FW: CEQ's agenda

From: "Dorjets, Viad EOP/OMB’ I

To: "Marchese, April L. EOP/CEQ” I
Date: Mon, 26 Mar 2018 17:01:14 -0400

Attachments: CEQ 2018 Spring Agenda Entries - 3_23_2018.docx (19.58 kB})

From: Whiteman, Chad 5. EQP/OMB
Sent: Friday, March 23, 201~ """ "'

To: Dorjets, Viad EOP/OMB I

Subject: CEQ's agenda

Vlad,
Attached is CEQ's agenda entries document and their change report. I've also attached the distribution

list. Here is their MAX page ]

Thanks for doing the review ...
Chad
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Date

FR Cite

NPRM

07/00/18

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis Required: No

Government Levels Affected: None

Agency Contact: Viktoria Z. Seale, Council on Environmental Quality, 730 Jackson Place NW,

Washington, DC 20306

Phone: 202 385-5750

RIN: 0331-AA02

[FR Doc. Filed 01-01-01; 0:00 AM]
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[EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
To: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I
Date; Mon, 07 May 2018 15:17:35 -0400

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ, [mailt ]

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2018 3:16 PM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

Hey Nick,

On background, attributable to a CEQ Spokesman:

On May 3"’, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) submitted a draft Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) entitled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” to the Office of Management
and Budget for interagency review consistent with Executive Order 12866. After completion of
interagency review, CEQ anticipates will publish the ANPRM in the Federal Register for public
comment.,

This ANPRM is being developed in response to Executive Order 13807 issued by President
Trump on August 15, 2017. While CEQ has issued memcranda and guidance documents over
the years, it has only amended its regulations once. Therefore, CEQ believes it is appropriate at
this time to solicit public comment and consider updating the implementation regulations.

Hope that helps,

Dan

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, May

To: Schneider, Dani: ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CeQ¢

Hi Dan,

Hope all is well and that you’re enjoying your new gig at the White House! | saw CEQ submitted a

prerule with OMB on May 3 to update its NEPA regulations. I'm looking for a comment from CEQ on the
following questions. My deadline is 3:15 pm.
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RE: Comment from CEQ?

From "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=70576341fcb44ab780c5f4d 1ca218647-sc">

To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

Date: Thu, 17 May 2018 11:58:27 -0400

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 201811 “~ *°*

To: Schneider, Daniel . EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment trom UEQY?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ [mailt ]

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2018 3:16 PM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobceyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

Hey Nick,
On background, attributable to a CEQ Spokesman:

On May 3"’, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) submitted a draft Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) entitled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” to the Office of Management
and Budget for interagency review consistent with Executive Order 12866. After completion of

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003516






[EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

To: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Thu, 17 May 2018 11:42:52 -0400

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ, [maili ]

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2018 3:16 PM
To: Nick Sohczyk <nsohczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

Hey Nick,
On background, attributable to a CEQ Spokesman:

On May 3rd‘ the Council on Envircnmental Quality (CEQ) submitted a draft Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM]) entitled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” to the Office of Management
and Budget for interagency review consistent with Executive Order 12866. After completion of
interagency review, CEQ anticipates will publish the ANPRM in the Federal Register for pubiic
comment,

This ANPRM is being developed in response to Executive Order 13807 issued by President
Trump on August 15, 2017. While CEQ has issued memoranda and guidance documents over
the years, it has only amended its regulations once, Therefore, CEQ believes it is appropriate at
this time to solicit public comment and consider updating the implementation reguiations.

Hope that helps,

Dan
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RE: Comment from CEQ?

From "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=70576341fcb44ab780c5i4d 1ca218647-s¢">

To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

Date; Fri, 18 May 2018 12:48:52 -0400

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net:»
Sent: Friday, May 18, 2018 10:06 ah

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

SLijECt: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commeiin num LEQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ [mailt ]

Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2018 11:58 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2uLs 11:45 AV

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment trom CEQ?

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003513



From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2018 3:16 Pm
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comumiic oo woes

Hey Nick,
On background, attributable to a CEQ Spokesman:

Oon May 3“’, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) submitted a draft Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) entitled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” to the Office of Management
and Budget for interagency review consistent with Executive Order 12866, After completion of
interagency review, CEQ anticipates will publish the ANPRM in the Federal Register for public
comment.

This ANPRM is being developed in response to Executive Order 13807 issued by President
Trump on August 15, 2017. While CEQ has issued memoranda and guidance documents over
the years, it has only amended its regulations once. Therefore, CE(} believes it is appropriate at
this time to solicit public comment and consider updating the implementation regulations.

Hope that helps,

Dan

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, May 7, zuis 227 rvi

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment fre.., o

Hi Dan,

Hope all is well and that you’re enjoying your new gig at the White House! | saw CEQ submitted a
prerule with OMB on May 3 to update its NEPA regulations. I'm looking for a comment from CEQ on the

following questions. My deadline is 3:15 pm.

Does CEQ plan to follow this up with an advanced notice of proposed rulemaking? Or are there other
options available?

What are the next steps and what is the timeline looking like?
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[EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
To: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]
Date; Mon, 21 May 2018 10:48:19 -0400

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ [mailt ]

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 10:46 AM
To: Nick Sobeczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobezyk
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 10:39 AM

To: Schneider, Daniel . EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commee... .. ... _EQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Friday, Mav 18. 2018 12:49 P\,
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQY
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Fwd: EO 12866 Review of CEQ NEPA Procedural Provisions
Prerule - CEQ passback attached - comments due noon 6/6

From: *Szabo, Aaron L. EGP/CEQ ]
"Neumayr, Marv B. EOP/CEQ" I Scalc Viktoria Z.
To: ECQP/CEQ": I sith, Katherine R. EOP/CEO"
]
Date: Fri, 01 Jun 2018 12;20:12 -0400
Altachments EC012866 Review CEQ NEPA ANPRM_Revised_RLSO.DOCX (48.1 kB); EO12866
chm
Review CEQ Responses to Interagency Comments.docx (33.5 kB);, EQ12866 Review
CEQ NEPA ANPRM_Revised_Clean.docx (47.61 kB)
FYL

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
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RE: EO 12866 Review of CEQ NEPA Procedural Provisions
Prerule - CEQ passback attached - comments due noon 6/6

From: "“Whiteman, Chad 5. EOP/OMB' I
“Wold, Theo J. EOP/WHO" I :in, Varun M.
EOP/OMB" I Upadhyaya, Shraddha A. EOP/OME"

I homas, Amanda L. EOP/OMB*
I ook or, Ted M. EOP/OSTP"
I i, Mary E. EOP/WHO"
I ' ite, Peter J. EOP/WHO"
I Sith. Ja'Ron K. EOPWHO"
I staing. Ray A. EOP/WHO"
I ©rooke, Francis J. EOPWHO"
I Fitzooraid, Timothy W, EOP/CEA"
I '/ baiian. Xander C. EOP/CEA”
I Finkos, Stephen M. EOP/OVP"
I Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB"
I ©uocss, Scott H. EOP/OMB®
I 'V inters, Paul A, EOP/OMB®
To: I D:cniz, Landon R. EOP/NSC"
I A bey, Tristan C. EOP/NSC”
I 2o, Sally S. EOP/USTR”

<sally_s laing@ustr.eop.gov>, "Patel, Mayur R. EOP/USTR"
<mayur_r_patel @ustr.eop.gov>, "Stradtman, Jennifer A. EOP/USTR"
<jennifer_a_stradtman@ustr.eop.gov>, "Miller, Ashley A. EOP/USTR"
<ashley_a_miller@ustr.eop.gov>, "Dougherty, Emily |. EOP/USTR"
<emilv i dougherty@ustr.eop.gov>, "Moran, .John S. EOPfWHO"

I F:imicri, Rosario A. EOP/OMB”
I L =ity. Jim A. EOP/OMB"
I Fr=ndoni, Christopher D. EOP/CEQ"
I Trick. Bryant P. EOP/USTR"
=myarn_tick@ustr.eop.gov>, "Abrams, Andrew D. EOP/OMB"
I Crutchficld, Craig C. EOP/OMB"
I /\cDonald, Christine A. EOP/OMB”
I Ro:ch, Emma K. EOP/OMB"
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N Burnett, e 0.EOP/OME

vallina, Cyndi A. EOP/OMB I ie'son, Kimberly P. EOP/OMB

: I <=, Adrienne E. EOP/OMB
I

Cc: 5zabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ- I 5. Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ

I ory B. EOP/CEQ Neumayr
]

Subject: EO 12866 Review of CEQ NEPA Procedural Provisions Prerule - comments due COB on 5/14

All,

Please review and send to me any EQ 12866 comments on the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) advanced notice of proposed rulemaking, “Update to the
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental
Policy Act,” (RIN 0331-AA03) by S5pm on Monday, May 14th.

As a reminder, the attached materials are deliberative and pre-decisional while under
OMB review and may not be shared or discussed with anyone outside of the Executive
Branch. If there are others within the EQOP that you believe should review the rule,
please let me know so that | can send the rule to them and add them to my distribution
list so that they will receive future communications/versions of the rule. As a note, |
have distributed the rule to agencies in a separate email. If you have contacts in the
agencies that you believe should review, please let me know and | will forward to them.

Summary: CEQ is considering updating its implementing regulations for the procedural
provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Over the past four
decades, CEQ has issued numerous guidance documents but has amended its
regulations only once. Given the length of time since its NEPA implementing regulations
were issued, CEQ is soliciting public comment on potential revisions to update the
regulations and ensure a more efficient, timely, and effective NEPA process consistent
with the national environmental policy stated in NEPA.

If you have questions or would like to discuss any aspect of the final rule, please feel
free to contact me.

Thank you,
Chad

Chad Whiteman

Natural Resources and Environment Branch | Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs

Office of Management and Budget | Executive Office of the President
202-395-4718
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ANPR information...

From "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdit)ycn=recipients/cn=579%eb754b4¢34f0eBe46d1b4cd7 08d7-pe">

To: matt_leggett@epw.senate.gov

Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 16:26:23 -0400

CEQ Webpage Link
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ANPRM

From: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ’ ]
To: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 15:48:37 -0400

CEQ, Webpage Link: https://www.whitehouse.gov/ceq/initiatives/

Dan Schneider

Associate Director for Communications
Council on Environmental Quality

- T B dent
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RE: Comment from CEQ?

From "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=70576341fcb44ab780c5i4d 1ca218647-5c">

To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

Date:; Mon, 18 Jun 2018 15:54:34 -0400

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 10w°" 77

To: Schneider, Daniel . EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ [maili ]

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 10:46 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk @eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyl
Sent: Monday, Ma

To: Schneider, Dan ]

Sl.lbjel:t: [EXTERNALJ BL. LTINS T U g
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[EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
To: "Schneider, Daniel J. EQP/CEQ" I
Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2018 11:36:56 -0400

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ [mailt ]

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 11:35 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobeczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2u16 11:10 AV

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commeii nuwin LEQ?

From: Schneider, —

Sent: Tuesday, I
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comunenc nnuin wowr
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From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ s

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2018 10:46 am
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment rrom wews

From: Nick Sobeczyk
Sent: Monday, May 21, Zuls LUy ana

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comme... .. ... .EQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Friday, Mav 1R 20112 17-49 Pha
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment rrom wour

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Friday, May 1t

To: Schneider, Dani« ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL| ne: commeny rrom vew?

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ s

Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2018 11:58 AM
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RE: Comment from CEQ?

From "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdlt)y/cn=recipients/cn=70576341fcb44ab780c5i4d 1ca218647-s¢">

To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2018 11:35:20 -0400

From: Nick Sobezyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 11:17 °°°

To: Schneider, Daniel . EOP/CEQ I

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel . EOP/CECQ [mailt ]

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 10:32 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, ZUL18 952 AM

To: Schneider, Daniel 1. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commer .. .. . .EQ?
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Fwd: White House Targets NEPA Implementation Regs for
Revision

"Prandoni, Christopher D. EOP/CEQ" <"/fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From L
administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlty/cn=recipients/cn=8c7 259a72a094fb8b2%01a30a5c698049-pr'>
T "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I Fcttigrew, Theresa L.
o

EOP/CEQ I

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 18:39:29 -0400

Sent from my iPhonc

Begin ferwarded message:

From: "Small, Jeff"
Date: June 20, 2018

To: "Prandoni, Chr -
Subject: FW: Whit. oo noen e oo e m ceeepeaedtntation Regs for Revision
Jedl Small

Fxecutive Director | Congressional Western Caucus
Senior Advisor | Congressman Paul A. Gosar, D.D.S.
2057 Rayburn HOB | Washingion, DC 20515

SRS AR AR

F
s.“:l“,i VVELINCHUIAY, MAIC LU, £UL10 2.17 FIT1

To: Small, Jeff
Subject: White House Targets NEPA Implementation Regs for Revision
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For Immediate Release
Contact; Tanner Hanson

White House Takes Up NEPA Implementation Rules

Caucus: 'Revisions should remove bureaucratic hurdles'

WASHINGTON, D.C. — Today, Members of the Congressional Western Caucus including
Chairman Paul Gosar (AZ-04), House Committee on Natural Resources Chairman Rob Bishop
(UT-01), Vice Chatrman for Indian Affairs and Oceans Don Young (AK-At Large), Chief
Infrastructure and Forestry Officer Bruce Westerman (AR-04) and Congressman Doug
LaMalfa (CA-01) released statements after the White House's Council on Environmental
Quality published an advanced notice of proposed rulemaking indicating its intent to consider
revising regulations governing implementation of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA}:

Congressman Gosar said, "[ssued in 1978 and amended in 1986, the Executive's NEPA
regulations governing the law's implementation have barely been touched since they were first
put in place. Given how much we have learned about how the law plays out in practice since
then - and how impactful these regulations are - this fact borders on outrageous. Accordingly, we
look forward to working with the White House's Council on Environmental Quality and other
relevant federal entities to ensure that NEPA 1s implemented in a maximally eflicient way. This
restrictive law has been made far more onerous by executive decisions to bureaucratize rather
than streamline its implementation, and it bodes well for our great companies and economy to
see the President taking action here."

Congressman Rob Bishop stated, "NEPA’s arbitrary and burdensome mandates are slowing
infrastructure progress in the United States while doing little to actually improve environmental
outcomes. I’m thankful CEQ and the Trump administration are serious about bringing our

federal environmental review process into the 215 century, and today’s action is critical step
forward. My Committee will be working closely with CEQ} and agency leadership to create a
more logical NEPA enforcement process based on timely, transparent decision-making that
yields better results for the economy and environment."

Congressman Don Young said, "NEPA is an important tool; however, in recent years it has
become a method to delay and stall development projects. The current process can take a decade
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FW: White House Targets NEPA Implementation Regs for
Revision

From: "Small, Jeff" <jeff.small@mail.house.gov>

To: "Prandoni, Christopher D. EQOP/CEQ" ]
Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 18:31:25 -0400

Jeff Small

Executive Director | Congressional Western Caucus
Senior Advisor | Congressman Pawl A. Gosar, D I35,
2057 Rayburn HOB | Washingion, T 20515

From: Congressional Western Caucus [mailto: WestemCaucus@mail.house.gov)
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 5:17 PM

To: Small, Jeff

Subject: White House Targets NEPA Implementation Regs for Revision

For Immediate Release Date: June 20, 2018
Contact: Tanner Hanson Tanner. Hanson@mail. house.gov

White House Takes Up NEPA Implementation Rules

Caucus: 'Revisions should remove bureaucratic hurdles’

WASHINGTON, D.C. — Today, Members of the Congressional Western Caucus including
Chairman Paul Gosar (AZ-04), House Committee on Natural Resources Chairman Rob Bishop
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RE: Mail

From: "McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ" I

To: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" " I

ce "Boling, Ted A. EOPICEQ' I Dumniond, Michael
' R. EOP/CEQY -

Date; Mon, 25 Jun 2018 16:23:51 -0400

Attachments Neumayr-Boling D. VanSee Hei- GT Mehan Re Regulation Coment on Docket
CE....pdf (315.87 kB)

From: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EQP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 2:58 PM

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/ ]
#~+ o-ling Ted A. EOP/CEQ I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
I

Sungect: Mail

Hella Mary,

Send to Edward Boling and shared with Michael Drummond in his absence.
Juschelle

luschelle D. McLaurin

Administrative Assistant

730 Jackson Place NW
Wi-~ki~gton, DC 20503

I Office
B e
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FW: Mail

From: “Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" ]

To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ ]
Date: Mon, 25 Jun 2018 16:25:48 -0400

Attachments Neumayr-Boling D. VanSee Hei- GT Mehan Re Regulation Coment on Docket
CE....pdf (315.97 kB)

From: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 201" ~ ~* ~**

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/ —
Cc: Baling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ, I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
- ——y—-- RE: Mail

From: Mclaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 7'58 PM

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/ ]

“--m-"g Ted A. EOP/CEQ I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
supject: Mail

Hello Mary,

Send to Edward Boling and shared with Michael Drummond in his absence.
Juschelle

Juschelle D. Mclaurin
Administrative Assistant

730 Jackson Place NW

ter--tiqgton, DC 20503
I Office
I ce!
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Re: Q&As for your review

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamana@ipisc.gov>

To: Janet Pleeger - Y <janet.pfleeger@gsa.gov>

Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>, "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ"

I A rrer Levofsky - Y

<amber.levofsky@@gsa.gov>, Kavita Vaidyanathan - AY-DETAILEE
Co: <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>, "Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ"

I 'Scott (Robert) Hillkirk - AY-C"

<scot.nillkik@gsa.gov>, "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"

Date; Tue, 26 Jun 2018 19:54:48 -0400

Attachments Draft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6-25-18- clean (2)AFC.docx

{48.65 kB)

I have added some supgestions on wp of Janel's edits.

