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I. INTRODUCTION 

The 1980 State of the Parks Report which the National Park Service 

submitted to the Congress earlier this year was a significant step in 

assessing the Service's natural and cultural resource problems of the 1980s. 

That report illustrated the magnitude and extent of threats that exist 

within and adjacent to the national parks. It stated that no parks 

were immune and that the Service, if it is to fulfill its mandates to 

provide the necessary protection of its significant natural and cultural 

resources, immediately must initiate a systematic program of threats 

prevention and mitigation within the more than 320 units under its 

stewardship. 

The State of the Parks Report received considerable attention from the 

Congress, press, conservationists and the public. It also provided the 

Service with a new point of reference for doing something about the threats, 

despite budget and personnel limitations faced by every Park Superintendent. 

It made each park employee more aware of problems in his/her park, and other 

parks, and provided a catalyst for the Service to reaffirm its efforts in 

resources maintenance, protection, interpretation, monitoring, research and 

planning. 

In June, the regions and the individual parks were asked to prepare 

mitigation programs for those important problems which already had been 

quantified, and additionally to take steps to better understand those 

threats which were not yet documented. Each Superintendent was also 

asked to reassess the reported threats to park resources and to provide 

the Washington Office both with that reassessment and with a preliminary 

report on park prevention and mitigation actions. 



The information received from the regions and parks was subsequently 

summarized and assessed to provide further insight into park problems 

and needs Servicewide. 

The results of this assessment have been used for two purposes. First, 

to develop a Servicewide prevention/mitigation strategy for responding 

to the natural and cultural resource management problems facing the 

Service; this strategy is discussed in Section II. Second, to provide 

the documentation which the Committee requested concerning monitoring/ 

research activities and mitigation activities which are either currently 

underway, planned to be initiated in FY 81, or being held in abeyance 

pending necessary funding. These data are presented and discussed in 

Section III. 

II. PREVENTION/MITIGATION STRATEGY 

The prevention/mitigation plan presented in this report is comprised of 

two elements: a short-term program (Phase I) which will lead to the 

development of a set of natural and cultural resource management needs, 

ranked in order of Servicewide priority, together with a mechanism 

for incorporating the most important of these needs into the FY 83 budget 

cycle; and a mid-term program (Phase II) which will lead to the development 

of a comprehensive Resources Management Plan for every park unit, followed 

by the systematic use of these Plans in the formulation of the FY 84 budget. 

These two components of the overall NPS prevention/mitigation strategy are 

described further in the following paragraphs. 

A. Phase I - Short-Term Prevention/Mitigation Program 

It is clear that the Service cannot wait until the completion of the 

next budget cycle (FY 83) before taking action to mitigate its more 
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