 is being revised to reflect 
the additional types of actions inherited from HCRS that may be excluded. 
The Service is current ly developing NPS-12, "Guidelines for 
Environmental Compliance," which will include and expand these two 
documents. 

NEPA is an umbrella. The CEQ regulations stipulate that the NPS is to 
comply with applicable environmental statutes and orders "insofar as 
possible" at the same time that it complies with NEPA. Then they define 
"insofar as possible" as being " i f there isn't a law or regulation that 
prevents you from doing so." Thus , the NPS must comply with other 
statutes and orders while completing NEPA homework; consequently a 
NEPA analysis of alternatives and impacts considers such things as 
endangered species, f loodplains, wetlands, clean a i r , clean water, the 
National Historic Preservation Act and all other statues and orders on the 
compliance checklist. I t is not suff icient to promise in our documents 
that we will comply or to simply state that we are m compliance; the 
document must give the evidence of compliance. 

NEPA requirements are relatively s t ra ight forward. If compliance for a 
project has been adequately covered as part of a more comprehensive 
plan, this should be documented in the 10-238 or task direct ive, and no 
fu r the r action is required unless new information on such things as 
cultural resources or endangered species invalidate the previous analysis. 
If the environmental analysis has not been adequate or if there is no 
covering environmental document, 516 DM and appendix 7 should be 
consulted to see if the project is listed as a categorical exclusion; it must 
be l is ted, not simply similar to the actions l isted, to qualify as an 
exclusion. Then tu rn to 516 DM 2.3A(3) to see if the exclusion contains 
elements which are exceptions, thus requir ing at least an environmental 
assessment. If the project is a categorical exclusion and not on the 
excepted l is t , documention of that fact in the project files completes 
compliance. If not, either an environmental assessment or environmental 
impact statement must be prepared. 

An environmental assessment (EA) is the f i r s t level of work done on most 
projects. It is not the thorough analysis of all impacts that is found in 
an EIS; rather , an EA looks only at the major impacts of the action to see 
if they are signif icant enough to require an EIS. In "40 Questions," CEQ 
suggests that 10-15 pages of analysis should be suff icient to analyze the 
impacts of a proposed action and its alternatives: if not, the more lengthy 
analytical EIS is probably needed. Consequences that are not useful in 
determining if an EIS is needed but which are crit ical to the selection of 
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one alternative over another should be woven r ight into the description of 
the alternat ive. For example, the energy savings of locating on a 
south-facing slope are hardly significant enough to warrant discussion 
under impacts but may be crit ical to the selection of one alternative over 
another. 

If a project is considered major and significant or highly controversial, an 
EIS will be needed. Some agencies have prepared lists to determine 
significance; if the project contains two or three elements on the list then 
an EIS is automatically done. In the NPS, the EA simply states the 
magnitude of the impacts and the decision maker, usually the regional 
d i rector , decides whether the project is a major federal action causing 
signif icant changes in the human environment and needs an EIS. 
Assessment of controversial i ty of impacts has changed since NEPA 
passage: the original intent was to determine if professionals in the 
appropriate discipline disagreed over the type or degree of impact, but 
now, strong and divided public opinion can be grounds to define a 
project as controversial . Again, this is a matter of judgement by the 
decision maker. 

A regional review of any environmental document is required. These 
reviews ensure that a reasonable range of alternatives has been presented 
and that the depth of environmental analysis is sufficient for making wise 
decisions. Final determination of the adequacy of environmental 
documentation for a project is handled by an environmental compliance 
officer ( t i t le var ies) , who forwards his recommendation to the regional 
d i rector. 

References for NEPA Compliance 

"40 Most-Asked Questions" 
CEQ Regulations 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508 
NPS-12, "Guidelines for Compliance with the National Environmental Policy 

Act" 
Departmental Manual: Part 516 and appendix 7 

OTHER NATURAL RESOURCES-RELATED LEGISLATION 

This section provides an overview of legislation, executive orders, and 
special directives related to NEPA and their effects on National Park 
Service operations. Those with minimal application will be described 
br ief ly while others with extensive compliance requirements will be treated 
in more detai l . 