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Exccutive Dhrector
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Todown? Dorrlitin o I-""""“""""‘l‘lt Slcering COll'ﬂCil

1RO F SL NW

Washington, DC 20405

On Tue, Jun 26, 2018 at 4:54 PM, Janet Pfleeper- Y wrote:
Martys,

Please see edits discussed this afiernoon to pages 2 and 5. L want to add these to Angie's binder as soan as CEQ is

done with your edits from this afternoon so please "reply all” when you distribute later toduy.
Thanks!
Janet

Janet Plleeger

Depuly Director

Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council
meroeera ot ™eeetor (FPISC-OELD)

B R

1BOD F 5t, NW
Washington, DC 20405

CEQOQ75FY18150_000002419



On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karcn Hanley - Y WIOHC:
Good aflernoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for (he Roundiable Q& As attached.

On Thu, Jun 21, 2018 at 5:10 PM, Angecla Colamana - Y-D wrole;
AlL
I haven't had time to rcad the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment balloons to grab your attcntion
as you review, Please add addit A’s and provide edits/answers to existing Q&A es needed by 4
Thanks,
Angie

Angcla F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Eadaral Davmitting Tmneacament Sleering Council

LUL LI 10D

1800 F St. NW
Washington, DC 20405

Karen A. Hanley

Senior Environmental Policy Advisor, Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council (FPISC), GSA
Deput- *~~~~~te Director for NERA, Council on Cnvironmental Quality (CLQ}

Phon: ]
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Re: Q&As for your review

From: Janet Plleeger - Y <janet.plleeger@gsa.gov>

Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>, "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ"

Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>, Amber Levofsky - Y
<amber levofsky@gsa.gov>, Kavita Vaidyanathan - AY-DETAILEE
Cer <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov=, "Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ"

I 'Scott (Robert) Hillkirk - AY-C"

<scott.nillkik@gsa.gov>

To:

Date: Tue, 26 Jun 2018 16:54:20 -0400

Attachments
Draft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6-25-18- clean.docx (44.17 kB)

Marlys,

Please see edils discussed (his aflemoon (o pages 2 and 5, T wani (o add these i0 Angic's binder as soon as CEQ is
done with your edits [rom (his allernoon so please "reply all” when you distribute later today.

Thanks!

Janct

Janct Pllceper

Deputy Director

Federal Permitting Improvement Steermpg Couneil
e -fd |- - NMreetor (FPISC-0ED)

B I

1800 F S(, NW
Washingion, DC 20405

On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karcn Hanlcy - Y * wrotc:
Good aficrnoon cveryone,

Please find some commenis/edits for the Roundiable Q& As atlached.

On Thu, Jun 21, 2018 al 5:19 PM, Angela Colamaria - Y-D- WIGHS:
All,

I haven't had time to read (he actual answers yet, but T did put a fow comment balloons to grab your atiention as
you rcvicw. Pleasc add additional Q&A's and provide edits/answers to existing QécA as needed by 4 pm tomommow

1 CEQO75FY18150_000002670
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FW: Mail

From: “Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ’ I
To: "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ! ]
Date: Tue, 26 Jun 2018 11:38:46 -0400

Attachments Neumayr-Boling D. VanSee Hei- GT Mehan Re Regulation Coment on Docket
CE....pdf (315.87 kB}

From: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2019 4-74 ad

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/ s
~ T "ig Ted A EOP/CEQ I Orummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ

Subject: RE: Mail

From: McLaurin, Juschelie D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 2:58 PM
To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/
re-Bnling Ted A. EOP/CEQ-

JuuyeLL: Mail

]
I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

Hello Mary,
Send to Edward Boling and shared with Michael Drummond in his absence.

Juschelle

Juschelle D, McLaurin
Administrative Assistant
730 Jackson Place NW
Winehingtan, DC 20503
I office
B ce!
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[EXTERNAL] FW: Request for Sixty-day Extension for Update to
the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (Docket No. CEQ-
2018-0001)

From: Kameran Onley <konley@tnc.org>

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Tue, 26 Jun 2018 14:15:32 -0400

Aftachments: TNC NEPA Comment Period Extension Request 06 26 2018.pdf (82.97 kB)

Good afternoon, Mr. Drummond
We received the Out of Office message from Mr. Boling and are forwarding our request to you.

Best,
Kameran

From: Kameran Onley

Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 1:01 PM

To:

Subject: Request for Sixty-day Extension tor Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Pracedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (Docket No, CEQ-2018-0001)

Dear Mr. Boling:

| am writing to request a sixty-day extension to the comment period for CEQ’s advanced notice of
proposed rulemaking (ANPRM) to “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” {Docket No. CEQ-2018-0001).

Our mission at The Nature Conservancy is to conserve the lands and waters on which all life depends.
Today, we operate in all 50 U.S, states and contribute to conservation outcomes in 72 countries around
the world. Environmental laws adopted over the last five decades in the United States have dramatically
improved the quality of the nation’s air and water, reduced the public’'s exposure to harmful chemicals,
given the public a greater voice in government decisions, and conserved our fish, wildlife, and other
natural resources. Generations of Americans have benefitted from this legacy of leadership in
environmental protection.

Because of its broad application to federal actions, strong commitment to public engagement, and
pathways for scientific input to inform and improve our decision making, the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), as implemented by CEQ regulations, is one of the most important bedrock

1 CEQO75FY18150_
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FW: Q&As for your review

“Barnett, Steven W. EQP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=2e9fa21939394821b946485a80c4 ch4e-ba">

To: “Sharp, Thomas L. EQP/CEQ" I

Date; Wed, 27 Jun 2018 10:32:12 -0400

Afttachments

Draft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6.27 swh CLEAN.docx (25.68 kB)

From: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 10:10 AM
To: 'Angela Colamaria - ¥-D' <angel~ ~~'~~-~ria@fpisc.gov>

Cc: Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ: ]

Subject: RE: Q&As for your review

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 9:43 AM

To: Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ ]

rr: lanot Pfleeger - Y <janet.pfleeg_. _ ___.Jov>; Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ

suugewn. Re: Q8As for your review

1 CEQOQ75FY18150_000001230



Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Federal Perrmittina fmnorovement Steering Council

FAUFIRSY MRS RO b

1800 F S1. NW
Washington, DC 20405

On Tne hin26 2018 at 11-11 PM QOasterhiies Marlvs A FEQOP/CEO

From: Angela Colan
Sent: Tuesday, June
To: Janet Pfleeger -
Cc: Karen Hanley - ¥

— ;Kavita

vaiuyandthan - AY-| 'CEQ

2 CEQO75FY18150_000001230



I Scoit (Robert) Hillkirk - AY-C : Drummond,
I

viicinael R. EOP/CEC
Subject: Re: Q&Asf_. ,__. . sview

I have added some suggestions on top of Janet's edits.

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Fadaral Davmittinag Trmnenusmant St‘:el-i_ng Council

On Tue, Jun 26, 2018 at 4:54 PM, Janet Pfleeger - Y - wrote:

Marlys,

Please see edits discussed this afternoon to pages 2 and 5. I want to add these to Angic’s
binder as soon as CEQ is done with your edits from this afternoon so please "reply all"
when you distribute later today.

Thanks!

Janet

Janet Pfleeger
Deputy Director
Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council

AEFion of il P oot Dipecior (FPISC-OED)

On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karen Hanley - Y wrote:

Good afternoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for the Roundiable Q& As attached.

3 CEQO75FY18150_000001230



On Thn Tun 21 2018 at 510 PM, Angela Colamaria - Y-D
wrote:

All

L

I haven't had time to read the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment balloons
to grab your attention as you review. DPleasc add adds~~~1%:A's and provide edits/answers to

existing Q& A as needed by 4 pm fomorrow aud send to Karer _

Thanks,
Anpgie

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting lixecutive Director
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

mt Steering Couneil

Karen A. Hanley
Seniar Environmental Policy Advisor, Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council {FPISC), GSA
Depul -~ " e Director for NEPA, Council on Environmental Quality (CEGQ)

Phone [ ]

4 CEQO75FY18150_000001230
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RE: Q&As for your review

From: "Barnelt, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" ]

To: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>

Cc: “Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ' ]
Date: Wed, 27 Jun 2018 10:09:36 -0400

Attachments: Draft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6.27 swb CLEAN .docx (25.68 kB})

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 9:43 AM

To: Osterhues, Marlys A, EOP/CEQ ]

rov 1nant Pfleeger - Y <janet.pfleege. . - fov>; Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ

asuoject: Re: Q&As for your review

1 CEQO75FY18150_000002668



Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Kodrral ParmrHing |rnnrnv.cvrnc-nt SIQcﬁng Council

UL 1V 1D
1800 I 8t. NW
Washington, DC 20405

~ 7 Jun26, 2018 at 11:11 PM, Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ

I o<

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D

Sent: Tuesday, lune 26. 2018 7 .55 rmn
To: Jlanet Pfleeger -

Ce: Karen Hanley - Y

E— wita
than - AY-[ Q
_ Drummond,

wiviiaer R, EQP/CEC
Subject: Re: Q&Asfe. jou i vnices

I have added some suggestions on top of Janet's edits,

2 CEQQ75FY18150_000002668



Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

ent Steering Council

On Tue, Jun 26, 2018 at 4:54 PM, Janet Pfleeger - Y - wrote:

Marlys,

Please see edits discussed this afternoon to pages 2 and 5. I want to add these to Angie's
binder as soon as CEQ is done with your edits from this afternoon so please "reply ali"
when you distribute later today.

Thanks!

Janet

Janet Pfleeger
Deputy Director

Federal Permattimg I'mprovement Steermp Council

MH¥Fina afiha Hvamwia Nyrector (FPISC-OED)

On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karen Hanley - Y- “wrote:

Good afternoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for the Roundtable Q& As attached.

Fan TS o) T . A1 Anin L o AN “M, Ange]a Colamaﬁa B Y-D
wrote:

All

el

I haven't had time to read the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment balloons
to grab your attention as you review, Please add additional O&A’s and provide edits/answers to

existing Q&A as needed by 4 pm 1omorcow and send o Karen _

Thanks,
Angie

3 CEQO75FY18150_000002668



Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

ent Stecring Council

Karen A. Hanley

Senior Environmental Policy Advisor, Federal Permitling Improvement Steering Council (FPISC), GSA
Depul - " te Direclor for NEPA, Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ}

Phong [ ]

4 CEQQ75FY18150_000002668
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RE: Mail

From
"Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ" s
"Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I Sith, Katherine R.
T EOP/CEQ" Il S--to. Aaron L. EOP/CEQ”
[

I '/ cLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ"
I 'Groon. Mary A. EOPICEG L

Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ ]

Date: Wed, 27 Jun 2018 08:37:42 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 4:27 PM

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC ]

Subject: FW: Mail

From: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 471 P

To: Szabo, Aaran L. EOP/CEQ, ]
Cc: Drummeond, Michael R. EC ]

Subject: FW: Mail

From: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EQP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 4:24 PM
To: Neumayr, Mary B. EQP/
e Raling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ.

sunysu. RE: Mail

I
I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003058



From: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 25,2017 ™7 "t

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/ ]

Ce: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
e

Subject: Mail

Hello Mary,

Send to Edward Boling and shared with Michael Drummond in his absence.

Juschelle

Juschelle D. Mclaurin
Administrative Assistant
730 Jackson Place NW
Washington, DC 20503

I Oifice
. !

2 CEQO75FY18150_000003058



FW: Q&As for your review

“Osterhues, Marys A. EOP/CEQ” <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=b7e9838c6aBed63cb2a7da10b55ed6af-os">

To: “Bamett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" I

Date:; Wed, 27 Jun 2018 09:30:49 -0400

Attachments Draft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6-25-18- clean {2)AFC.docx
{48.65 kB)

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 7:55 PM

To: Janet Pfleeger - Y <janet.pfleeger@gsa.gov>

- n Hanley - Y <karen_hanley@gsa.gov>; QOsterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ

I / ber Levofsky - Y <amber.levofsky@gsa.gov>; Kavita

Vairvanathan - AY-DETAILEE <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>; Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ

=== <cott (Robert) Hillkirk - AY-C <scott.hillkirk@gsa.gov>; Drummond,
rerrereen R. EOP/CEQ

Subject: Re: Q&As for your review

[ have added some suggestions on top of Janet's edits.

Angela F. Colamaria

Acting Executive Dharector

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)
T R nt Steering Couneil

FRYFIFETY W

1800 F St. NW
Washinglon, DC 20405

On Tue, Jun 26, 2018 at 4:54 PM, Janet Pfleeger- Y * wIote:

Marlys,

Please see edits discussed this afternoon to pages 2 and 5. [ want to add these to Angie's binder
as soon as CEQ is done with your edits from this afternoon so please "reply all" when youn
distribute later today.

Thanks!

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003790



Janet

Janet Pfleeger

Deputy Director
Fcderal Pormitting Improvement Steering Council

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

1800 F St, NW
Washington, DC 20405

On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karen Hanley - Y wrote:

Good afternoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for the Roundtable Q& As attached.

On Thu, Jun 21, 2018 at 5:10 PM, Angela Colamaria - Y-D
wrote:

All,

I haven't had time to read the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment balloons to

grab your attention as you review. Please ad al Q&A's and provide edits/answers to existing
Q&A as needed by 4 pm lomormrow and send (o Karen,

Thanks,
Angic

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Faderal Parmitnga Tmnrowement Steering Council

1RGO IF 51. NW
Washington, DC 20405

2 CEQO75FY18150_000003790



Karen A, Hanley

Senior Enviranmental Policy Advisor, Federal Permitting Improvemeant Stegring Council {FPISCY, (G5A
DepLty Assnciate Director for NEPA, Council on Environmental Quality {CEG

Phone [

3 CEQO75FY18150_ 3790
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FW: Q&As for your review

“Osterhues, Marys A. EOP/CEQ” <"/fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=b7e9838cBabed63cb2a’da10bS5edbaf-0s">

To: “Bamett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" I

Date: Wed, 27 Jun 2018 09:30:31 -0400

Attachments

Craft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6-25-18- clean.docx {44.17 kB)

From: Janet Pfleeger - Y <janet.pfleeger@gsa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 4:54 PM

To: Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>; Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ
I

wee » wigdla Colamaria - ¥-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>; Amber Levofsky - ¥

<amber.levofsky@gsa sov>- Kavita Vaidyanathan - AY-DETAILEE <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>; Sharp,

Thomas L. EOP/CEQ I o't (Robert) Hillkirk - AY-C

<scott.hillkirk@gsa.g-.- -

Subject: Re: Q&As for your review

Marlys,

Please see edits discussed this afierncon to pages 2 and 5. I want to add these to Angie's binder
as soon as CEQ is done with your edits from this aftemoon so please "reply all" when you
distribute later today.

