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concurrence for minor activities (see
§930.53(b)). Concurrence by the State
agency shall be conclusively presumed
if the State agency’s response is not re-
ceived within six months following
commencement of State agency re-
view.

(b) If the State agency has not issued
a decision within three months fol-
lowing commencement of State agency
review, it shall notify the applicant
and the Federal agency of the status of
the matter and the basis for further
delay.

(c) If the State agency issues a con-
currence or is conclusively presumed to
concur with the applicant’s consist-
ency certification, the Federal agency
may approve the federal license or per-
mit application. Notwithstanding
State agency concurrence with a con-
sistency certification, the federal per-
mitting agency may deny approval of
the federal license or permit applica-
tion. Federal agencies should not delay
processing applications pending receipt
of a State agency’s concurrence. In the
event a Federal agency determines
that an application will not be ap-
proved, it shall immediately notify the
applicant and the State agency.

(d) During the period when the State
agency is reviewing the consistency
certification, the applicant and the
State agency should attempt, if nec-
essary, to agree upon conditions,
which, if met by the applicant, would
permit State agency concurrence. The
parties shall also consult with the Fed-
eral agency responsible for approving
the federal license or permit to ensure
that proposed conditions satisfy federal
as well as management program re-
quirements (see also §930.4).

§930.63 State agency objection to a
consistency certification.

(a) If the State agency objects to the
applicant’s consistency certification
within six months following com-
mencement of review, it shall notify
the applicant, Federal agency and Di-
rector of the objection. A State agency
may assert alternative bases for its ob-
jection, as described in paragraphs (b)
and (c) of this section.

(b) State agency objections that are
based on sufficient information to
evaluate the applicant’s consistency
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certification shall describe how the
proposed activity is inconsistent with
specific enforceable policies of the
management program. The objection
may describe alternative measures (if
they exist) which, if adopted by the ap-
plicant, may permit the proposed ac-
tivity to be conducted in a manner con-
sistent with the enforceable policies of
the management program.

(c) A State agency objection may be
based upon a determination that the
applicant has failed, following a writ-
ten State agency request, to supply the
information required pursuant to
§930.58 or other information necessary
for the State agency to determine con-
sistency. If the State agency objects on
the grounds of insufficient informa-
tion, the objection shall describe the
nature of the information requested
and the necessity of having such infor-
mation to determine the consistency of
the activity with the management pro-
gram. The objection may describe al-
ternative measures (if they exist)
which, if adopted by the applicant, may
permit the proposed activity to be con-
ducted in a manner consistent with the
enforceable policies of the management
program.

(d) Alternatives. If a State agency pro-
poses an alternative(s) in its objection
letter, the alternative(s) shall be de-
scribed with sufficient specificity to
allow the applicant to determine
whether to, in consultation with the
State agency: adopt an alternative;
abandon the project; or file an appeal
under subpart H. Application of the
specificity requirement demands a case
specific approach. More complicated
activities or alternatives generally
need more information than less-com-
plicated activities or alternatives. See
§930.121(d) for further details regarding
alternatives for appeals under subpart
H of this part.

(e) A State agency objection shall in-
clude a statement to the following ef-
fect:

Pursuant to 15 CFR part 930, subpart H,
and within 30 days from receipt of this let-
ter, you may request that the Secretary of
Commerce override this objection. In order
to grant an override request, the Secretary
must find that the activity is consistent
with the objectives or purposes of the Coast-
al Zone Management Act, or is necessary in
the interest of national security. A copy of
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the request and supporting information must
be sent to the [Name of State] management
program and the federal permitting or li-
censing agency. The Secretary may collect
fees from you for administering and proc-
essing your request.

§930.64 Federal permitting agency re-
sponsibility.

Following receipt of a State agency
objection to a consistency certifi-
cation, the Federal agency shall not
issue the federal license or permit ex-
cept as provided in subpart H of this
part.

§930.65 Remedial action for
viously reviewed activities.

(a) Federal and State agencies shall
cooperate in their efforts to monitor
federal license or permit activities in
order to make certain that such activi-
ties continue to conform to both fed-
eral and State requirements.

(b) The State agency shall notify the
relevant Federal agency representative
for the area involved of any federal li-
cense or permit activity which the
State agency claims was:

(1) Previously determined to be con-
sistent with the management program,
but which the State agency later main-
tains is being conducted or is having an
effect on any coastal use or resource
substantially different than originally
described and, as a result, is no longer
consistent with the management pro-
gram; or

(2) Previously determined not to be
an activity affecting any coastal use or
resource, but which the State agency
later maintains is being conducted or
is having coastal effects substantially
different than originally described and,
as a result, the activity affects any
coastal use or resource in a manner in-
consistent with the management pro-
gram.

(c) The State agency mnotification
shall include:

(1) A description of the activity in-
volved and the alleged lack of compli-
ance with the management program;

(2) supporting information; and

(3) a request for appropriate remedial
action. A copy of the request shall be
sent to the applicant and the Director.
Remedial actions shall be linked to
coastal effects substantially different
than originally described.

pre-
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(d) If, after 30 days following a re-
quest for remedial action, the State
agency still maintains that the appli-
cant is failing to comply substantially
with the management program, the
governor or State agency may file a
written objection with the Director. If
the Director finds that the applicant is
conducting an activity that is substan-
tially different from the approved ac-
tivity, the applicant shall submit an
amended or new consistency certifi-
cation and supporting information to
the Federal agency and to the State
agency, or comply with the originally
approved certification.

(e) An applicant shall be found to be
conducting an activity substantially
different from the approved activity if
the State agency claims and the Direc-
tor finds that the activity affects any
coastal use or resource substantially
different than originally described by
the applicant and, as a result, the ac-
tivity is no longer being conducted in a
manner consistent with the enforceable
policies of the management program.
The Director may make a finding that
an applicant is conducting an activity
substantially different from the ap-
proved activity only after providing 15
days for the applicant and the Federal
agency to review the State agency’s
objection and to submit comments for
the Director’s consideration.

§930.66 Supplemental coordination for
proposed activities

(a) For federal license or permit pro-
posed activities that were previously
determined by the State agency to be
consistent with the management pro-
gram, but which have not yet begun,
applicants shall further coordinate
with the State agency and prepare a
supplemental consistency certification
if the proposed activity will affect any
coastal use or resource substantially
different than originally described.
Substantially different coastal effects
are reasonably foreseeable if:

(1) The applicant makes substantial
changes in the proposed activity that
are relevant to management program
enforceable policies; or

(2) There are significant new cir-
cumstances or information relevant to
the proposed activity and the proposed
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