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In this appendix:

Haying

Construction of New Small Parking Lots

Cooperative Farming for Habitat Restoration Purposes
Prescribed Grazing

Scientific Studies and Research Projects by Third Parties
Tree Harvest — Wood Cutting
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Appendix H: Appropriate Use Determinations

Finding of Appropriateness of a Refuge Use
Refuge Name: Hamden Slough National Wildlife Refuge
Use: Haying

This form is not required for wildlife-dependent recreational uses, take regulated by the State, or uses already
described in a refuge CCP or step-down management plan approved after October 9, 1997.

Decision Criteria: YES NO
(@) Do we have jurisdiction over the use? X
(b) Does the use comply with applicable laws and regulations (Federal, State, tribal, and X

local)?
(c) Is the use consistent with applicable Executive Orders and Department and Service X
policies?
(d) Is the use consistent with public safety? X
(e) Is the use consistent with goals and objectives in an approved management plan or other X
document?
(f) Has an earlier documented analysis not denied the use or is this the first time the use has X
been proposed?
(g) Is the use manageable within available budget and staff? X
(h) Will this be manageable in the future within existing resources? X
(i) Does the use contribute to the public’s understanding and appreciation of the refuge’s
natural or cultural resources, or is the use beneficial to the refuge’s natural or cultural X
resources?
(i) Can the use be accommodated without impairing existing wildlife-dependent recreational
uses or reducing the potential to provide quality (see section 1.6D. for description), X
compatible, wildlife-dependent recreation into the future?

Where we do not have jurisdiction over the use (“no” to (a)), there is no need to evaluate it further as we cannot
control the use. Uses that are illegal, inconsistent with existing policy, or unsafe (“no” to (b), (c), or (d)) may not
be found appropriate. If the answer is “no” to any of the other questions above, we will generally not allow the
use.

If indicated, the refuge manager has consulted with State fish and wildlife agencies. Yes No _ X

When the refuge manager finds the use appropriate based on sound professional judgment, the refuge manager
must justify the use in writing on an attached sheet and obtain the refuge supervisor's concurrence.

Based on an overall assessment of these factors, my summary conclusion is that the proposed use is:
Not Appropriate Appropriate __ X

Refuge Manager: /Ryan R. Frohling/ Date: 10/1/12

If found to be Not Appropriate, the refuge supervisor does not need to sign concurrence if the use is a new use.
If an existing use is found Not Appropriate outside the CCP process, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.
If found to be Appropriate, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.

Refuge Supervisor: /Richard T. Speer (Acting)/ Date: 10/5/12

A Compatibility Determination is required before the use may be allowed.
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Appendix H: Appropriate Use Determinations

Finding of Appropriateness of a Refuge Use
Refuge Name: Hamden Slough National Wildlife Refuge
Use: Construction of New Small Parking Lots

This form is not required for wildlife-dependent recreational uses, take regulated by the State, or uses already
described in a refuge CCP or step-down management plan approved after October 9, 1997.

Decision Criteria: YES NO
(@) Do we have jurisdiction over the use? X
(b) Does the use comply with applicable laws and regulations (Federal, State, tribal, and X

local)?
(c) Is the use consistent with applicable Executive Orders and Department and Service X
policies?
(d) Is the use consistent with public safety? X
(e) Is the use consistent with goals and objectives in an approved management plan or other X
document?
(f) Has an earlier documented analysis not denied the use or is this the first time the use has X
been proposed?
(g) Is the use manageable within available budget and staff? X
(h) Will this be manageable in the future within existing resources? X
(i) Does the use contribute to the public’s understanding and appreciation of the refuge’s
natural or cultural resources, or is the use beneficial to the refuge’s natural or cultural X
resources?
(i) Can the use be accommodated without impairing existing wildlife-dependent recreational
uses or reducing the potential to provide quality (see section 1.6D. for description), X
compatible, wildlife-dependent recreation into the future?

Where we do not have jurisdiction over the use (“no” to (a)), there is no need to evaluate it further as we cannot
control the use. Uses that are illegal, inconsistent with existing policy, or unsafe (“no” to (b), (c), or (d)) may not

be found appropriate. If the answer is “no” to any of the other questions above, we will generally not allow the

use.

If indicated, the refuge manager has consulted with State fish and wildlife agencies. Yes No _ X

When the refuge manager finds the use appropriate based on sound professional judgment, the refuge manager
must justify the use in writing on an attached sheet and obtain the refuge supervisor's concurrence.

Based on an overall assessment of these factors, my summary conclusion is that the proposed use is:
Not Appropriate Appropriate __ X

Refuge Manager: /Ryan R. Frohling/ Date: 10/1/12

If found to be Not Appropriate, the refuge supervisor does not need to sign concurrence if the use is a new use.
If an existing use is found Not Appropriate outside the CCP process, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.
If found to be Appropriate, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.