Clean Air Act 

The Clean Air Act prevents the NPS (and industr ies) from taking actions 
that would degrade ambient air qual i ty . Section 118 requires us to 
conform to all federal , state, and local air pollution control requirements. 
The 10-238 for any proposed new construction or development project 
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must identi fy and take into account the need for compliance with section 
118 of the Clean Air Act , and the environmental document must describe 
that compliance. In any case of a violation or a potential violation in an 
NPS area, the regional air coordinator should be notified and appropriate 
action taken. 

NPS Special Directive 79-7, "A i r Quality Policy and Procedures and 
Responsibil it ies," may affect DSC programs. It directs the NPS to 
monitor air sheds and air qual i ty-related values of certain parks, 
monuments, and wilderness areas. Air quali ty values are defined as 
v is ib i l i ty itself and those scenic, cu l tu ra l , biological, and recreational 
resources of an area that are affected by , or dependent upon, air 
qual i ty . 

For instructions on compliance, see NPS Special Directive 79-7, "A i r 
Quality Policy and Procedures and Responsibil it ies." 

Water Quality Laws 

Responsibilities under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act/Clean Water 
Act are outlined in a Memorandum of Understanding among the Department 
of In ter ior , the National Park Service, and the Environmental Protection 
Agency. Every fiscal year a work plan is established to implement the 
MOU; the most recent one is dated February 10, 1981. It states that 
"where violations of State water quali ty standards exist in units of the 
Park Service, superintendents have to make certain that action is init iated 
to correct the violations as soon as possible." As with the Clean Air 
Act , the NPS must comply with state, regional and local planning under 
this law. 

Management of solid waste under the Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act of 1976 is outlined in Staff Directive 76-20 (revised March 13, 1981). 
The act covers disposal of all types of solid wastes—garbage, refuse, 
sludge. Its main application relates to state, local, and regional solid 
waste disposal plans, and, thus , has implications concerning disposal of 
solid waste on Park Service proper ty . 

Two acts apply to projects that impact navigable waters or their 
t r ibutar ies (defined in 33 CFR 322 and several court interpretat ions). 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 USC 403), which 
deals with the Army Corps of Engineers permit for structures in or work 
affecting navigable waters, applies to any attempt to direct ly place any 
obstruction into a navigable body of water. Section 404 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act and its regulations (33 CFR 323) 
require permits for discharging or put t ing f i l l into a body of water that 
is , or could be, a t r i bu ta ry to a navigable waterway. 

For instructions on compliance, see "NPS Workplans for Implementation of 
November 1 , 1978 Memorandum of Understanding Between the National 
Park Service and Environmental Protection Agency." 
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Staff Drective 76-9, "Water Supply Systems" 
Staff Directive 76-20, "Solid Waste Management" 
33 CFR 322 et. seq. regarding sections 10 and 404 permits 

Coastal Zone Management 

The Coastal Zone Management Act directs agencies to be informed about a 
state's Coastal Zone Management Plan and show that federal actions will 
not prevent the state from accomplishing its goals. The NPS has to be in 
conformity with the approved state plan, and must notify the appropriate 
state CZM board and allow it to comment pr ior to init iat ing actions which 
may affect the coastal zone. 

For instructions on compliance see 15 CFR 930-30. 

Floodplains and Wetlands 

Floodplains and wetlands are regulated by executive orders 11988 and 
11990. The Water Resources Council (WRC) and the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) have issued guidelines to implement them and 
the "Departmental Manual" gives additional guidance by saying that WRC 
and FEMA directives will be followed except where they interfere w i th , or 
are contrary to , DOI guidelines and regulations. The NPS has published 
final procedures (45 Fed. Reg. 35916) that augment all of these other 
guidelines but do not repeat them. 