Thanks!

Janet

Janet Pfleeger

Deputy Director
Federal Permitbing Improvement Steering Council
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

1800 F St, NW
Washington, DC 20405

On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karen Hanley - Y - wrote:

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003792



Good aftemoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for the Roundtable Q& As attached.
[

— ]

e

On Thu, Jun 21, 2018 at 5:10 PM, Angela Colamaria - Y-D
wrote:

All,
I haven't had time to read the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment balloons to
grab your attention as you review. Please add additional Q&A's und provide edits/answers 1o exisling

Q&A as needed by 4 pm lomormow and send 1o Karen

Thanks,
Angic

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting FExecutive Direclor
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Brdnmnl Domittin o Trmcosenemnpyt Steering Council

1800 F St. NW
Washington, DC 20405

Karen A. Hanley
Senior Environmental Policy Advisor, Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council (FPISC), GSA
Depubv Assariate Director for NEFA, Councii on Environmental Quality (CEQ)

Phone [ ]

2 CEQO75FY18150_000003792
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RE: ANPRM

From: "Hass, Jennifer" <jennifer.hass@hgq.dhs.gov>
To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ! ]
Date: Mon, 02 Jul 2018 13:29:14 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ I

Sent: Monday, July 2, 2018 1:05 PM
To: Hass, lennifer <jennifer.b~~~"%n dhs,gov>

Ce: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: Re: ANPRM

No additional info at this time. Please stay tuned. | will communicate with the interagency on comment
submission from NEPA contacts later this week.

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Cnuneil gn Environmental Quality

I
On Jul 2, 2018, at 10:19 AM, Hass, lennifer wrote:

Ted or Michael,

Has a timeline or additional guidance been distributed for the interagency participation portion of the
ADPRM for the NEPA Regulations? | came into the Federal NEPA contacts meeting a bit late {actually
was pulled out and ahble to return later than | had hoped} and am worried | may have missed a
discussion on internal dates outside of thi wocess. Do you all have a target date for
receiving agency commaents?

Thank you,

Jen

1 CEQO075FY18150_000002405



RE: FOR REVIEW: ANPRM Comment Extension

From: “"Mansocr, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
To: *Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

Ce: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Mon, 02 Jul 2018 11:57:27 -0400

Attachments CEQ NEPA ANPRM _Comment Period Extension_06302018 YM comments.docx
{45.74 kB)

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, July 2, 2018 10:58 AM

To: Drumr—--- *Michael R. EOP/CEQ I V'ansoor, Yardena M.
cor/ccq S —

Subject: Fun neviEW: ANPRM Comment Extension
Mike and Yardena,

Please see attached for the ANPRM Comment Extension for your review. Please let me
know if you have any comments.

Thanks.
Aaron L. Szabo

Senior Counsel
Cannril on Environmental Quality

B ek

1 CEQO75FY18150_000002407



- iCelli

2 CEQO75FY18150_000002407



CEQO75FY18150_000002408




CEQQ75FY18150_ 24




Re: ANPRM

From: "Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ ]

To: "Hass, Jennifer” <jiennifer.hass@hq.dbs.gov>
Ce: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]
Dats: Mon, 02 Jul 2018 13:05:18 -0400

No additional info at this time. Please slay tuned. I will communicate with the interagency on comment submission
from NEPA contacis later this week,

Michael Drummaond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
on Environmental Quality

On Jul 2, 2018, at 10;19 AM, Hass, Jennifer - wrote;

Ted or Michael,

Has a timeline or additional guidance been distributed for the interagency participation portion of the
ADPRM for the NEPA Regulations? | came into the Federal NEPA contacts meeting a bit late (actually
was pulled out and able to return later than | had haned) and am worried | may have missed a
discussion on internal dates outside of th wocess, Do you all have a target date for
receiving agency comments?

Thank you,

Jen

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003271



ANPRM

From
"Hass, Jennifer" <jennifer.hass@hqg.dhs.gov>

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ' I ' Orummond, Michael R.
EOP/CEQ" e B -

Date: Mon, 02 Jul 2018 11:17:12 -0400

To:

Ted or Michael,

Has a timeline or additional guidance been distributed for the interagency participation portion of the
ADPRM for the NEPA Regulations? | came into the Federal NEPA contacts meeting a bit fate (actually
was pulled out and able to return later than | had hoped) and am worried | may have missed a
discussion on internal dates outside of the regulations.gov process. Do you all have a target date for
receiving agency comments?

Thank you,

len
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FOR REVIEW: ANPRM Comment Extension

From: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

To: “Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CE R
"Mansocr, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I

Date: Mon, 02 Jul 2018 10:58:29 -0400

Attachments

CEQ NEPA ANPRM_Comment Period Extension_06302018.docx {(43.49 kB)

Mike and Yardena,

Please see attached for the ANPRM Comment Extension for your review. Please let me
know if you have any comments.

Thanks.

Aaron L. Szabo

Senior Counsel

Counril on Environmental Quality
(Desk)
(Cell)
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Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act

From: “Freeman, Denise" <denise.freeman@hq.doe.gov>

dennis.ogden@gsa.gov, elizabeth.e.nelson@aphis.usda.gov, jsmalls@fs.fed.us,
michelle ). gray@aphis.usda.gov, david.a.bergsten@aphis.usda.gov,

wendy fhall@aphis.usda.gov, caitlin.gregg@ogc.usda.gov,

peggy wade@wdc.usda.gov, kelsey.owens@wdc.usda.gov, "Cosiner, Brian”
<brian.costner@hq.doe.gov>, "Miller, Steven (GC)" <steven.miller@hg.doe.gov>,
nkeller@doc.gov, jroberson@doc.gov, everett.bole@foh.hhs.gov,
kristen.beckhorn@fda.hhs.gov, meghan.keiiey@dot.gov,
sarah.camino@fema.dhs.gov, jennifer.hass@@hq.dhs.gov, james.m.potter@hud._gov,
barbara.r.britton@hud.gov, sunaree.k.marshail@hud.gov,
danielle.l.schopp@hud.gov, joseph.a.baietti@hud.gov, cheryl_kelly@ios.doi.gov,
rebrown@usbr.gov, hzann@blm.gov, rwinthro@blm.gov, ccunningham@usbr.gov,
doug_wetmore@nps.gov, ins maska@fws.gov, "Collins, Brian M. (ENRD}"
<brian.m.collins@usdoj.gov>, "Douglas, Joshua (CRT})"
<joshua.douglas@usdoj.gov>, "Marvin, Barbara (ENRD)"
<barbara.marvin@usdoj.gov>, "Neal, Daria {CRT)" <daria.neal@usdoj.gov>,

To: hassellmd@state.gov, harold.peaks@dot.gov, carolyn.nelson@dot.gov,
amy.coyle@dot.gov, krystyna.bednarczyk@dot.gov, antoinette.quagliata@dot.gov,
“Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ’ I 'Orummond, Michael
R. EOP/CEQ' I . suzi@epa.gov,

buzzelle.stanley@epa.gov, tejada. matthew@epa.gov, roemele julie@epa.gov,
lee.charles@epa.gov, walter. simone@epa.gov, allen.dana@epa.gov,
okorn.barbara@epa.gov, knom.michele@epa.gov, musumeci.grace@epa.gov,
kajumba.ntale@epa.gov, rudnick.barbara@epa.gov, hams.reggie@epa.gov,
poole.elizabeth@epa.gov, jones kima@epa.gov, kelly.thomasp@epa.gov,
dawson.shelly@epa.gov, marshall.tom@epa.gov, brown.deborah@epa.gov,
grass.running@epa.gov, phillip.washington@aphis.usda.gov,
mbabaliye.theogene@epa.gov, peterson.erk@epa.gov,
joanne.wachholder@ferc.gov, kelley. munoz@ferc.gov, robin.grifin@ferc.gov,
katrina.scarpato@gsa.gov, carol.schafer@gsa.gov, jeffroy.rikhoff@nrc.gov, "Walters,
Cammnel | -F&" <cammeliwalters@fs.fed.us>, "Wade, Peggy - RD - St. Paui, MN"

<peggy.wade@mn.usda.gov>, "Rountree, Marthea" <rountree.marthea@epa.gov>,
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FW: Request for Extension of Comment Period on NEPA ANPRM

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative

From: group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipienis/cn=eaebbl47i871428b9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">
To: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ ]

Date: Sun, 08 Jul 2018 07:15:09 -0400

Attachments

ANPRM Request for Extension of Public Comment Final.pdf (105.82 kB})

From: Stephen Schima <sschima@partnershipproject.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 201" =" *™ **~
To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQY

I
Cc: Drummond, Michael 8. | e

Sl.lbject: {EXTERNAL] Reques. iu wavcimiun w Comment Period on NEPA ANPRM

Ted,

Attached is a request, on behalf of over 350 organizanons, asking for an exiension of the comment period
on the NEPA ANPRM to 90 days.

Please let me know if you have any questions or have difficulty opening the document,
Thanks and I hope all is well,

Stephen Schima

NEPA Director

The Partnership Project
Sschima(@partnershipproject.org
(c) 503-830-5753

The Partership Project A coalition of over twenty national environmental advocacy groups
including The Wilderness Society, Natural Resources Defense Council, and Sierra Club  united
to advance and defend key environmental policies.

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003257










































FW: CEQ / Update to the Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act,
Docket ID No. CEQ-2018-0001

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative

From: group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eae5b047871428b9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">
To: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Sun, 08 Jul 2018 07:06:36 -0400

Attachments

2018.06.27 WUWC Letter Requesting Extentsion on ANPRM Period.pdf (41.39 kB)

From: Pais, Sheri {Perkins Coie} <SPais@perkinscoie.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 28, 207~ ~~" \M

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ.- I

Cc: Baur, Don (Perkins Coie) <usaur@perkinscoie.com>; mcarlin@sfwater.org

Subject: [EXTERNAL] CEQ./ Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act, Docket ID No. CEQ-2018-0001

Mr. Boling,

Attached please find a copy of a letter we submitted on the regulations.gov docket yesterday, for the
Western Urban Water Coalition (WUWC), requesting a 60-day extension of the comment period for the
above referenced docket.

Thank you for your consideration of this letter and please let us know if you have any questions.
Best,

Sheri

Sheri Pais

SENIOR PARALEGAL

700 Thirteentn Street, N.¥Y. Suito 800
Washington, DC 20005-3960

D. +1.202.654.1735

Foormmnmmsmn

E
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Fwd: Q&As for your review

From: "Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ" ]
I 'S chneider,

"Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQY

To: Daniel J. EQOP/CEQ" I F-tiiorew, Theresa L.
EOP/CEQ" i—

Date: Tue, 10 Jul 2018 17:43:58 -0400

Attachments

Draft Question and Answer for Senate Roundtable 6.27 swh CLEAN.docx (25.68 kB)

Sent from my iPhonc

Begin ferwarded message:

From: "Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/Ci =
Date: July 10, 2018 at 5:31:18 PM
rgoti, Alex H. EOP/CEQ’ I Pciigrcw. Theresa L. EOP/CEQ”

aunjee: FW: Q&As for your review

From: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 10:32 AM

To: Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: FW: Q&As for your rew....

From: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 7012 10-10 ARA
To: 'Angela Colamaria - Y-D'

1 CEQOQ75FY18150_000001129



Cc: Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ s

Subject: RE: Q&As for your review

From: Angela Colararia - Y-D
Sent; Wednesday, June 27, 2018 v:93 Amt

Ta: Osterhues, Marly. _

Cre lanat Pfleeger - Y ; Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ

waugenss RE: Q&As for your review

2 CEQO75FY18150_000001129



Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

E i | Steering Council

1800 T 5t. NW
Washington, DC 20405

in Tua Ton 76 MIR ar 1111 DA Nctarhoae RMMarlie A FORATEN

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D

Sent: Tuesday. fune 26. 2018 /55 PM
To: Janet Pfleeger -3

e Vovan Hanley - Y

E— avita

ithan - AY-D Q

Crummond, Michael
Subject: Re: Q&As for your 1eview

I have added some suggestions on top of Janet's edits.

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

Fmdron® Mo it Tommmmnsrmemant Steering COU.I]Cil
On Tue, Jun 26, 2018 at 4:54 PM, Janet Pfleeger- Y wrote:
Marlys,

3 CEQO75FY18150_000001129



Please see edits discussed this afternoon to pages 2 and 5. I want to add these to Angie’s
binder as soon as CEQ is done with your edits from this afternoon so please "reply all”
when you distribute later today.

Thanks!

Janet

Janet Pfleeger

Deputy Director
Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council

MNifR Ao ~F tha Byvasoatisra n:rector (FPISC_OED)

On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karen Hanley - Y © wrote:

Good afternoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for the Roundtable Q& As attached.

Mee Moo T A1 An1o 200 M. Angela Colamaria - Y-D
- wrote:

All

>

I haven't had time to read the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment

balloons to grab your attention as you review. Please add addition~' ™ * '~ and provide
edits/answers to existing Q& A as needed by 4 pm tomorrow and send to Karer I

Angie

Angela F, Colamaria
Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

mt Steering Council

4 CEQO75FY18150_000001129



Karen A, Hanley
Senior Environmental Palicy Advisor, Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council (FPIST), GSA
Creputy Assnriate Director for NEPA, Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)

Phori -
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RE: CEQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM Extension of Comment
Period

From: “Freeman, Denise" <denise.freeman@hq.doe.gov>

dennis.ogden{@gsa.gov, elizabeth.e.nelson@aphis.usda.gov, jsmalls@fs.fed.us,
michelle. | gray@aphis.usda.gov, david.a.bergsten@aphis.usda.gov,
wendy fhall@aphis.usda.gov, caitlin.gregg@ogc.usda.gov,
peggy wade@wdc.usda.gov, kelsey.owens@wdc.usda.gov, "Cosiner, Brian”
<brian.costner@hq.doe.gov>, "Miller, Steven (GC)" <steven.miller@hg.doe.gov>,
nkeller@doc.gov, jroberson@doc.gov, everett.bole @foh.tihs.gov,
kristen.beckhorn@fda.hhs.gov, sarah.carrino@fema.dhs.gov,
jennifer_hass@hq.dhs.gov, james.m.potter@hud.gov, barbara.r.britton@hud.gov,
danielle.l.schopp@hud.gov, joseph.a.baietti@hud.gov, cheryl_kelly@ios.doi.gov,
rebrown@usbr.gov, hzarnn@blm.gov, rwinthro@blm.gov, ccunningham@usbr.gov,
doug_wetmore@nps.gov, ifns maska@fws.gov, "Collins, Brian M. (ENRD}"
<brian.m.collins@usdoj.gov>, "Douglas, Joshua (CRT)"
<joshua.douglas@usdoj.gov>, "Marvin, Barbara (ENRD)"
<barbara.marvin@usdagj.gov>, "Neal, Daria (CRT)" <daria.neal@usdoj.gov>,
hassellmd@state.gov, harold.peaks@dot.gov, carolyn.nelson@dot.gov,

To: amy.coyle@dot.gov, krystyna.bednarczyk@dot.gov, antoinette.quagliata@dot.gov,

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I 0 ummond, Michael
R. EOP/CEQ' I U suzi@epa.gov,

buzzelle.stanley@epa.gov, tejada. matthew@epa.gov, roemele julie@epa.gov,
lee_charles@epa.gov, walter.simone@epa.gov, allen.dana@epa.gov,
okorn.barbara@epa.gov, knorr.michele@epa.gov, musumedi.grace@epa.gov,
kajumba.ntale@epa.gov, rudnick.barbara@epa.gov, hams.reggie @epa.gov,
poole.elizabeth@epa.gov, jones.kimag@epa.gov, kelly. thomasp@epa.gov,
dawson.sheliy@epa.gov, marshall. tom@epa.gov, brown.deborah@epa.gov,
grass.running@epa.gov, phillip.washington@aphis.usda.gov,
mbabaliye.theogene@epa.gov, peterson.erik@epa.gov,
joanne.wachholder@ferc.gov, kelley. munoz@ferc.gov, robin grffin@ferc.gov,
katrina.scarpato@gsa.gov, carol.schafer@gsa.gov, jeffrey rikhoff@nrc.gov, "Walters,
Carmel | -FS§" <cammeliwatters@fs.fed.us>, "Wade, Poeggy - RD - 5i. Paul, MN"
<peggy.wade@mn.usda.gov>, "Rountree, Marthea" <rountree.marthea@epa.gov>,
Kandilarya Barakat <kandilarya.barakat@ferc.gov>, "Knishkowy, Jeff - ASCR"
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aunpew. Re: Q&As for your review

Angela F, Colamaria
Acting Exccutive Dircetor

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

T.a. 1M

- nt Steerng Council

1800 F St. NW
Washington, DC 20405
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On Mon, Jun 25, 2018 at 1:46 PM, Karen Hanley - Y -wrote:

Good aftemoon everyone,

Please find some comments/edits for the Roundtable Q& As attached.