Refuge Supervisor: /Richard T. Speer (Acting)/ Date: 10/5/12

A Compatibility Determination is required before the use may be allowed.
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Appendix H: Appropriate Use Determinations

Finding of Appropriateness of a Refuge Use
Refuge Name: Hamden Slough National Wildlife Refuge
Use: Cooperative Farming for Habitat Restoration Purposes

This form is not required for wildlife-dependent recreational uses, take regulated by the State, or uses already
described in a refuge CCP or step-down management plan approved after October 9, 1997.

Decision Criteria: YES NO
(@) Do we have jurisdiction over the use? X
(b) Does the use comply with applicable laws and regulations (Federal, State, tribal, and X

local)?
(c) Is the use consistent with applicable Executive Orders and Department and Service X
policies?
(d) Is the use consistent with public safety? X
(e) Is the use consistent with goals and objectives in an approved management plan or other X
document?
(f) Has an earlier documented analysis not denied the use or is this the first time the use has X
been proposed?
(g) Is the use manageable within available budget and staff? X
(h) Will this be manageable in the future within existing resources? X
(i) Does the use contribute to the public’s understanding and appreciation of the refuge’s
natural or cultural resources, or is the use beneficial to the refuge’s natural or cultural X
resources?
(i) Can the use be accommodated without impairing existing wildlife-dependent recreational
uses or reducing the potential to provide quality (see section 1.6D. for description), X
compatible, wildlife-dependent recreation into the future?

Where we do not have jurisdiction over the use (“no” to (a)), there is no need to evaluate it further as we cannot
control the use. Uses that are illegal, inconsistent with existing policy, or unsafe (“no” to (b), (c), or (d)) may not
be found appropriate. If the answer is “no” to any of the other questions above, we will generally not allow the
use.

If indicated, the refuge manager has consulted with State fish and wildlife agencies. Yes _ X No

When the refuge manager finds the use appropriate based on sound professional judgment, the refuge manager
must justify the use in writing on an attached sheet and obtain the refuge supervisor's concurrence.

Based on an overall assessment of these factors, my summary conclusion is that the proposed use is:
Not Appropriate Appropriate __ X

Refuge Manager: /Ryan R. Frohling/ Date: 10/1/12

If found to be Not Appropriate, the refuge supervisor does not need to sign concurrence if the use is a new use.
If an existing use is found Not Appropriate outside the CCP process, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.
If found to be Appropriate, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.

Refuge Supervisor: /Richard T. Speer (Acting)/ Date: 10/5/12

A Compatibility Determination is required before the use may be allowed.
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Appendix H: Appropriate Use Determinations

Finding of Appropriateness of a Refuge Use
Refuge Name: Hamden Slough National Wildlife Refuge
Use: Prescribed Grazing

This form is not required for wildlife-dependent recreational uses, take regulated by the State, or uses already
described in a refuge CCP or step-down management plan approved after October 9, 1997.

Decision Criteria: YES NO
(@) Do we have jurisdiction over the use? X
(b) Does the use comply with applicable laws and regulations (Federal, State, tribal, and X

local)?
(c) Is the use consistent with applicable Executive Orders and Department and Service X
policies?
(d) Is the use consistent with public safety? X
(e) Is the use consistent with goals and objectives in an approved management plan or other X
document?
(f) Has an earlier documented analysis not denied the use or is this the first time the use has X
been proposed?
(g) Is the use manageable within available budget and staff? X
(h) Will this be manageable in the future within existing resources? X
(i) Does the use contribute to the public’s understanding and appreciation of the refuge’s
natural or cultural resources, or is the use beneficial to the refuge’s natural or cultural X
resources?
(i) Can the use be accommodated without impairing existing wildlife-dependent recreational
uses or reducing the potential to provide quality (see section 1.6D. for description), X
compatible, wildlife-dependent recreation into the future?

Where we do not have jurisdiction over the use (“no” to (a)), there is no need to evaluate it further as we cannot
control the use. Uses that are illegal, inconsistent with existing policy, or unsafe (“no” to (b), (c), or (d)) may not
be found appropriate. If the answer is “no” to any of the other questions above, we will generally not allow the
use.

If indicated, the refuge manager has consulted with State fish and wildlife agencies. Yes No _ X

When the refuge manager finds the use appropriate based on sound professional judgment, the refuge manager
must justify the use in writing on an attached sheet and obtain the refuge supervisor's concurrence.

Based on an overall assessment of these factors, my summary conclusion is that the proposed use is:
Not Appropriate Appropriate __ X

Refuge Manager: /Ryan R. Frohling/ Date: 10/1/12

If found to be Not Appropriate, the refuge supervisor does not need to sign concurrence if the use is a new use.
If an existing use is found Not Appropriate outside the CCP process, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.
If found to be Appropriate, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.