The executive order directs the Park Service to avoid locating projects in 
a floodplain or a wetland whenever possible. If this is impossible, then 
flash flood and coastal hazard zones and the threat of a mudslide must be 
avoided and some mitigating steps must be taken to protect people and 
resources. 

Refer to National Park Service Procedures for Floodplain and Wetlands 
Management 45 Fed. Reg. 35916, for information on compliance 
procedures. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

If endangered or threatened species could be affected by a project, 
section 7 compliance procedures described in the Endangered Species Act 
must be accomplished. Before init iat ing the formal process, the NPS 
normally makes informal contact with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 
to f ind out if there is t r u l y a "may affect" si tuation. If the FWS and 
NPS agree, based on a simple biological assessment, that the proposed 
action won't affect threatened or endangered species, fu r ther resort to 
the formal process is not necessary. Proposed species must be treated as 
if they were off icial ly l isted. Note that the law reads "may affect" rather 
than "adversely or beneficially af fect ." So the environmental document on 
a clear project it should state that there will be "no effect" rather than 
"no adverse effect" to satisfy the law. 

8 



Refer to 50 CFR 402 for instructions on compliance procedures. 

Other 

The Wild and Scenic Rivers, National Trai ls System, and Wilderness acts 
require the NPS to study wilderness, wild and scenic r i vers , and trai ls 
for addition to the three systems. A study result ing in a recommendation 
to Congress for legislation requires a ful l EIS. Occasionally small areas 
may be covered by EA's with permission from the Office of Environmental 
Quality in Washington. 

Compliance instructions on these laws are found i n : 

Staff Directive 76-14, "Wilderness Studies" 
Interagency Consultation to Avoid or Mitigate Adverse Effects on Rivers 
in the Nationwide Inventory, 45 Fed. Reg. 59189. 

ACTS APPLYING TO THE CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT 

The 1969 National Environmental Policy Act , described in the preceding 
chapter, includes cultural resources as a part of the environment. This 
inclusion is strengthened fu r ther by the implementing CEQ guidelines 
integrat ing the National Historic Preservation Act and Executive Order 
11593 (see below) into the NEPA process. Thus several cultural 
resources-related acts must be taken into account in every project. 

Although several historic properties were set aside for preservation early 
in the nation's h is tory , such as Ford's Theater in 1866, Casa Grande in 
1889, and a number of the mil i tary battlefields and cemeteries in the 
1890s, the f i r s t far-reaching legislation is the Antiquit ies Act of 1906. 
The Antiquit ies Act gives the President the power to set aside lands and 
monuments of scientif ic and historic interest; sets up a mechanism of 
permits for scientific research on federal lands; and establishes penalties 
for unauthorized explorat ion, appropr iat ion, or destruction of 
archeological resources on those lands. 

The National Park Service Organic Act of 1916 gives the NPS 
responsibi l i ty for preservation of historic properties owned by the 
government, except for mil i tary cemeteries which came into the Park 
Service in 1933 by executive order . 

The 1935 Historic Sites Act makes preservation of historic properties the 
policy of the federal government. It sets up the Historic American 
Building Survey (now under NPS jur id ic t ion) to record historic buildings 
and archeological properties for preservation purposes. It also sets up a 
system of National Historic Landmarks, which are properties of national 
(as opposed to state or local) significance. 

The 1949 National T rus t Act establishes the National T rus t for Historic 
Preservation as a nonprof i t , charitable, and educational corporation. Its 
purpose is to accept or buy properties of national significance for 

9 



interpretat ion to the publ ic. This act does not affect NPS projects but is 
important to the preservation movement. 

In 1960 Congress enacted the "Reservoir Salvage Ac t , " which requires 
federal or federally licensed reservoir or dam projects to have 
archeological and historical inventories completed pr ior to the loss of 
those resources. Compliance procedures are in 43 CFR 422 and 33 CFR 
305. 