On Thu. Jun 21. 2018 at 5:10 PM, Angela Colamaria - Y-D
wrote:

All,

I haven't had ttme to read the actual answers yet, but I did put a few comment batloons
to grab your attention as you review. Please add additinnsl N A’s and provide edits/answers to

exisling (Q&A as needed by 4 pm tomorrow and send to Karer _

Thanks,
Angie

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Fxecutive Direetor
Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)

:nt Steering Couneil

Karen A. Hanley

Senior Environmental Policy Advisor, Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Coundil {FPISC), GSA
Deput - *~=~~~e Director for NEPA, Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ}

Phang
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[EXTERNAL] RE: CEQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM

From: "Wagner, Fred R." <frwagner@venable.com>
To: FN-CEQ-NEPA ]
Date: Tue, 10 Jul 2018 16:23:06 -0400

T VSO IUSTLR AYETIUG, IYYY, ‘II"In'dI.‘iI'IIIIgUJIl, DC 20001

From: FN-CEQ-NEPA [mal —

Sent: Tuesday, Julv 10 N gy r M

To: FN-CEQ-NEP? I

Cc: Wagner, Fred . ~ nvvagner@®Venable.com:>
Subject: FW: CEQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM

From: FN-CEQ-NEPA
Sent: Tuesday, Julv 10, 2018 10:46 AM

To: FN-CEQ-NEPA I

Subject: FW: CEQ .._. .. .._gulations ANPRM

CEQO75FY18150_000003454






transmission and delete the messape without copying or disclosing it.
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RE:

From: “Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ” ]

Date; Tue, 10 Jul 2018 10:23:41 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael &. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 10:20 "™~

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I

Subject:

Michael Drummeond
Depuly Associate Director for NEPA
©~—~-~] on Environmental Quality

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003456



[No Subject]

. "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange
rom
administrative group

{fydiboht23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=a0bcB2c0ab4 54eb6ib7a1beb04b7d284a-dr">

To; "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOF/CECQY ]

Date: Tue, 10 Jul 2018 10:19:33 -0400

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
- il on Environmental Quality

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003458






From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 11:18 AM

To: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commet.. .. _... _EQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ s

Sent: Tuesday, June 19. 2018 10:32 v,
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment trom CEU?

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, June 1Y, 2018 Y:5 7 ama

To: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQH ]

Subject: (EXTERNAL] RE: Commeiiw 1w LEQ?

2 CEQO75FY18150_000003468









From: Schneider, ]

Sent: Monday, N
To: Nick Sobczyk
SUbjECt: RE: Comunzun inwan (R W

Hey Nick,
On background, attributable to a CEQ Spokesman:

On May 3rd’ the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) submitted a draft Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM]) entitled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the
Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” to the Office of Management
and Budget for interagency review consistent with Executive Order 12866. After completion of
interagency review, CEQ anticipates will publish the ANPRM in the Federal Register for public
comment.

This ANPRM is being developed in response to Executive Order 13807 issued by President
Trump on August 15, 2017. While CEQ has issued memoranda and guidance documents over
the years, it has only amended its regulations once. Therefore, CEQ believes it is appropriate at
this time to solicit public comment and consider updating the implementation regulations.

Hope that helps,

Dan

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, May 7, culo ig7 vmn

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ, ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment from v

Hi Dan,

Hope all is well and that you're enjoying your new gig at the White House! | saw CEQl submitted a

prerule with OMB on May 3 to update its NEPA regulations. I'm looking for a comment from CEQ on the
following questions. My deadline is 3:15 pm.
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RE: Letter to CEQ on NEPA ANPRM

From "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EQOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=579eb754b4¢c34f0eBe46d1b4cd7 08d7-pe™>

To: "Higgins, Rebecca (EPW)" <rebecca_higgins@epw.senate.gov>
Ce: "Freedhoff, Michal (EPW)}" <michal_freedhoff@epw.senate.govs

Date; Woed, 11 Jul 2018 15:16:34 -04G0

From: Higgins, Rebecca (EPW) <Rebecca_Higgins@epw.senate.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 12" """

To: Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ I
Ce: Freedhoff, Michal (EPW) <Michai_rreeahoff@epw.senate.gov>
Subject: Letter to CEQ on NEPA ANPRM

Hi Theresa,
It was nice to meet you yesterday. Senator Carper is sending the attached letter to Ms. Neumnayr asking
for a commitment to hold public hearings as part of the NEPA rulemaking process, and for an extension

to 90 days for the public comment period.

Best,
Rebecca

Rebecca Higgins

Environment and Public Works Committee
202-224-8056
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Letter to CEQ on NEPA ANPRM

From: "Higgins, Rebecca (EPW)" <rebecca_higgins@epw.senate.gov>

To: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Ce: "Freedhoff, Michal (EPW)" <michal_freedhoff@epw.senate.gov>
Date: Wed, 11 Jul 2018 12:30:34 -0400

Attachments: 07.11.18 - CEQ Letter FINAL pdf (867.17 kB})

Hi Theresa,

It was nice to meet you yesterday. $Senator Carper is sending the attached letter to Ms. Neumayr asking
for a commitment to hold public hearings as part of the NEPA rulemaking process, and for an extension
to 50 days for the public cornment period.

Best,
Rebecca

Rebecca Higgins

Environment and Public Works Committee
202-224-8056
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July 11,2018

Ms. Mary Neumayr

Chief of Staff

Council on Environmental Quality
730 Jackson Place NW
Washington DC 20306

Dear Ms. Neumayr,

We write today in responsc to the Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) that was
released by CEQ on June 20™. The questions posed in this ANPRM touch on every aspect of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, and the regulatory changes that may result
have the potential 10 profoundly affect how members of the public may engage in decisions
made by Federal ageneies. As you undertake such a broad review of NEPA, we request that you
commit to hold public meetings and to extend the public comment period by an additional 60
days, to allow for meaningful public input.

As you know, the current NEPA regulations were originally issued in 1978 in order to produce
better decisions and to further the national policy to protect and enhance the quality of the
environment. In the forty years since then, the substance of the regulations have becn changed
only once. Given the abundance of social, technological, and environmental changes that have
occurred since 1978, we hope that this ralemaking process can rcsult in common-sense
considerations to improve environmental outcomes and opportunities for public involvement,
while also improving decision-making and reducing regulatory costs. Most importantly, any
change must be certain not to degrade the quality of the human and natural environment, which
is the essential goal of NEPA.

In order for the regulatory process to achieve this optimal outcome, CEQ must comrnit to robust
public involvement. Only by hearing from the public can we be sure that the public will benefit
from proposed changes. Unfortunately, the carly indication is that opportunities will be limited
for the public to weigh in on the changes to implementation of this foundational environmental
protection law. The ANPRM provides for only a 30-day comment period, and CEQ has made no
commitment to hold puhlic meetings as a forum to gather comments and suggestions from the
general public.
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Limiting public involvement for this type of regulatory overhaul is particularly concerning in this
instance, given that the very intent of NEPA is to ensure that before undentaking significant
actions—such as a significant rulemaking—Federal agencies must hear from the public, and
consider thosc public comments. As representatives of States from across the nation, our
concerns about the implications of this rulemaking are wide-ranging. Changes 1o the NEPA.
process will affect decisions ranging from federal land management, to construction of roads and
bridges, from flight patterns, 1o ecosystem restoration, to tribal negotiations, and more. Given
this broad scope of potential changes, public involvement in the regulations should be hroader
than usual, and should include outreach to diverse constituents, through regional and national
public meetings, as well as through online forums and targeted listening sessions with affected
stakeholders,

As described in the current implementing regulations, which CEQ now secks to change, one of
the poals of NEPA is to “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect
the quality of the human environment.” It further states explicitly that agencies shall “Make
diligent efforts to involve the public in preparing and implementing their NEPA procedures.™
Changes to CEQ’s own NEPA procedures, which will affect project-level analysis and decisions
in all Federal agencies, for decades to come, will have enormous consequences for the quality of
the human environment, and therefore should be informed by ample public involvement.

Former CEQ directors have agreed on the importance of public involvement in developing
implementing procedures, and there is significant precedent for CEQ to conduct public hearings
as part of development of NEPA regulations. For instance, in 1978, in the notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) for the NEPA implementing procedures, CEQ described the process
followed prior to publication of the NPRM and indicated the importance of the public hearings
conducted. The NPRM stated in part that:

We have been greatly assisted in our task by the hundreds of people who respondcd to
our call for suggestions on how to make the NEPA process work better. In public
hearings which we held in June 1977, we invited testimony from a broad array of public
officials, organizations, and private citizens, affirmatively involving NEPA’s critics as
well as its friends. Among those represented were the U.S. Chamber of Commerce,
which coordinaied testimony from business; the Building and Construction Trades
Department of the AFL-CIO, for labor; the National Conference of State Legislatures, for
state and local governments, the Natural Resources Defense Council, lor environmental
groups. Scientists, scholars, and the general public were there

Additionally in 19806, the only other time that amendments have been made to CEQ’s NEPA
procedures, public meetings were an important part of the process. The notice of proposed
rulemaking in August 1985 provides record of CEQ’s outreach: “On March 18, 1985, the

40 CFR 1500 2(d)

140 CFR 1506.6(a)

' National Environmenta] Policy Act—Reguiations: Proposed Implementation of Procedural Provisions. Fed. Reg.
Vol. 43, No. 112 (6/9/1978) page 2523 1. https:/ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/FR-1978-06-09-43-FR-25230-
CEQ-NEPA-Regulations-NOPR..pdf
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Council held a meeting, open to the public, to discuss the comments received in response Lo the
Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.™ In fact, CEQ at this time went so far as to prepare a
special environmental assessment regarding the change, even though the change was limiied to a
single provision,

Another important way for CEQ to make “diligent efforts to involve the public™ would be to
provide a more meaningful public comment peried. The rulemaking to propose the NEPA
procedures that CEQ now secks to change allowed 73 days for the public to provide comments
and suggestions. Given the widc breadth of questions posed to the public in the ANPRM and the
unprecedcnted scope of reforms that are being contemplated, it would be appropriate to provide
an additional 60 days beyond the 30 days that has been proposed.

NEPA is perhaps the most important public involvement tool in our nation, and “diligent efforts
to engage the public” is the standard established in the current NEPA implementing procedures.
This standard should govern CE()’s efforts to revise the implementing procedures. But perhaps
even more important than compliance with existing regulations, CEQ should commit to ample
public involvement because it will improve the quality of the final regulations. Thoughtful,
effective, and publicly beneficial regulations are a shared goal for us all, and the best way to
achieve that is by engaging the public. Thank you for working with us to ensure the best outcome
for all Amcricans and for the natural environment we all share.

Sincerely,

UUIIJGI BlALE des Neofdl W)L]

UILILLU JLALD L0 AU United States Senator

Untted dlaies Henalor LMEd H1Ales deEnaior

' National Environmental Policy Act Regulations. Fed. Reg. Vol. 50, No. 154 (8/9/1985) page 32234
hitps://ceq.doe.gov/docs/laws-regulations/FR-1985-08-09-50-FR-32238-CEQ-NEPA-Repulations-NOPR-
amending-1502-22 pdf
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Tina Smith

United States Senator

Ron Wi

United States Senator United States Senator
United States Senator VLIS LI WIS LALL
Tom Udall - Jeitrey A. Merkley ‘
United States Senator United States Senator
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RE: Updating Regulations.gov

From
"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ s
To: "Drummond, Michael R. E¢ R
o "Boling, Ted & FOP/CEQ" I '/ansoor, Yardena M.

corceq

Date: Thu, 12 Jul 2018 12:52:51 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. EQOP/CEQ

Sent: Thursday, July 12,201 =~ "~ "M

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CE! I

Cr: RBaling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I \\:nsoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ
I ———

wwwpews Updating Regulations.gov

Aaron,

Can you update the Regulations.gov page for the CEQ ANPRM? it is still showing July 20 as the comment
deadline.

Thanks,

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
- il on Environmental Qualitly

1 CEQO75FY18150_000002253



RE: Updating Regulations.gov

From

"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ ]

To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EQOP/CE( I

"Boling, Ted & FOP/CEQ" I *'\ansoor, Yardena M.
eorceq

Date: Thu, 12 Jul 2018 12:53:23 -0400

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 17-52 Dh4A

To: Drummond, Michael R. ]
Cc: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I :nsoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
=

_.._,—__. RE: Updating Regulations.gov

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 1110 AR

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CE( I
7= "-"g, Ted A. EOP/CEQ- I 2nsoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
-

supject: Updating Regulations.gov
Aaron,

Can you update the Regulations.gov page for the CEQ ANPRM? It is still showing July 20 as the comment
deadline.

Thanks,
Michael Drummond

Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
~-~-~] on Environmental Quality

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003231



Updating Regulations.gov

From

"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ ]

To; "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CE( s

"Boling, Ted & FOP/CEQ" I /ansoor, Yardena M.
corcEe’

Date: Thu, 12 Jui 2018 11:18:45 -0400

Cc:

Aaron,

Can you update the Regulations.gov page for the CEQ ANPRM? it is still showing July 20 as the comment
deadline.

Thanks,
Michael Drummond

Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Crneq] on Environmental Quality

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003234



Rulemaking update

From: “Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" - I
To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" ]

Ce: "Drummeond, Michael R. EC I
Date: Fri, 13 Jul 2018 18:34:30 -0400

Attachments: 01 NPRM YM working draft CURRENT.DOCX (71.76 kB)

Ted,

Welcome back! Status of rulemaking tasks:

Leoking ferward to hearing about your travels. See you Monday.

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003226
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RE: Letter to CEQ on NEPA ANPRM

From:

To:

Co:

Date:

Attachments

"Pettigrew, Theresa L. EQP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange
administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=579eb754bd c34f0eB8e46d11b4cd708d7-pe">

"Higgins, Rebecca (EPW)" <rebecca_higgins@epw.senate.gov>
"Freedhoff, Michal (EPW)" <michal_freedhoff@epw.senate.gov>

Wed, 18 Jul 2018 14:44:54 -0400

2018-07-18_Letter to Sen Carper_re ANPRM.pdf (213.76 kB)

From: Higgins, Rebecca (EPW) <Rebecca_Higgins@epw.senate.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 12-21 bha

To: Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ ]
Cc: Freedhoff, Michal {[EPW) <Michai_riecunoff@epw.senate.gov>
Subject: Letter to CEQ on NEPA ANPRM

Hi Theresa,

It was nice to meet you yesterday. Senator Carper is sending the attached ietter to Ms. Neumayr asking
for a commitment to hold public hearings as part of the NEPA rulemaking process, and for an extension
to 90 days for the public comment period.

Best,
Rebecca

Rebecca Higgins

Environment and Public Works Cornmittee

202-224-8056

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003439
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EXI [ C 1E SIDENT

G ¢ AN JTAL QUALITY
WASHINGTON DG 20403

July 18, 2018

The Iloncrable Thomas R. Carper

Ranking Member

Commiittee on lnvironment and Public Works
[ntted States Senate

513 Hart Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Ranking Member Carper:

Thank you for your letter of July 11, 2018 rcgarding the advance notice of proposed
rulemaking titled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the
Nattonal Environmental Policy Act” that the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) published
in the Federal Register on June 20, 2018, The original comment period was scheduled to close
on July 20, 2018,

On July 11, 2018. CEQ published a notice in the Federal Register extending the comment
period for an additional 31 ays in response (o requests from the public. The comment period is
now scheduled to close on August 20, 2018, and comments can be submitted electronically via

ce s avatlabie at
I

Robust public engagement is critical to the rulemaking process. Should CEQ propose
potential revisions to update its regulations implementing the procedural provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act, CEQ will provide additional opportunities for public inpud.
Thank you again and | look forward to working with you on important national environmental
policy matters.

