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Guidance Background

The Sikes Act was the guidance

INRMPs lacked consistency and
effectiveness

Integrated plans were required and
reports to Congress

First FWS guidance

INRMPs satisty critical habitat
designation requirement off ESA

New FWS guidance needed



Sikes Act
Challenges

> Managing workload

> Developing quality INRMPs

> Improving INRMP review timeliness
> Streamlining concurrence process



Addressing
Challenges

> Investigate creative funding

> Assist the military in INRMP review

> Participate in INRMP development teams
> Ensure concurrence procedure followed



The Three Criteria

. The INRMP provides a benefit to the
Species.

. The INRMP provides certainty that it will
be Implemented.

he INRMP provides assurances that the
conservation measures, in the plan will be
efrective.



Review
Process

¢ Service Process

Figure 2. Fish and

Installation informs Service (FO) of
intent to prepare or revise INRMP
30 days prior to doing so;
and requests Service participation

Installation informs Service (FO) of
intent to provide a draft INRMP
for review and coordination 60 days
prior to delivering document

The FO will provide written
acknowledgement of receipt of
draft INRMP within 15 days

The lead FO is responsible for sharing
draft INRMP with other programs or
offices to ensure complete programmatic
participation in INRMP review

The lead FO will provide comments,
or preliminary agreement, on the draft
INRMP within 60 days of receipt

Upon receipt of preliminary approval
by the FO, the installation will send
final draft INRMP to the Regional
Sikes Act Coordinator

The RO will acknowledge receipt

of the final draft INRMP within 15 days

The RO will provide comments or
final agreement on the INRMP within
60 days of receipt

The FO will
participate in the
development of INRMPs
as much as feasible
within time and
staff constraints

Indicate lead FO

Comments from all
offices and program
areas will be consolidated
into a single response
to the installation

Unless
installation requests
critical habitat
review
Unless ESA
consultation needed

If conflicts remain after extensive
efforts to resolve issues, RD will
make determination either to
withhold Service agreement
or provide agreement on plan with
recommendations or caveats;
Service should not withhold
agreement for concerns outside
our legal authorities




Review Process

> Inform FWS Field Office of intent.

> Provide draft to FWS Field Office.

> Field Office provides comments.

> Provide final draft to Regional Office.

> Regional Office provides comments

O concurrence. L UJ




> DoD guidance

> Resources for Integrated Natural Resources
Management Plan Implementation: A
Handbook for the Natural Resource
Manager, DoD 2002

> USEWS FEield Office staft



> Revised guidance
> Encourage partnerships
> Provide technical assistance



> National Sikes Act Coordinator

> Regional Office Coordinator.
> Field Office Staff
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