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 initiated a broader program 
of historic preservation for the country . It expanded the concept of the 
National Landmark Program into the National Register of Historic Places to 
include sites of state and local, as well as national, significance. All 
national landmarks, and all historic units of the National Park System, are 
automatically listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The act 
also established the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation to advise 
the President and the Congress regarding historic preservation. Most 
important to the NPS is section 106 of this act, which requires that 
Service take into account how a project may affect a National Register 
property and afford the Advisory Council an opportuni ty to review its 
analysis and comment on i t . A 1976 amendment expanded the properties 
covered to include those eligible to be included on the National Register 
as well as those already included. 1980 amendments to the act expanded 
the roles of the federal, state, local, and private sectors and provided 
important new mandates for federal land managers in the area of historic 
preservat ion. Section 106, 36 CFR 800, and NPS-28 "Guideline for 
Cultural Resources Management" should be consulted for compliance 
instruct ions. 

In 1971 President Nixon signed Executive Order 11593 requir ing an 
inventory of all archeological and historic resources on federal lands so 
that the properties on or eligible for the National Register are not 
inadvertently lost or destroyed due to government action. The ful l 
significance of this act to federal agencies was not fu l ly realized when the 
order was signed: it was thought that agencies could use previously 
recorded lists of historic properties under their jur isdict ion to meet this 
obligation. However, those exist ing lists were generally incomplete and 
fu l l archeological and historical surveys have been needed to insure that 
historic properties are ident i f ied, evaluated, and adequately considered in 
the project planning process. The text of the executive order includes 
instructions for compliance. 

In 1978 Congress passed the American Indian Religious Freedom Act, 
which reaffirms the First Amendment r ights of Native Americans. It 
directs federal agencies to evaluate their policies and procedures in 
consultation with Native American tradit ional religious leaders so that 
Native American religious r ights and practices are protected and 
preserved. NPS guidelines for this act are in Special Directive 78-1. 

The Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 is wri t ten to help 
government agencies protect archeological resources by augmenting the 
Antiquit ies Act , which is d i f f icu l t to enforce because i t lacks specif ici ty. 
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This 1979 act defines archeological resources, designates a system of 
permits for excavation on federal propert ies, and establishes civi l and 
criminal penalties for illegal disturbance of archeological resources. Final 
guidelines are pending; check with the LCD for current procedures for 
compliance. 
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DENVER SERVICE CENTER — LEGISLATIVE COMPLIANCE LOG 

Date 

Park Region 

Developed Area Package No. Project Type 

Project Tit le 

Description Account No. 

Project Manager Phone No. 

Remarks 

Statutes, executive orders , regulat ions, and policies may impose compliance 
requirements for all DSC planning, des ign, historic preservat ion, or construction 
projects. Such applicable regulatory material includes but is not limited to the 
fol lowing. All items must be init iated and checked as either complete or not 
required by each team's designated environmental or cul tural resources compliance 
specialists. Legislation which may be cr i t ical for part icular projects will be 
identif ied on the form by either the team specialists or project manager. 
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A . PLANNING 
• General Management ( o r Mas te r ) Plan (Date app roved ) 
[ • D e v e l o p m e n t Concept Plan (Date a p p r o v e d ) 
• O the r : 

( T i t l e ) 

• ) Project not in a p p r o v e d plan 
[ • P r o j e c t in a p p r o v e d p lan 

( T i t l e ) 
Date of EA o r FEIS on a p p r o v e d p lan 

O t h e r : 

(Date a p p r o v e d ) 

( e . g . , w i l d e r n e s s ) 
COMMENTS: 

Surname Date 

B . NAT IONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT 

• Categor ica l Exc lus ion 
C i ta t ion to NPS/DOI NEPA regu la t i ons 
es tab l i sh ing t h i s act ion as a ca tegor ica l 
exc lus ion and reasons t h e r e f o r : 