Sincerely,

rre

Chief of Staff

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003440



ANOPR Comments

Where:

When:

Until:

Organiser;

Required
Altendees

NEPA, Suite - my desk
Thu Jul 26 10:00:00 2018 (America/New_York)
Thu Jul 26 10:30:00 2018 (America/New_York)

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange ocrganizationfou=exchange
administrative group
({fydinohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=2712a19d57447088e0b3da580c16e15-ma™>

"Carlin, Erin A, EOP/CEQ (Intern)" I
"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEC ]

Erin, Let's discuss how to stay on top of managing the comment documents while | am on vacation

Michael, You are welcome to join us, but | believe you have a schedule conflict, sc I'll fill you in later.

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003424



FW: 0331-CEQ Spring Agenda Submission

From: "Whiteman, Chad §. EOP/OMB' I
To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]
Date; Fri, 09 Mar 2018 15:16:06 0500

Attachments Change Report 0331-CEQ Spring 2018.pdf (49.9 kB); Original CEQ-0331 Agenda
Entries--Spring 2018 (unreviewed).docx (21.97 kB}

From: Elizabeth Harris-Marshall - M1V1E [maiito:liz.harris-marshall@gsa.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 9, 2018 2:59 PM

To: Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMI ]
]

Cc: Higgins, Cortney J. EQOP/OMB
Subject: 0331-CEQ Spring Agenda Submission

Chad:

CEQ-0331 has locked their sujbmission in ROCIS, however, we are in the process of
getting the MAX administrator's to make them a page in MAX so I can upload their
data. Attached is the two RINs and the preamble for this agency for your review prior
to the page being established. As soon as the page is ready, I will make sure this
information is uploaded.

If you have questions, please let me know.

Liz Harris-Marshall

Program Analyst

Requlatory Information Service Center
Office of Government-wide Policy

Offics Direc

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003660
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Change Report 03/09/2018 2:09 PM
0331-AA02

199€00000 05181A452003D

201804

; ‘ 510 .
TITLE:

@ rreedom of _nfermat.on Act (FOLA) and krivacy Act Regulatiocns Update
REGULATORY PLAN:

No

PRIORITY :

Substantive, Nenslgnificant
Mazor status ander 5 USC B0l s undetermined

UNFUNDED MANDATES:

NO

MAJOR:

Undetermined

EQ 13771 DESIGNATION:

Not subiect ro, not significant
LEGAL AUTHORITY ;

5 7,5.C, Eh2 et seg,

CFR CITATION:

40 CKR 1325 ; 40 TFR 1516
LEGAL DEARDLINE:

None

ABSTRACT TEXT:

'LOCIYPE html>lhe Tcuncil on khvircomental Quality (CRQ)Y Ls develcping a
prepesal to revise its Freedor of Informartion Act (FOIR) regialations, in orde
to comply with the FOIA Improvement Act of 2016; to reflect CEQ's business
Frocess; ana to correct cr rerove cbseolete information. C2ZQ is also reviszng
its Frivacy Act implementation regulaticns due to changes of address and othe

administrative issucs,

TIMETABLE :
ACTION DATE FR CITE
NPRM 0//CL/20LE

GOVERMMENT LEVELS AFFECTED:
Nene

FEDERALLSM:

No

AGENCY CONTACT:

Page10of 3



199€00000 05181A452003D

Change Report 03/09/2018 2:09 PM
0331-AA02

201804

Vikteria Z. Seale,
730 Jackscn Place NW,
washingten, DT 20506
FHONE: 202 335-575C

0331-AA03
201804

REA_Secti 610 Ravi

IITLE:
@ Update Lo the Regulations for Implementing the Frocedural Frovisicns ol Lho
hNational knvironmenial Policy Act

REGULATORY PLAN:
No

FRIORITY:
Ceher Significant
Major status onder 5 USC BC1 is undetermined

UNFUNDED MANDATES:
Lndetermined

MAJOR ;

Lndetermined

42 U.S.C. 4317 et seq.

43 CEFR Parts 1505 to 15H0B

LEGAL DEADLINE:
None

ABITRACT TEXT:

'BOCTYPE html>On august 15, 2017, :=resident Trump i1ssued Zxecutive Crder 2380
titled Establ . shing Discipline ana Recountablility in the Environrment Review a
Fermitiing Process for Infrastructure.” Secbtion 5{e) of Execulive Crder 13807
directed the ZTouncil on Envircarmental Quality (CEQ) to develop an inztial lis
of actiopns it will take to eahance and wodernize the Federal environmental
review and authorization process. CEQ published rts the Isnitial list ef actic
in the Feaera. Reglster cn September 14, 231 (82 FR 43226) and statea tnat C
intends to review ecxisting CEQ regulaticns irpliementing Lhe procedural
requirements of tne Waticnal Envircnmental Pclicy Act in corder tc Identify
changes nececed to update and c¢lar.fy these regulations. The regulations were

Page 2 of 3



199€00000 051+81A4SZ003D

Change Report 03/09/2018 2:09 PM
0331-AAQ3
201804

igssued in 1978, were amended in 1986, and have never been ccrprehens.vely
revised. While CEQ has 1ssued memoranda and guidance cocuments over the years
CEQ kelieves 11 is agppropriate a~ this time to consider updating the
mplementing regulations.

IIMETABLE :
ACTION DATE =~ FR CITE
ANPRM 05/G0/200E

Undetermined

GOVERNMENT LEVELS AFFECTED:

Undeterm.ned

FEDERALISHM:
KO

BAGENCY CONTACT:

Ted Eoling,

73D Jackscn Flace HW,
wWasningten, DC 20506
PHONE: 2Gz 355-5750
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LAST LOOK

From: Elizabeth Harris-Marshall - M1V1E <liz.hamris-marshali@gsa.gov>
To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ' ]
Date: Fri, 06 Apr 2018 13:25:16 -0400

Attachments Final ARR 0331-CEQ Spring 2018.pdf {(74.44 kB); FINAL WORD 0331-CEQ Agenda
Entries--Spring 2018.docx (22.12 kB)

Aaron;

I've attached the word document and the Final Agenda Review Reports for one Last Look, You mury

Thank you for your assistance during this cycle.

Liz Harris-Marshall

Program Analyst

Reguiatory Information Service Center
Office ~ ~ -wide F

Office | Direc
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RE: NEPA Blurb - could you have a look by 4pm today?

From: "Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB" s
o: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date; Mon, 30 Apr 2018 14:51:33 -0400

-

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CECQ
Sent: Monday, April 30, 2018 2:50 PM

To: Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OME I

Subject: RE: NEPA Blurb - couid you have a look by 4pm today?

From: Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB

Sent: Monday, April 30, 2018 1017 &M

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ

Subject: RE: NEPA Bilurb - €ouw ywu ave a look by 4pm today?

1 CEQQ75FY18150_000002738
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CEQ 2018 Spring Regulatory Agenda

"Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organizatior/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f93a8d1dd2b4420ca81e53ff8199b780-s2">
T “Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ I schneider,
0:
Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I
Datse; Mon, 30 Apr 2018 10:51:07 -0400
Attachments

Final ARR 0331-CEQ Spring 2018.pdf (74.44 kB)

Theresa and Dan,

Per our conversation, please find attached the final version of CEQ’s 2018 Spring
Repulatory Agenda. This is currently expected to be published next week and will show up
on Reginfo.gov.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
- 'l on Environmental Quality
(Desk)

(Cell)

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003645
































































































[EXTERNAL] RE: CEQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM

From
Marie Campbell <mcampbell@sapphosenvironmental.com>
FN-CEQ-NEPA I ichael D. Smith, Ph.D."
To; <michael.smitht4@gmail.com>, Shannon Stewart <stewart.shannonc@gmail.comz, Jill

<jill@iaia.org>
Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2018 16:08:00 -0400

Will do!

Marie Campbeil

Principal and CEO

430 North Halstead St.
Pasadena, CA 91107

Tel: (626) 683-3547 ext. 103
Fax: (626} 628-1745

Sapphos

environmental Inc.

From: FN-CEQNEPA

Sent: Tuesday, June .., cv.w12:36 PM

To: Marie Campbell <mcampbell @sapphosenvironmental.com>; Michael D. Smith, Ph.D.
<michael.smith84@gmail.com?>; Shannon Stewart <stewart.shannonc@gmail.com:; Jill <jill@iaia.org>
Subject: FW: CEQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003623






[EXTERNAL] Re: CEQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM

From: Jill <jill@iaia.org>

To: FN-CEQ-NEPA ]
Date; Tue, 19 Jun 2018 15:46:56 -0400

Hi Ted,

Happy to do so!

Thanks for your time today,

Best regards,

Jill

On Jun 19, 2018, at 3:37 PM, FN-CEQ-NEPA I o

From: FN-CEQ-NEPA,
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 12:44 PM

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EO} B

re Baling Ted A. EOP/CEQ I 0 mond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
I )2 s00r, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
I

«wms=vs- .EQ NEPA Regulations ANPRM

Dear Colleagues,

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003624
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User Name: Victoria Pelers
Date and Time: 07/22/2004 9:30 AM EDT
Job Number: 11516250

Document(1)
[. 51 FR 15618
ClienUMauatter: -Nono-
_exisNexis
1

014
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51 FR 15618

April 25, 1986
Rules and Regulalions

Reporter: 51 FR 15618
Federal Register > 1986 > April > April 25, 1986 > Rules and Regulations > FEDERAL REGISTER

Title: National Environmental Policy Act Regulations: Incomplete or Unavailable Information

Action: Final rule.

[ Agency |

FEDERAL REGISTER

| Administrative Code Citation |

40 CFR Part 1502

I Synopsis I

SUMMARY: The Council on Environmenta] Quality (CEQ) promulgates regulations. binding on all federul
agencies. 1o implement the procedural provisions of the National Environmenta] Policy Act (NEPA). The regulations
address the administration of the NEPA process. including preparation of environmental impact statements for

major federal actions which significantly uffect the quality of the hnman envirnnment, On Auoguost 9, 1985, CEQ
published 4 proposed amendment to one of these regulations ilich addresses incomplete or
unavailable information in an environmental impact statement After reviewing the comments
received in response to that proposal. the CEQ now issues (he final amenament ro inat regulation. The final amendment
requires all federal agencies to disclose the fact of incomplete or vnavailable information when evaloating reasonably
foreseeable significant adverse impacis on the human enviroament in an EIS, and 1© obtain that information if the
overall cosis of doing so are not exorbitant. If the agency is unable (o obtain (he information becanse overall cosis are
exorbitant or because the means 1o obtain it are not known. the agency must (1) affirmatively disclose the fact that
such information is unavailable: (2) explain he relevance of the unavailable information: (3) summariZe the existing
credible scientific evidence which is relevant 10 the agency's evaluaton of significant adverse impacts on the

human environment: and (4) evaluale the impacts based upon theoretical approaches or research methods generally
accepted in Lhe scientific community. The amendment also specities that impacts which have a low probability of
occurrence but catastrophic consequences if they do occur, should be evaloated if the analysis is supported by
credible scientific ¢vidence and is not based on pure conjecture, and is within the rule of reason. The requirement 1©
prepare d “worst case analysis” is rescinded.

The cxisting guidance regarding found in Question 20 of Foriy Most Asked Questions Corcernirig
CEQ's National Environmental Poticy Act Keguidations, 46 FR 18032 (1981), is hcreby withdrawn. Guidance
relevant to the amended regulation will be published after the regulation becomes cifective.

I Text I

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Execuative Order 12291

Under Executive Order 12291, CEQ must judge whether a regulation is major and. therfore. whether 4 Regulatory
Impact Analysis must be prepared. This regulation does not satisfy any of the criteria specified in section 1(b} of the
Executive Order and, as such, does not constitute 4 major rulemaking. As required by Executive Order 12291. this
regulation was submitted to the Office of Management und Budget (OMB) for review. There were no commenty from
OMB o CEQ regarding compliance with Executive Order 12291 in relationship to amendment ¢

Paperwork Reduoction Act

The information collection requirementc in thic nrngged rule were submilled for approval .o OMB vnder the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 71 seg. No comments were submilted by OMB or the public on
the inlormation collection requirements.

Victoria Peters

2 CEC 75FY181
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Regulatory Flexibility Act

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act. § LL8.C. 601 et seq., CEQ is required to prepare 1 Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis for proposed regulations which would have a signiticant impact on a substuntial nomber of small entities.
No analysis is required, however, when the Chairman of the Council certifies that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial number of small entities. Accordingly, | hereby certify, pursoant to 5 U.5.0.
@5(h), that this final amendment would not have u significant impact on 4 substantial number of small entities.

Environmental Assessment

Although there arc substantial legal questions as to whether entitics within the Exceuative Office of the President are
required o prepare environmental asscssments. CEQ, consistent with its practice in 1978 has preparcd a special
enviroamental assessment and a Finding of Mo Significant Impact regarding amendment of this regulation, which is
available to the public upon request Far the reacnng stated in the Finding of No Significant Impact, CEQ has
concluded that the amendment »ill not have a significant impact on the quality of the human
environment,

Background

The Nutional Environmental Policy Act, signed into law by President Nixon on January 1, 1970. articulated national
policy and gouls for the nation. established the Council on Environmental Quality. and. among other federal
agencies to assess the environmental impacts of and, among other things. required all federul agencies 10 assess the
environmentyl impacts of and altermatives to proposals for major federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment. The Council on Environmental Quality, charged with the duty of overseeing the implementation
of NEPA, developed guidelines 1o aid federal agencies in assessing the environmental impacts of their proposals.

A combination of agency practice. judicial decisions and CEQ guidance resulted in the development of what is
commonly referred 0 as “the NEPA process”. which includes the preparation of environmenlal impact statements for
certain types of federal actions,

Because of complaints about paperwork and delays in projects caused by the NEPA process, and a perception that
the problem was caused in part by lack of 2 uniform, binding authority, CEQ was directed in 1977 10 promulgate binding
repulations implementing the procedural provisions of NEPA. (Executive Order 11991, 3 CFR 123 (1978), Coungil
was directed to specifically: “make the environmental impact stalement process more useful to decisionmakers and the
public; and to reduce paperwork and the accumulation of exirancons background data, in order to emphasize the
need to focus on real environmental issves and alternatives.” After undertaking an extensive process of review and
comment with federal, state and local governmental officials. private citizens, business and indusiry representatives, and
public interest organizations, the Council issued the NEPA regulations on November 29, 1978, 40 CFR 1500-1508
(1958). The regulations were hailed as a “significant improvement on prior EIS guidelines”, (Letter, Chamber of
Commerce of the United Siates, January §, 1979). and became effective for, and binding upon, most federal
agencies on July 30, 1979, and for all remaining federal agencies on November 29, 1979,

Since promulgation of the NEPA regulations, the Council has continually reviewed the regulations to identify areas
where further interpretation or guidange is required. ' No broad support for amendment of the regulations surfaced
during review under the 1981 Vice President’s Regulatory Relief Task Foree: indeed, some recommended that,
"CEQ’s streamlining regulations for the implementation of NEPA requirements should receive full support from the
Administration and the federal agencies”. (Letter. Nutional Leaguoe of Cities. May 14, 1981). Although continual
attention is required to ensure that the mandate of the regulations is being fulfilled. the regulations appear to be generally
working well,

Doring the past two and a half years. however. the Council has received numerous requests from both government
agencies and private parties to review and amend the regulation which addresses “incomplete or unavailable
intormation” in the EIS process. That regulation currently reads as follows:

' See, Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's National Environmental Poficy Act Regutation

Meporandun: for Generaf Counsefs, NEPA Liaisons aid Participants in Seonina el 20 108 (availame upon teguest nom ule
Generul Counsel’'s office. CEQ);, Guidunce Reparding NEPA Regulation

Victoria Peters
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"Secrion 1502.22. Incomplete or unavailable information.