Refuge Supervisor: /Richard T. Speer (Acting)/ Date: 10/5/12

A Compatibility Determination is required before the use may be allowed.
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Appendix H: Appropriate Use Determinations

Finding of Appropriateness of a Refuge Use
Refuge Name: Hamden Slough National Wildlife Refuge
Use: Scientific Studies and Research Projects by Third Parties

This form is not required for wildlife-dependent recreational uses, take regulated by the State, or uses already
described in a refuge CCP or step-down management plan approved after October 9, 1997.

Decision Criteria: YES NO
(@) Do we have jurisdiction over the use? X
(b) Does the use comply with applicable laws and regulations (Federal, State, tribal, and X

local)?
(c) Is the use consistent with applicable Executive Orders and Department and Service X
policies?
(d) Is the use consistent with public safety? X
(e) Is the use consistent with goals and objectives in an approved management plan or other X
document?
(f) Has an earlier documented analysis not denied the use or is this the first time the use has X
been proposed?
(g) Is the use manageable within available budget and staff? X
(h) Will this be manageable in the future within existing resources? X
(i) Does the use contribute to the public’s understanding and appreciation of the refuge’s
natural or cultural resources, or is the use beneficial to the refuge’s natural or cultural X
resources?
(i) Can the use be accommodated without impairing existing wildlife-dependent recreational
uses or reducing the potential to provide quality (see section 1.6D. for description), X
compatible, wildlife-dependent recreation into the future?

Where we do not have jurisdiction over the use (“no” to (a)), there is no need to evaluate it further as we cannot
control the use. Uses that are illegal, inconsistent with existing policy, or unsafe (“no” to (b), (c), or (d)) may not
be found appropriate. If the answer is “no” to any of the other questions above, we will generally not allow the
use.

If indicated, the refuge manager has consulted with State fish and wildlife agencies. Yes No _ X

When the refuge manager finds the use appropriate based on sound professional judgment, the refuge manager
must justify the use in writing on an attached sheet and obtain the refuge supervisor's concurrence.

Based on an overall assessment of these factors, my summary conclusion is that the proposed use is:
Not Appropriate Appropriate __ X

Refuge Manager: /Ryan R. Frohling/ Date: 10/1/12

If found to be Not Appropriate, the refuge supervisor does not need to sign concurrence if the use is a new use.
If an existing use is found Not Appropriate outside the CCP process, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.
If found to be Appropriate, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.

Refuge Supervisor: /Richard T. Speer (Acting)/ Date: 10/5/12

A Compatibility Determination is required before the use may be allowed.
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Appendix H: Appropriate Use Determinations

Finding of Appropriateness of a Refuge Use
Refuge Name: Hamden Slough National Wildlife Refuge
Use: Tree Harvest — Wood Cutting

This form is not required for wildlife-dependent recreational uses, take regulated by the State, or uses already
described in a refuge CCP or step-down management plan approved after October 9, 1997.

Decision Criteria: YES NO
(@) Do we have jurisdiction over the use? X
(b) Does the use comply with applicable laws and regulations (Federal, State, tribal, and X

local)?
(c) Is the use consistent with applicable Executive Orders and Department and Service X
policies?
(d) Is the use consistent with public safety? X
(e) Is the use consistent with goals and objectives in an approved management plan or other X
document?
(f) Has an earlier documented analysis not denied the use or is this the first time the use has X
been proposed?
(g) Is the use manageable within available budget and staff? X
(h) Will this be manageable in the future within existing resources? X
(i) Does the use contribute to the public’s understanding and appreciation of the refuge’s
natural or cultural resources, or is the use beneficial to the refuge’s natural or cultural X
resources?
(i) Can the use be accommodated without impairing existing wildlife-dependent recreational
uses or reducing the potential to provide quality (see section 1.6D. for description), X
compatible, wildlife-dependent recreation into the future?

Where we do not have jurisdiction over the use (“no” to (a)), there is no need to evaluate it further as we cannot
control the use. Uses that are illegal, inconsistent with existing policy, or unsafe (“no” to (b), (c), or (d)) may not
be found appropriate. If the answer is “no” to any of the other questions above, we will generally not allow the
use.

If indicated, the refuge manager has consulted with State fish and wildlife agencies. Yes No _ X

When the refuge manager finds the use appropriate based on sound professional judgment, the refuge manager
must justify the use in writing on an attached sheet and obtain the refuge supervisor's concurrence.

Based on an overall assessment of these factors, my summary conclusion is that the proposed use is:
Not Appropriate Appropriate __ X

Refuge Manager: /Ryan R. Frohling/ Date: 10/1/12

If found to be Not Appropriate, the refuge supervisor does not need to sign concurrence if the use is a new use.
If an existing use is found Not Appropriate outside the CCP process, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.
If found to be Appropriate, the refuge supervisor must sign concurrence.

Refuge Supervisor: /Richard T. Speer (Acting)/ Date: 10/5/12

A Compatibility Determination is required before the use may be allowed.

Hamden Slough NWR / Comprehensive Conservation Plan
182