Compliance Completed 
Surname Date 

Documented i n : 
• Env i ronmenta l Assessment 

(Da te i ssued) 
• F ind ing of No S ign i f i canc t Impact 

(Da te issued) 
• Notice of I n ten t 

(Date a p p r o v e d ) -

(Da te p u b l i s h e d ) 
• D ra f t Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement 

( • F i n a l Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement 
(Date a p p r o v e d ) 

• Record of Decis ion 
(Date pub l i shed o r made avai lable to p u b l i c ) 

• Prime o r Un ique Farmlands in Pro ject Area 

COMMENTS: 



Compliance Completed 
Surname Date 

C. ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT AND RELATED LAWS 
( • B i o l o g i c a l assessment not r e q u i r e d 

• N o species i n area 
• N o t s i g n i f i c a n t Federal act ion in t e rms of 

Endangered Species Ac t 
( • B i o l o g i c a l assessment 

• N E P A document (Date a p p r o v e d ) 
• S e p a r a t e document (Date a p p r o v e d ) 
• N o e f fec t 
(ZjMay a f fec t ( f o rma l consu l ta t ion r e q u i r e d ) 

• Benef ic ia l • A d v e r s e 
Formal consu l ta t ion completed ( D a t e ) 

( • S p e c i e s l i s t rechecked f o r new en t r i e s p r i o r to 
c o n s t r u c t i o n 

COMMENTS: 

Requ i red 
Yes No Unce r ta in 
• • • 

• • • 
• • • 
• • • 
• • • 
• • • 

F ish and Wi ld l i fe Coo rd ina t i on Ac t 
as amended 

Mar ine Mammal Pro tec t ion Ac t 
Execu t i ve O rde r 11987: Exot ic Organ isms 
Execu t i ve O rde r 11870: Env i ronmenta l 

Sa feguards on A c t i v i t i e s f o r Animal 
Damage Cont ro l on Federal Lands 

D. FLOODPLAINS AND WETLANDS 
[ • E x e c u t i v e O r d e r 11988: F loodpla in Management 
( • E x e c u t i v e O r d e r 11990: Wetlands Management 

• N o act ions in we t l ands , 100-year f l o o d p l a i n , 
500-year f loodp la in f o r " c r i t i c a l " ac t i ons , or 
in " n i g h h a z a r d " areas 

• A c t i o n is located in 
• wet lands 
• 100-year f loodp la in 
• 500-year f loodp la in and is a " c r i t i c a l " 

act ion 
• Excepted ac t ion 
• A l t e r n a t i v e s cons idered 
• S t a t e m e n t of f i n d i n g s (Date a p p r o v e d ) 
• C o m p l i a n c e completed 

( • C o r p s of Eng ineers Permits (Sec . 10, 404, e t c . ) 
• A p p l i c a t i o n Made (Da te ) Permi t G ran ted (Da te ) 

COMMENTS: 



E. NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT 
• Cultural Resources Identification 

• SHPO consulted (Date) __^ 
• Archeological survey (Date) 
• Archeological clearance (Date) 
• Archi tectural survey (Date) 
• LCS st ructures [TJYes • No 
• Other Historic Properties • Yes • No 
• Register proper ty • Yes • No 

• Programmatic Memorandum of Agreement 
Program, Ac t i v i t y , or Planning Document Covered (T i t le 

and Date) 
• Scoping in accordance with Staff Directive 80-3 and NPS-28 

ACHP SHPO 
(Date Notif ied) (Date Notif ied) 

• Concurrence Letters (ACHP Date: ) (SHPO Date: ) 
I I Stipulations: 

• Assessment of Effects on Cultural Resources (XXX form) 
approved (Date) 

• Separate 106 compliance required on action or implementation 
• Assessment of Effects on Cultural Resources (XXX form) 

approved (Date) 
• No effect 

SHPO concurrence (Date) 
I I No adverse effect 

SHPO concurrence (Date) 
ACHP concurrence (Date) 

I I Adverse effect 
Memorandum of Agreement 

(Date rat i f ied by ACHP Chairman) 