“When an agency is evaluating significant adverse effects on the human environment in an environmental impact
statement and there are gaps in relevant information or scientific uncertainty, the agency shall always make clear that
such information is lacking or that vncenainty exists.

"{a) If the information relevant to adverse impacts is essential to o reasoned choice among alternatives and is not
known and the overall costs of obtaining it are not exorbitant. the ageucy shall include the information in the
environmentul impact stutement.

“{h) If {1) the information relevani 1o adverse impacts is essential 10 a reasoned choice among alternatives and is
not known and the overall costs of obtaining it are ¢xorbitant or (2) the information relevant 1o adverse impacts is
important 1o the decision and the means (0 ¢brain it are not known (e.g., the means for obtaining it are beyond the state
of the art) the agency shall weigh the need for the action against the risk and severity of possible adverse impacts
were the action 1o proceed in the face of vncertainty. If the agency nenceede in chall include a worst case analysis and
an indication of the probability or improbability of its occurrence.’

On Avgost 11, 1983, the Council proposed guidance regarding the “worst case analysis” requirement and asked for
comments on the proposed guidance 48 FR 36486 ({983 The draft enidance suggesied that an initial threshold of
probability should be crossed before the requirements ir pecame applicable. Although some
commentators agreed with the guidance, others believea that e proposed threshold would weaken analysis of low
probability and severe consequences impacts, Other writers suggested different approaches (o the issue, or advocated
amendment of the regulation rather than guidance. Afler reviewiug the comments received in response to that
proposal, the Couucil withdrew the nronowed ounidanca stating its intent to give the matter additional examination
before publishing a new proposal

Alter many discussions with [ederal agency representatives and other inleresied parties in stale povernments, public
inierest groups #nd hoinecs and industry, the Council published an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
{ANPRM) (o and stated that it was considering the need 10 anend the regulation. 49 FR 30744
{1984). The A~rrv pused nve guestions about the issue of ingoinplele or unavailable informmation in an EIS and asked
for thoughtlul written responses © the guestions. The Council received 161 responses 10 the ANPRM. A majority
of the commentators cited problenms with the “worst case analysis” regquirement, but recognized the need 0 address
polential impacts in the (ace of incomplete or unavailable information. Muany commentators thought that either the
regulation iself or recent judicial decisions reguired agencies 10 go beyond the “mile of reason”. These commentators
suggested thal the “rule of reason” should be made specifically applicable © the reguirements of the regulation. A
minority of commentators fell strongly that the original regolation was adequate and should not be amended.

On March 18, 1985, the Council held a meeting, open to the public, to discuss the comments received in response
to the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 30 FR 9535 (1985). Shortly after that meetine the Copncil voted to
amend the regulation. On Avgust 9, 1985, CEQ published a proposed amendment 1 which read

as follows:

"Section 1502.22. Incomplete of unavailable information.

“In preparing an environmental impuct statement, the agency shull muke reusonable efforts. in light of overull costs
and state of the art, to obtain missing information which. in its judgment, is important (¢ evaluating significant adverse
impucts on the human environment that are reasonably foreseeable. If. for the reasons staled above, the agency is
unable to obtain this missing information. the agency shall include within the environmental impuct stalement (a) o
statement that such information is missing. (b) u statement of the relevance of the missing information to evaluating
significant adverse impacts on the human environment, (¢} a4 summary of existing credible scientitic evidence

which is relevant to evaluating the significant adverse impacts on the human environment, and (d) the agency’s
evalvation of such evidence. 'Reasonably foreseeable’ includes impacts which have catastrophic consequences, even
if their probability of occurrence is low, provided thar thev have eredible scientific support, are not based on pure
conjecture, and are within the rule of reason.

The Council received 184 comments in response 10 the proposed amendment: 81 comunents [rom business and
industry; 39 comments (rom privaie citizens; 30 comments from puoblic interest groups; 15 comments (rom [ederal
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agencies; 14 comments from state governments; 4 comments from local govemments; and one comment from a
Member of Congress.

A majority of the commentators favored an amendment to the regulation, and supported the general approach of the
proposed amendment. However, many of these writers offered specific suggestions for improving (he proposal.
Many commentators asked for definitions of terms uscd in the proposal, particularly for the phrase “credible scicntific
cvidence.” Some commentators wanted the Council to specify 2 particular methodology, such as sk asscssment.

as @ substitate for 4 worst case analysis. Many commentators had specific comments about particular words or phrascs
used in the proposcd amendment, Many commentators asked CEQ to provide funther guidance or monitoring atter
the regulation was issucd in final form.

A minority of commentaiors strongly oppased the amendment. Some of these wrilers were concerned over perceived
changes in the first (wo paragraphs ol (he original rgulation -- requirements (0 disclose the facl thal information is
missing. and (0 oblain (hat information, il possible. Some commentators opposed deletion of the “worst case analysis”
requirement. Other commentators believed (hat the proposed amendment did not reyuire agencies (0 analyze or
evalvate impacts in the face of incomplete or unavailable information. These commenis, and others, will be discussed
below in the section “Comments and the Council's Response”.

On Janvary 9, 1986, CEQ held a meeting, open to the public, to discuss the comments received in response (o the
proposed amendment. 30 FR 53061 (1985). A summary of the presentation made al thal meeling is available from the
Office of the General Counsel. Shortly alter that meeting, the Council voled o proceed (o (inal amendment of the
repulation.

Purpose and Analysis of Final Amendment

CEQ is amending this regulation because it has concluded that the new requirements provide a wiser and more
manageable approach to the evaluation of reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts in the face of incomplete
or unavailable information in an EIS. The new procedure for analyzing such impucts in the face of incomplete or
unavailable informarinn will harrar inform (he decisionmaker and the public. The Council’s concerns reoardine the
orieinal wording 0 wre discussed at length in the preamble to the proposed amendment

{ must agam pe emprasizea that the Council concurs in the underlying goals of the original reguianon --
wa 18, disclosure of the fact of incomplete or unavailable information: acquisiton of that information it reasonably
possible; and evaluation of reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts ¢ven in the absence of all information.
These goals are based on sound public policy and early NEPA case law. 2 Rather. the need for amendment is based
upon Lhe Council's perception that the “worst case analysis” requirement is an unproductive and ineftective method of
achieving those goals: one which can breed endless hypothesis and speculation.

The amended regulation applies when a federal agency is preparing an EIS on a major federal action sigificantly
affecting the quality of the human environment and finds that there is incomplete or unavailable information relating
to reasonably foreseeuble significant adverse impacts on the environment. It retains the legal requirements of the
first paragraph and subsection (a) of the environment and finds that there is incomplete or unavailable information
relating to reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the environment. It retains the legal requirements of
the first paragraph and subsection (1) of (he original regolation. Thus. when preparing an EIS. agencies must
disclose the fact that there is incomplete or unavailable information. The tern “incomplete information” refers to
information which the agency cannot obtain becavse the overall costs of doing so are exorbitant, The term "unavailable
information” refers to information which cannot be obtained because the means to obtain it are not known. If the
incomplete information relevant to adverse impacts is essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives and the overall
cOs1s of obtaining it are not exorbitant, the agency mast include the informalion in the EIS. The first paragraph

and subsection (a) of the original regulaticn have been amended only insofar as the phrases “incomplete or unavailable
informartion” (title of the original regulation) or “incomplete information” are substitated for synenymous phrases
and the term “reasonably foreseeable” is added to modity “significant adverse impacts”. These changes are made for
consistency, clarity and readability,

Subsection (b) i5 amended to require federal agencies o include four items in an EIS if the information relevant 1o
reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts remains unavailable hecause the overall cosis of obtaining it are

T Qs for example

Victoria Peters

3 CEQO75FY181

5577



Page 5 of 13
51 FR 15618

exorbitant or the means t¢ obtain it are not known. The first step is disclosore of the fact that such information is
incompiete or unavailable; that is. “a statement that such information is incomplete or uravailabie”. The second siep
is to discuoss why this incomplete or unavailable information is relevant to the task of evaluating reasonably
foreseeable significant ad verse impacts: thus, “a statement ot the relevance of the incomplete or onuvailuble mnformation
0 evaluating reasonably foreseeable refevant to evaluating the reasonably foreseeuble signiticant adverse impacts,
impucts on the human environment”. Foorth, the agency must use sound scientific methods to evaluate the potentiad
impucts; or in the words of the regodation, “the agency's evanation of such impacts based upon theoretical approaches
or sesearch methods gencrally accepted in the scientific community”.

The repelation also makes clear that the reasonably foreseeable potential impacts which the agency must evaluate
include those which have a low probability of accurrence but which would be expected to resull in catastrophic
consequences il they do occor. Rowever. the repulation specifies that the analysis mwust be supported by credible
scientific evidence, not based on pure congeciure. and be within the rule of reason.

Subsection {b) deletes iwo substantive requirements from ithe same subsection of the osiginal regulation, proruulgaied
in 1978, First, it climinates the requiremcnt for agencies o “wcigh the necd for the action against the risk and
severity of possible adverse impacis werc the action to proceed in the face of uncertainty” while in the process of
preparing an EIS. The Council believes that the weighing of risks and benefits for the particular federal proposal at
hand is properly dosc after completion of the entirc NEPA process. and is reffected in the Record of Decision. Nothing,
of course. prohibits a decisionmaker from wiihdrawing a proposal during the course of EIS preparation.

Second, the regulation efiminates the “worst case analysis” reguirement. It does not. however. eliminate (he
requirement for federal agencies to evaluaie the reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts of an action,
even in the tace of unavatiable or incomplete information. Rather. it specities that the evaluation must be caretully
canducted. based vpon credible scientific evidence, and mast consider those reasonably foreseeuable significant adverse
impacts which are based npon scientific evidence. The requirement to disclose all credibic scientific evidence
extends to responsible opposing views which are supported by theoretical approaches or research methods generally
accepted in (he scientific community {in other words, credible scienlific evidence).

The regulation also requires that analysis of impacts in (he face of unavailable information be grounded in the “rule
of reason”. The “rule of reason” is hasically a judicial device 10 ensure that common sense and reason are not 10st
in the rubric of regelaon. The rule of reason has been cited in numerius NEPA cases for the proposision that, “An

EIS need not discuss remote and highly speculative consequences. . . . This is consistent with the (CEQ) Council
on Environmental Quaiity Guidclines and the f ' ) uld
he determined through use of a rule of reason.” it

the seminal case which applied the rule of reason (O the prodiem Ol unavallabie INOMAauon, Me court siaea Mma,
“INEPA’s] requirement that the apency deseribe the anticipated environmentzl cffects ol a proposed action is
subject {0 a rule of rcason. The agency aced not foresee the unforeseeabie, but by the same token. neither can it
avoid drafting an impact statement simply because describing the environmendgal effects of alternatives to pasticolar

conlorms witn (s areCion.

The evaluation of impacts under § 1502.22 i an incgral part of an EiS and shouid be treated in the same manner
as thosc impacts nornally analyzed in an E1S. The information incloded in the EES o fidfill she reasdrements of §
1502.22 is properly a part of the “Environmental Consegnences” section of the EIS As with
other portions of the EIS, material substantiaging the analysis fundamental (€ the €V ewenus v wepoce ¥ properly
be incinded in an appendix to the EIS.

Comnienis and the Council’s Response
Commeni: CEQ does nog make clear the fact that the first paragraph and parapyaph (2} of 1502.22 would be

eliininated in the proposed amendment. The preamblc says nothing about radicai changes in the research requirements
of the existing regulation.
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Response: The changes (o the first paragraph and subsection {a} of the existing regulation in the proposed amendment
were made primarily for the purpose of attempling to clarify and simplify the existing requirements. However, in
response 0 2 number of concerns regarding perceived changes in the legal requirements of these paragraphs, the Coungil
has chosen to retain Lhe original format of the regulation. The Council intends that the substitution of the phrase
“incomplete or unavailable information” and “incomplete information” are taken from Lhe title of the regulation itself,
and are being inserted for the sake of consislency of terms and clanty.

Commens: The term “teasonable efforts” should be defined.,
Response: The term “reasonable etfforts” does not appear in (he final regulation.

Commeni; The proposed amendment drops the standard of “exorbitant costs” and substiutes “overall costs.”
Substantively, the current standard should be retained. It is a purposefully high standard, intended 1o counter agencies’
demonstrated reloctance to seek out information. The proposed standard is lax and undefined.

Response: The final regulation retains the original siandard.

Commeni: The term “state of the art” shoold be replaced with “the availability of adequate scientific or other
analytical techniques or equipment”,

Response: The term has been deleted in the final regulation, and the phrase “the means to obtain it are not known”
is substituted. That phrase is meant to include circumstances in which the unavailable information cannot be obtained
because adequalte scientitic knowledge, expertise, technigques or equipment do not exist,

Comment: The regulation should make clear that “overall costs” include. among other things, all economic costs and
delays in timing. The "overall cost™ requirement needs to be further defined to reflect items such as compuring low
cost/high cost risk (and vice versa), costs of time in obtaining information, costs of delaying projects, benefiticost rutio
and outyear impact cost.

Response: CEQ intends that the term “overall costs” cncompasses financial costs and other costs such as costs in
terms of timc (delay) and personncl. It docs not intend that the phrase be interpreted as a requirement t0 weigh Lhe
cost of obtaining the information against the scverity of the impacts. or to perform a cost-benefit analysis. Rather, it
inicnds that the ageney interpret “overall costs” in light of overall program nceds.

Commeni: The term "missing information” should be clarified or changed.

Response: The term “missing information” is deleted in the final regulation, and is replaced with (he terms “incomplete
or unavailable information” and “incomplete information”. These terms are consistent with the title of the regulation.

Commenz: The word “matcrial” shoold be substitutcd for thc word “significant” because the word “significant” is
a tcrm of art and incorporatcs consideration of controversy surrounding a proposal. The word “maitcrial” would be more
appropriaic.

Response: The final regulation retains the term “significant”. "Signiticant” is indeed a term of art which connotes
the type of environmentul impact which the apency is obligated to analyze in an ELS. Consideration of controversy
is one of many tuctors which must be considered in determining whether an impact is “significant” others include the
degree to which the proposed action aftects public health or safety, unigue characteristics of the geographic area
such as wellands, wild and scenic rivers, etc., the degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are
highly uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks, the cumalative impacts of an action, whether the action may
adversely affect an endangered species or critical habilat, the degree to which an action may adversely affeot hicioric
areac and whether the proposed action would violate another tederal. state or local envirenmental law

The 1978 CEQ regulations differed from the earlier CEQ Guidelines in stating that the fact o1 comuroversy
aoes not, alone, require preparation ot an EIS: rather, it is one of many facters which the responsible official
must bear in mind in judging the context and intensity of the potential impacts.

Commeni: The tlerm “in its judgment” pives agencies the administrative discretion to limit the data needed 1o
prepare an EIS. It pives 100 much discretionary authorily 1o agency oflicials o decide il they need to obtain the
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information. Suggest deicting "in its judgment” or adding “and with the concurrence of appropsiate federal or state
resource agencies”.

Related Comment: Tt is imponant 10 allow an agency discretion o defermine the extent of (he investigation required
to obtain information,

Response: The term “in its judgment” is deleted from the final regatation. However. defetion of that phrase is not
intended (0 change the discretion currengly vested in the apencies to determine the cxtent of the investipation requised
to obtain intormation. The agency’s discretion must be used to make judgments about cost and scienlific availability
of the information.

Commeni: The proposed amendinent’s definition of "reasonably forcseeable” should be strengthened or clarified or
the use of this phrase should be changed.

Response: The term “reasonably foresecn™1~" e » Tnee wictqeg of use in the context of NEPA law. and is inciuded
elsewhere in the CEQ) NEPA repulation Generaily, the term has been used to describe what kind
of environmenial impacts fedeeal APENC. ... e crmeyow o wd EISY fOr example, “. . . if the [apency] makes a good
faith clfort in the survey to descsibe the reasonabiy foreseeabie envitonmental impaci of the program, afternatives to
the program and their reasonebiy foreseeable envitommental impact. and the irreversibie and irretrievabic commitingent
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rule of reason.

Comniens: To prevent contusion, the proposed amendment should vse cither the term “credible scientific evidence”
or “credible scientific support” -- not both.

Response: The final regulation uses the term “credible scientific evidence” and deletes the term “credibie scientific
support”.

Commenz: The term “credible scientific cvidence” should be defined. (A number of commcntators offered specific
suggestions for such a dehinition).

Response: The final regulation states that the agency™s evaluatton of impacis in the face of incomplele or unavaiiable
mtormation should be based upon theoretical approaches or research methods genersally accepted in the sciendific
community. While this is admittedly 1 broad and genesa? direclion. CEQ s concerned that a narrow detinition of
"credible scientific evidence” would prove inappropriate in some circumsiances, given the wide variety of actions which
potentiaily tull under the auspices of this regulation. in many cases. the Council expects that “theoretical approaches
or research methods generafly accepted in the scientific community” will include commonly accepted professional
practices such as literature searches and peer review.

Commeni: The werm “credible” should be deleied from the regulation, and all information should be considered.

Response: The delinition of the word “credible” is, “capable ol being belicved”. Webster's If New Riverside University
Dictionary. 1984. Inlormation which is unworthy of belicf shoutd not be included in an EIS.

Commeni: The term “scientific” is overly restnctive since measurenient of an action’s environmental effects may be
grounded in, among othes things, economic, historical or sociological information.

Resporse: in an ELS, federal agencies are responsible for analysis of stgnificant envisonmental efiects which incinde
“ecological, aesthetic, historic. culural, economic, social, or health, whelber direct, indirect, or cumulative.’
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The requirement #n analvze thees ngtential impacts or effects are not medified in any manner by the
guanneu scwentific evidence” ir Rather. the term “scientific” is meant to imply that the evidence
presented about the possibility or a certain tmpacy should be based upon methodelogical activity, discipline or study,
Webster's 1 New Riverside University Dictionary. 1954,

Commeni: The amendment should include some recognized scientilic method lor evalualing uncertainty. such as.
perhaps. a risk assessment approach.

Response: Because of the wide variety of types of incomplete or unavailable information which may potentially fall
within the scope of this regulation, CE(Q) does not choose to specify a parlicular methodology. Rather., each agency
should select that approach which best meets the goals of evalvating potential impacts in the face of unavailable
information. Further, a requirement that a particular methodology he ulilized might be soon outdated by scientfic
developmenits in a particular field.

Commeni: The draft preamble states that the summary of credible scientific evidence mwst include all information
from all sources, including minority or opposing viewpoints, What are “minority views” as they relate to credible
scientific evidence?

Response: The preamble to the proposed amendment states that the requirement to disclose all credible scientific
evidence exlends 1o those views which are generally regarded as “minority views” within the scientific copmunin
The final nreamble adopts the term “responsible opposing views” as the preferred term. consistent with

The requirement to include responsible opposing views reflects the belief that many times, particuiary
woen ucanng with questions of incompletc or unavailable information, there will be more than one point of view about
potential environmental impucts which has scientific credibility. The regulation rquires an ugency to include
information about such views which have scientific credibility. rather than simply selecting one concept which
supports its particular view. The responsible opposing views, must, of course. meet the criteria set out in subsection
{(b) of the regulation. Once soch information is set out in the E1A. the agency must then use its own judgment
and discretion to determine which viewpoint it helieves is the most worthy of acceptance.

Comment: CEQ should indicate in the preamble that along with available scientific evidence. the views and
conclusions of other povernment agencics and departments may be considercd.

Response: The views and conclusion of other government agencies and departments are appropriately considered
throughout the EIS process, beginning with the scoping process. Section 1502.22 does not limit involvement by other
federal agencies in (hat process. Special attention shoold be paid to the viewe of thace agencies with special
expertise or jurisdiction by law in a particular field of inquiry The views of the public, and
indeed all interested parties, are, of course also to be considercu wrougnout ue 1> process.

Commeni: It should be made clear that the summary should be limited to credible scientific evidence only.

Response: This is preciscly the requirement of the regulation itsclf. Again, credible scientific cvidence includes both
majority vicws and responsible opposing views, se long as these views mect the criteria in the regulation.

Comment: The regulation should 1equire agencies to state the probability or improbability of the occurrence of the
impacts which are identitied.

Response: Although this requirement is not parl of the linal regulation, ygencies are [ree © include this infonnation
in the EIS, The Council encourages the inclusion of such daty when it is relatively reliable and when such infornmation
would help 10 put the analysis in perspectlive for the decisionmgker and other persons who read and comment on the
EIS.

Comment: The fourth requirement, to includc the ageney's “evaluation” of the scientific cvidence is vaguc. Presumably,
what is mcant is not 1 critigue of the evidenee. but an application of the cvidence to predict impacts.

Response: The tourth requirement has been reworded so that it is clear that the agency is required to evaluate
reasonably toreseeable significant adverse impacts which significantly aftect the quality of the human environment.

Commeni: There is no requirement (or the agencies 0 analyze impacis - the basic purpose of the regulation.
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Response: The fourth requirement clearly states a requirement for the agencies t0 evaluate the reasonably foreseeable
significant adverse impacts,

Comment: The final amendment should require agencies to address high probability/low or chronic impacts, as well
as low probability/catastrophic impacts.

Response: If there is a high probability of un impact occurring, an agency is probably not in the realm of incomplete
or unavailable information: hence. the impacts would be analyzed under the ordinury requirements in the
"Environmental consequences” section. This section inclodes the analysis of the envirnnmantal impacts of the
proposal and the environmental impacts of alternatives to the proposed action

Commens: The preamble (0 the draft amendment errs in asserting that case law has established a precedent (10 go
beyond the mle of reason and it ignores subsequent Ninth Circuit case law which applies the rule of reason to find
that agencics properly refuscd o prepare a worst casc analysis.

Response: The Ninth Circuit decision referred to in this comment held that a worst case analysis was not required
because the lead agency had obtained the information which it naadad: thise thars stac nnincamnlats ar inavailghle
infarmarinn tn rrinear the worst case analysis requirement

Commeni: The threshold Lriggering the agency’s responsibility to comply with s actoally the
existance of incomplete or unavailable information. “Scientific credibility” is nmn a unesuuoi, vu tather a standard to
be applied to the analysis once the duty to comply is triggered.

Response: This comment is correct.

Commeni: The Council should make clear in the regulation itself thit “scientfic credibility” is the threshold which
triggers the regulation,

Response: “Scientific credibility” is the criterion for the evidence which should be used 1o evaluate impacts in the
face of incomplele or unavailable infommation. The trigger 1© comply with the regulation iself is incomplele or
unavailable information.

Commeni; If the phrase "worst case analysis” is unacceptable, the Council should consider replacing the term with
its functional equivalent, “spectrum of events”.

Response: In the final regulation. a lead agency is required o evaluate “impacts”. “Impacts” or “ellects” (the two
are synonymous under CEQ regulations) are the subject of analysis in an EIS, not “events”. Indeed. the event to be
anticipated is the proposed action itself.

Under the linal regulation, agencies are required o evaluate impacts [or which there is credible scientific evidence.
In implementing this section, agencies will have to determine the appropriate range of analysis based on the vnigue facts
of each particular proposal. In some cases, this may amouwnt to a spectrom or range of impacts. In other cases, the
scope of suggested impacts may be much more limited. Credible scientific cvidence shouold determine the scope of the
analysis. us opposed to a pre-determined number of impacts.

Comment: A careful reading of the case law reveals that neither the Ninth Circuit nor any other ¢ircuit has required
worst case analysis in the absence of scientific opinion, evidence. and experience, us alleged in the draft preamble.

Response: Although CEQ was asked to consider this question by various persons who were concerned about the cffect
in future cases of possible interpretations of judicial decisions involying the worst casc analysis requircment, CEQ
has amended the regulation because it believes. bascd on further review, that the worst ¢ase analysis requircment is

{lawed, and the new requirements provide a better and more logical means of dealing with the analysis of impacts
in the face of incomplete or unavailable information in an EIS.

Commeni: Deleticn ot the worst case requirement will weaken environmental protection.

Response: This assertion is incorrect. The amended regulation establishes a betler approach to dealing with the issue
ol incomplete and unavailable information in an EIS. Tt is a less sensational approach, but one which is a more
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carcful and professional approach to the analysis of impacts in the face of incomplete or unavailable information. It
should improve the guality of the EIS and lhe decision which follrwe and hence strengthen environmental
prolection, in conformance with the purpose and gouls of NEPA 1331 It will provide the public
and the decisionmaker with an improved und more informed basis Tor me gecision.

Comment: Before eliminating the term “worst case analysis”. the Council should determine whether a worst case
analysis is really impossible to prepare, or whether it is being resisted by agencies unwilling to leamm hecause they
do not want to admit the adverse impacts of their preferred programs.

Response: The Council does not maintain (hat a worst case analysis is impuossible 0 prepare: however, il does view
the worst case analysis requirement as & Jawed (echnique © analyze impacts in the face of incomplete or unavailable
information. The new requirement will provide more accurate and relevant inlormation about reasonably [oresecable
significant adverse impacts. To the extent that agencies were reluctant o discuss such impacts onder the requirements
of the original regalation, the amended regulation will not offer them dn escape oute,

Conmmeni: The expressed need for clarification can be met by simply adding the “rule of reason” to the existing
regulation,

Response:r While the “rule of reason” is indead added to the language of the regulation, CEQ believes that it is also
important to amend the requirement to prepare a4 worst case analysis, The requirement that the analysis of impacts
be hased on credihle scientific evidence is viewed as a specific component of the “rule of reason”,

Commeni: The proposal inappropriately removes Lhe obligation to weigh the need for an action against its potential
impacts.

Response: The regulation deletes this requirement because it is more properly accomplished at the conclusion of the
entire NEPA process. A decisionmaker may, of course., decide to withdraw 4 proposal at any stage of the NEPA
process for any reason, including the belief that the paucity of information undermines the wisdom of proceeding in
the face of possibly severe impuacts. However, such weighing and balanging in the middle of EIS preparation is a
matter of policy. not law.

It is clear that, "one of the costs that must be weighed hv decicinonmakerc ic the coer of nncertainty - ie  the costs
of proceeding without more and better information.’ Jowever,
that weighing takes place after completion of the Eis process, meisuing ue puone comient process. muoeed, it
would seem that the resolis of such a weighing process would naturally be more informed and wiser after the agency
has completed the requirements of § 1502.22 to evaluate the potential impacts in the face of incomplete or vnavailable
informartion. After completion of the EIS process, the responsible decisionmaker must then weigh the cosis of
proceeding in the face of uncertainty, “and where the responsible decision-maker has decided that it is outweighed
by lhe benefits of proceeding with the project without further delay . . .” he may proceed to do so. /d. Similarly, he
or she may also decide, with the benefit of the best possible information. to delay the project until further intormation
is obtained or to cancel the project altogether,

Commeni: CEQ should provide additional guidance about the new regulation, and oversee and actively monitor its
implementation,

Response: CEQ plans to provide additional guidance about the new regulation in the form of an amended gucstion
20 of Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's National Emvironmentat Policy Act Reguluations, CEQ also plans
to actively monitor the implementation of the amended regulation, and cvaluate its effectivencss after it has becn
implemented for a sufticient period of time to make a reasonable asscssment.

Commeni: 1t is unclear in which situations the new rule would apply, and what specific information it mandates.
CEQ} should apply the rule to actual or hypothetical situations and explain how the rule will apply and how Lhe agencies’
obligations difter under the new rule from those of the old. Request the Council provide such an analysis for
parlicular fact patterns.

Response: CEQ plans Lo provide specific examples of the application of the rule to hypothetical sitvations in ils
guidance, [ollowing issuance of the final rule. The amended regulation will apply. of course, 10 the very same sitvations

Victoria Peters
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to which the original regulaticn applies; that is, the existence of incomplete or unavailable information related to
significant adverse impacts on the human environment. The medifications to the regulation are designed to better
arliculate the precise requirements with which an agency must comply once it finds itself in this situation.

Commeni: It is essential to mention the Committee of Scientists which was instrumental in development of the
proposed regulalion.

Response: The writer is probably referring to a propased Advisory Commitlee on Worst Case Analysis, which
would have included scientists. The Committee was never formed. and thus had no role in developing the amended
regulation. Instead. the Council sought public comment through the process of asking questions in the Advance Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking.

Commen:: CE(Q) should state that this analysis is o be done only in conjonction with an EIS. as opposed (o an
environmental assessment.

Response: Section 1502.22 is part of the set of regulations which govern (he EIS process. as opposed to the
preparation of an environmental assessment. fr is only appropriate to require this level of analvsis when an agency
is preparing an EIS. The type of analysis called for in § 1502.22 is clearly much more sophisticated and detailed (han
the scope of an environmental assessment. Environmental assessmenis should be concise public documents which
brieflv provide sufficient analysis for determining whether to prepare an EIS. and aid in an agency’s compliance with
NEPA when no EIS is necessary. “Since the EA [environmental assessment] is a concise document, it should not
contzin long descriptions or detailed data which the agency may have gathered”. The Council's suggested page limit
for environmental assessments are ten to fifteen pages Forr Mact Ackod Ouoctione Concemning CEQ's National
Environmental Policy Act Regularions, Question 36a

Comment: CEQ should state ¢learly that the amendment is intended to repudiate and overrule the Ninth Circuit
decisions on worst case analysis.

Response: The Ninth Circuit opinions are based on the requirements of former § 1502.22. or agency refleclions
thereot, and are inapplicable to this revision. The regulation is being amended to provide a bewter approach to the
problem of analyzing environmental impacts in the face of incomplete or unavailable information. Because the
requirements of the amended regulation are more clearly articulated and manageable than the “worst case analysis”
requirement. CE(Q} expects that there will be less litigation based on § 1502.22 (han the former version of §
1302.22 interpreled by the Ninth Circuit.

Commeni: CE(Q) should withdraw the guidance contained in the 1981 publication, Forry Most Asked Questions about
CE(Q's NEPA Regulations, rclating to worst casc analysis.

Response: That guidance is withdrawn by this publication.

Commeni: CEQ has not complied wilh its duties to assert its substantive powers over federa] agencies 1o comply
with NEFA. 10 coordinate programs, and o issue instructions to agencies, but has instead succumbed to pressure from
defendant agencies and their attormeys to amend the regulation. Further, CEQ iy collaterally estopped from overruling
the Ninth Circoit decisions.

Response: CEQ manifests its oversight of the NEPA process in a number of ways on a4 daily basis: for example,
review of ageney NEPA procedures, resolving referrals of proposals of major federal actions, and assisting partics
on an individual basis in resolving difficultics with the NEPA process. The requirements of the amended regulation
arc 1 more productive use of the agencics’ resources than atiempting to prepare a worst case analysis. Collateral estoppel
is 4 doctrine by which a party may be bamed from relitigating o question decided in o prior casc. It does not bar

an agency from changing a regulation that the courts have interpreted.

Commeni: Agencies should be required to present an evalvation of the existing evidence of he most likely outcome.
Response: Siep four of subseclion (b} requires agencies (0 ¢valuate poential impacts. The lead agency may wish (0

specily which ol the impacls are the most likely Lo occur, and the Council encourages inclusion of such daia when it
is reliable information which would be uselul Lo the decisionmaker and the public.

Victonia Peters
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Commeni; Case law required worst case analysis prior 10 adoption o

Response: This assertion is incomrect. Case law prior to the adoption ¢ require agencies o
make & “good Faith effort . . . to deseribe the reasonably foreseeable cnviiommenu mpac(s)” of the proposal and

#

ultarnativese tey tha ewanocal o tha Pasa af inoaeminlate or anoavailsahla infirmating Aancictsnt with tha Proals of raaeap™,

S , .- L - . . . o ted
in such case law, The “worst case” requirement itselt, however, was clearly a “major innovation”. Comment, New
Rules for the NEPA Process: CEQ) Estabtishes Uniform Procedures to Improve Impiementation. 9 Envi’l L.Rep. 10,005,
10,008 (1979). The UL.S. Coort of Appeals for the Fifth Circuoit, interpreting the “wo T '
foar tha firct tima in 2 Thingtion context, recognized that it was an innovation of CEC

CEQ has since observed difficulties with the technigue of  wuirse case ansuiysis anu 13
icpnauenz 1 owaae a vens dpproach © the problem of incomplete or unavailable information in an EIS.

lﬁgulations |

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 1502

-~

Environmental impact statements.
PART 1502 -- | Amended].
40 CFR Part 1502 is amended as follows:
1. The autharity ¢itation for Part §502 continues to read:

Auwthorify: NEPA. the Environmental Qnalitv Imarovement Act of 1970, as amende sedq.),
sec. 309 of the Clcan Air Act, as amends uind EO. 11514 (Mar. 5, ¥7.v, as anmcnuce by EO.
11991, May 24, £977).