Surname Date 
F. AMERICAN INDIAN RELIGIOUS FREEDOM ACT " ~ 

• Contact regional office 

(Date and name of region official contacted) 

I I Sites in project area 
• Consultation 
• No sites in project area 



G. LAND, AIR AND WATER LAWS 
Required Compliance Completed 

Yes No Uncer ta in Surname Date 

• • • Clean Air Act as amended 

• D • Clean Water Act 

• • • Coasta l Zone Management A c t of 1972 

• • • E s t u a r y Pro tec t ion Ac t 

I I I I • Mar ine P r o t e c t i o n , Research and 

Sanc tuar ies Ac t of 1972 

CD • • Safe D r i n k i n g Water Act 

I l I I CD Un i f o rm Relocat ion Ass is tance and Real 
P r o p e r t y A c q u i s i t i o n Policies Ac t of 1970 

• CD CD Water Resources P lann ing A c t of 1965 
and Water Resources Counc i l ' s Pr inc ip les 
and S tanda rds 

• CD • Execu t i ve O r d e r 11989 and 11644: 

O f f r o a d Vehic les on Publ ic Lands 

CD CD • The Wi lderness Ac t 

CD CD • Wild and Scenic R ive rs Ac t 

CD CD CD Nat ional T r a i l s System Act , 

CD CD CD I n t e r a g e n c y Consu l ta t ion to Avo id or 
M i t i ga te A d v e r s e Ef fects on R ive rs in 
the Nat ionwide I n v e n t o r y 

• CD • Execu t i ve O r d e r 12088: Federal Com-
p l iance w i t h Po l lu t ion C o n t r o l S tanda rds 

CD CD CD Federal Env i ronmenta l Pest ic ide Cont ro l 

Act o f 1972 

CD CD • Noise Con t ro l Ac t of 1972 as amended 

CD CD CD Resources Conserva t ion and Recovery 
Ac t o f 1976 

CD CD LTD E n e r g y S u p p l y and Env i ronmenta l 
Coo rd ina t i on Ac t of 1974 

• CD • Execu t i ve O r d e r 12003: Energy Policy 
and Conse rva t i on 

CD • • Execu t i ve O r d e r 11991: Pro tec t ion and 
Enhancement of Env i ronmenta l Qua l i t y 



H. NAT IONAL PARK SERVICE 
Requ i red Compliance Completed 

Yes No Uncer ta in Surname Date 

• • • Concessions Pol icy Ac t of 1965 

I I I I I I Nat ional Park Serv i ce Organ ic Ac t 

I I I I I I Speci f ic Park Enab l ing Legis la t ion 

I I CZ3 Cm An Ac t to Improve the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
of t h e Nat ional Pa rk System 

I I • I I General A u t h o r i t i e s Ac t of 1970 

as amended 

I I L_7J • National Park System Min ing A c t i v i t y 

I I • • Land and Water Conserva t ion Fund Ac t 
of 1965 

COMMENTS: 

I . OTHER 
Requ i red 

Yes No Uncer ta in 
| I | I | | Depar tment of T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Ac t of 

1966 

I I CD tlTJ A i r p o r t and A i r w a y Development Ac t 
of 1970 

I 1 I I I I I n t e rgove rnmen ta l Coord ina t ion Ac t 
of 1968 

• • • OMB C i r c u l a r A - 9 5 : Eva lua t i on , 
Review and Coord ina t ion of Federal 
and Federa l ly Ass is ted Projects 

I I I I | | Payment in Lieu of Taxes Ac t 

I I Cm [17J Freedom of In fo rmat ion Ac t 

• • • OMB C i r c u l a r A - 1 8 : Policies on 
C o n s t r u c t i o n of Family Hous ing 

r~| I I I I A r c h i t e c t u r a l B a r r i e r s Ac t of 1968 
and Rehab i l i t a t ion Ac t of 1973 

COMMENTS: 