2. Section 1502.22 is revised to read as follows:
§ 1502.22 Incomplete or unavailable informmation.

When an apency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable sipnificant adverse effects on the human environment
in an environmenial impact staiement and there & incomplete or vnavailable information, the agency shali
always make clear that such information is lacking.

(a) Il the incomplele infonnation relevant W reasonably [oresceable signilicant adverse impacts is
essential © 4 reasoned choice amonyg aliernatives and the overall costs ol obtaining i are not
exorbitant, the apency shall inciude the information in the environmental impact slatement.

(b} If the informalion relevant o reasonably foresceable significant adverse impacts cannot be
obtained because the overall costs of obtaining it are exorbitant or the means o oblain it ane not
known. the agency shall include within the environmental inpact statement: (1) A stalement il such
information is incomplele or unavaiiable: (2) a stalernent of the relevance of the incomplete or
ungvaifabie infotioalion © evalualing reasonably foresecable signilicant adverse impacts on the
human environment; (3) 4 summary ol existing credible scientilic evidence which is relevant w
evaluaiing the reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human envirenmend, and {4}
the agency’s evaluation of such impacis based vpon theosetical approaches or vesearch methods
generally accepted in the scientific community. For the purposes of this section. “reasonably
foresceable” includes impacts which have caiastrophic consequcnces, even if their probability of
occurrence is low, provided that the analysis of the imwpacis is supportcd by credible scientific
evidence, is not based on pure conjecture. and is within the mle of reason.

{c) The amended reenlatinn will he annlicable {0 ail envirosmenial impact staiements for which a
Nodice of Intent is published in the Federal Register on or alter May 27, 1956.
For environmicr... ... .._..._.0t5 in progress, agencies may choose 0 comply with the
requircments of either (he original or amended reguiation.

Dated: April 21. 1986.

Victoria Peters

13 CEQQ75FY18150_000005577



A. Alan Hill,

Chairman,

[FR Doc. 86-9270 Filed 4-24-86: §:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3125-01-M

51 FR 5618
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| Dates

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 27. 1986,

I Contacts

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dinah Bear, General Counsel, Council on Environmental Quality,

722 Jackson Place NW., Washington, D}C 20006, (202) 395-5754,

FEDERAL REGISTER

Victoria Peters
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RE: Revised Comment Response

From: "Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ" I

To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ"- ]

Date; Tue, 29 May 2018 13:03:1¢ -0400

Attachments: Draft Responses to Agency Comments Draft 3 5-29-18.docx (30.65 kB)

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2018 9:19 AM

To: Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: Revised Comment Response

Tom,

| have added EPA’s comments in and made some cosmetic changes. Please add Army Corps
to the end of the document. Can you get this done by 1pm today?

Thanks.

Aaron L. Szabe
Senior Counsel
Council on Environmental Quality
(Desk)

(Cell)
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Revised Comment Response

"Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=f33a8d1dd2b4420ca81e53ff8199b780-sz">

To: “Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Tue, 29 May 2018 09:19:10 -0400

Attachments

Craft Responses to Agency Comments Draft 2 52518 als.docx (26.08 kB)

Tom,

[ have added EPA’s comments in and made some cosmetic changes. Please add Army Corps
to the end of the document. Can you get this done by 1pm today?

Thanks.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
Council on Environmental Quality
(Desk)

(Cell)
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EO 12866 Review: CEQ's Revised ANPRM and Response to
Interagency Comments

“Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange
From: administrative group
(fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f93a8d1dd2b4420ca81e53ft8199b780-52">

“Chad S. EOP/OMB Whiteman —

To:

I
Date: Wed, 30 May 2018 16:00:40 -0400
Aftachments EO128686 Review CEQ NEPA ANPRM_Revised_RLSO.DOCX (48.1 kB}); EO12866
chmen
Review CEQ Responses to Interagency Comments.docx (33.5 kB); EQ12866 Review
CEQ NEPA ANPRM_Revised Clean.docx (47.61 kB)
Chad,

Please find attached a RLSO and Clean version of the revised ANPRM and a response to
interagency comments documenit.

Thank you.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
Conncil on Environmental Quality
(Desk)

(Cell)
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Updated CEQ ANPRM Version

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange
From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f93a8d1dd2b4420ca81e53ff8199b780-52">

"Chad S. EOP/OMB Whiteman I

To:
I
Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 09:32:35 -0400
Attachments
FR 2018-13246_1644312 quotes removed.docx {49.52 kB}
Chad,

Per our conversation on Friday, please find attached the revised version per OFR’s
instructions.

Aaron L. Szabo

Senior Counsel

Council on Environmental Quality
(Desk)
(Cell)
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RE: ANPRM - will you send a clean version?

"Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organizatior/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f93a8d1dd2b4420caB1e53ff8199b7680-s2">

To: “Whiteman, Chad §. EOP/OMB' ]

Date; Wed, 20 Jun 2018 13:04:35 -0400

Attachments

CEQ NEPA ANPRM_ROCISVersion.docx {45.33 kB)

From: Whiteman, Chad S. FOP/OMB
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 1:02 PM

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: ANPRM -willyoL. . _ _ lean version?

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 1-01 PM

To: Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OME ]

Subject: RE: ANPRM - will you selu a vieans version?

F

From: Whiteman, Chad §. EOP/OMB
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2019 1-11 D

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I

SUbjECt: ANPRM - will YOU Seliu a vieall version?

I ' haven't uploaded to ROCIS yet.
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CEQ NEPA ANOPR

From "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" <"/fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=70576341fcb44ab780c5f4d 1ca218647-sc">

To:  ‘"Love, Kelly A. EOPWHO" —

Date:  Wed, 02 May 2018 12:29:45 -0400

Hey Kelly,

We're sending over an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking for NEPA regulations to OIRA today that
will post on Reglnfo.gov tomorrow. Just wanted to give you a heads up. In the event you get any
inquiries, please feel free to direct them to me.

The ANOPR essentially requests comments on potential revisions to update and clarify CEQ NEPA
regulations. While CEQ has issued memoranda and guidance documents over the years, it has only
amended its regulations once. CEQ believes it's time to solicit public comment and consider updating
the implementation regulations. Additionally, the ANOPR is in response to POTUS’ Executive Order
13807 which directed CEQ to develop an initial list of actions to modernize the federal environmental
review and authorization process.

Let me know if you have any guestions,
Dan

Dan Schneider

Associate Director for Communications

Council on Environmental Quality
Fxecutive Office of the President

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003522



Re: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

From: "Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO' ]

To: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQY ]
Ce: "Schneider, Daniel J. EQP/CEQ ]
Date: Mon, 07 May 2018 15:25:08 -0400

Thanks all! Dan, I just couldn’t remember your last name and am out of the office today so it wasn’t populating on
my phone,

Sem fom my iPhong

On May 7, 2018, at 3:23 PM, Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ- I o

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, May 7, zuld 3:13 ¥m

T+t ==, Kelly A. EOP/WHC I 'eumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ
I —

sugpect: RE: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

From: Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO I
Sent: Monday, Mav N7 2018 34 pra
To: Nick Sobezyk ; Neummayr, Mary B, EOP/CEQ

subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

1 CEQO75FY18150_000002250






RE: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

From
"Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" ]
T "Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO I '\ cumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ"
o:
I

Date; Mon, 07 May 2018 15:31:03 -0400

From: Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO

Sent: Monday, May 7, 2018 3:25 PM

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ R
Cc: Schneider, Daniel ). EQP/CEt I

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

Thanks alll Dan, | just couldn’t remember your last name and am out of the office today so it wasn't
populating on my phone.

Sent from my iPhone

( I v ote:

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, May
Tar lewe, Kelly A EC I Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ

suwpeu. RE: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?
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RE: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

From "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=4e618ec0a8d749c29cof64882897i4bb-ne">

Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>, "Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO"

]
Cc:  "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Mon, 07 May 2018 15:22:59 -0400

To:

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Sent: Monday, May 7, 2018 = *~ ™*1

Tast~en Kelly A EOP/WHC I \cumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ,
I

subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

From: Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO [mail I

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2018 3:08 PM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>; Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ

]
supject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?
Mary, could you connect Nick with the new press person? Thanks!

Sent from my iPhone

On May 7, 2018, at 2:13 PM, Nick Sobczyk wrote;

1 CEQO75FY18150_000003228






RE: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?

From
Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

"Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO I '\ cumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ"

Date; Mon, 07 May 2018 15:12:55 -0400

To:

From: Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO [mail ]

Sent: Monday, May 07, 2018 3:08 Ph,
Tn- Nirk Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>; Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ

I
wunyews. Re: [EXTERNAL] Comment from CEQ?
Mary, could you connect Nick with the new press person? Thanks!
Sent from my iPhone
On May 7, 2018, at 2:13 PM, Nick Sobczyk wrote:

Hi Kelly,

Hope all is well. Do you handle press inquiries for CEQ? If not, can you direct me to the person who
does?

| saw CEQ submitted a prerule with OMB on May 3 to update its NEPA regulations. I'm looking for a
comment from CEQ on the following questions. My deadline is 3:15 pm.

Does CEQ plan to follow this up with an Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking? Or are there other
options available?

What specific changes will CEQ make to its NEPA regs? How will they affect permitting processes at
other agencies?

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003232






Agenda for Meeting

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange
From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f93a8d1dd2b4420ca81e53ff6199b780-52">

“Francis J. EOPMWHO Brooke ]

To:
]
Date: Tue, 12 Jun 2018 12:37:03 -0400
Attachments
Agenda.docx {12.8 kB), Agenda_DetailedVersion.docx {13.49 kB)
Francis,

Let me know if you have any questions.

Aaron L. Szabo

Senior Counsel

Frvime il on Environmental Quality
(Desk)
(Cell}

1 CEQO075FY18150_000003844
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AGENDA
Updates from Agencies
CAFE Proposed Rule
NEPA Regulations
Permitting
Environmental PCC

Regulatory/Policy Meetings
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Draft ANPRM

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdit)icn=recipients/cn=eae5b047f871428b0b46baf8afd1176a-bo">

From:

“Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=gxchange organization/ou=exchange
administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=4e618ec0aBd749¢25¢c964889897i4bb-ng">,

To: "Seale, Viktoria 2. EOP/CEQ” I S:abo. Aaron L.
EOP/CEQ" I ' oyo)a. Mario A. EOP/CEQ"
I Ovnmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”
I, -~

Date: Wed, 07 Mar 2018 06:51:41 -05600

Attachments
FR Notice for ANPRM.docx (53.32 kB}

Attached s my currentdrat
R

Comments?

Edward A. Boling

Associate Director for the
National Environmental Policy Act
Council on Environmental Quality
730 Jackson Piace

Washington, DC 20503
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Fwd: EO 12866 Call on CEQ NEPA Procedural Provisions

Prerule

Where:

When:

Until:

Organiser:

Required
Aftendee:

Dial-Ir I Code B
Fri Jun 08 09:00:00 2018 (America/New York)
Fri Jun 08 10:00:00 2018 (America/New_York)

"Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB" <"/o=exchange organizationfou=excharnge
administrative group
(fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=1eabsb65831b4f7fb65d73703504e13e-wh™>

sfgaugush@fs.fed.us

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From; "Whiteman, Chad S. EQP/OMB ]

Date: June 7, 2018 at 6:10:41 PM EDT

I Eo'ing. Ted A. EOP/CEQ”

ichael R. EQOP/CEQ"
teven W, EOP/CEQ"

s L. EOP/CEQ” ]
I, Smith, Katherine R.

Jstin Schwat :

SUDJECT FY¥: EU 12866 Call on e NEFA Frocedural Provisions Prerule

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000006695



All, In order to work through the comments in an expedited manner,
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From
"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Carter, Marian (CONTR)" <marian.carter@hq.doe.gov>
"Alexander, Lillian" <iillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov=, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
. I 'Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
C.

I '/ J=ms, John (AU) (CONTRY’

<john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 13:52:48 -0400

MNot an image.

See 4 below.

Biue would be fine.

CEQ is considering updating its NEPA implementing regulations and solicits public
comment on potential revisions to update the regulations and ensure a more efficient,

il e AR i RIT A O B o AL e [ P B S ) o THSUEI AP i

fodadilly FIUPUYcU RUIEINdRillg.: dIIu Inisert.

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking CEQ is considering updating its
NEPA implementing regulations and solicits puonc comment on potential revisions to

update the regulations and ensure a maore efficient, timely, and effective NEPA process.
Submit comments, identified by docket |D number CEQ-2018-0001, through the Federal

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000006576



eRulem, Comments should be submitted on
or befor

From: Carter, Marian {CONTR) <Marian.Carter@hq.doe.gov>
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 1:23 ~**

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC ]

Cc: Alexander, lillian <Lillian.Aiexander@hq.doe.gov>; Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ)

I O mmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
I - d=s, John {AU} (CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ [mailt ]

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 12:31 PM
To: Adams, John {AU} {CONTR) <lohn.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>
Cc: Carter, Marian (CONTR} <Marian.Carter@hg.doe.gov>; Alexander, Lillian
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Draft Herrgott Testimony

From: "Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" I

To: "Hemgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ" ]
“"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/C S

Ce: “Vandegrift, Scott F. EOP/CEQ' I Ostcihues,
Marlys A. EOP/CEQ I

Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 17:44:49 0400

Attachments Herrgott Testimony.6.27 Roundtable Senate SWBDRAFT.6.18.18.docx (37.41 kB);
: Herrgott Testimony CLEAN COPY.6.18.18.docx {32.48 kB)

Alex,
Please find attached a red line and clean copy of your draft testimony.

Steven
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Draft Herrgott Testimony

From: "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ” I

Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>, Angela Colamaria - Y-D

To:
<angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>
"Hemgott, Alex H. EOP: I, "Fetiqrow.,
Cc: Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" I ©arnctt, Steven W.
EOP/CEQ" ]
Date: Tue, 18 Jun 2018 17:32:04 -0400
Attachments

Hemgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DS V2 CLEAN.DOCX (29.55 kB)

Angie and Karen —

Attached is Alex’s statement for next week’s Roundtable. Please confirm that you will submit your and
Alex's statements together for review/coordination with OMB. Let’s touch base tomorrow morning.

Thanks - Marlys
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RE: Draft Herrgott Testimony

From: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" I
To: “Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ! I
Ce "Osterhues, Marlys A. EQP/( I
Date; Tue, 19 Jun 2018 09:41:10 -0400

Attachments: Herrgott Testimony TLP edits.6.18.18.docx {35.56 kB)

From: Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 8:38 ™**

To: Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: Fwd: Draft Herrgott Testimony
Take a look at this one
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: June 18, 2018 at 5:44:49 PrA ENT
To: "Herrgott, Alex H. EQP/CEQ" I
Cc: "Drummand Michael R. EOP. I ' 2ndegrift, Scott .

EOP/CEQ"- I Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ”
' [ ]

Supject: Draft Herrgott Testimony

Alex,
Please find attached a red line and clean copy of your draft testimany.

Steven
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Fwd: Draft Congressional Statements for Review by COB
Thursday 6/21

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>

Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@fpisc.gov>, "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ"

I Hergolt, Alex H. EOP/CEQ"
I Drumnmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”
I F-ltigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"
I 5-clt, Steven W. EOP/CEQ”
I - ber Levofsky - Y <amber.levofsky@gsa.gov>,

Janet Plleeger - Y <janet.plleeger@fpisc.gov>, Kavita Vaidyanathan - AY-DETAILEE
~bavita vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>, "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ"

I snith. Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
I

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 18:33:03 -0400

To:

Colamaria Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DRAFT_6.20.DOCX (31.47

Attachments kB); Hemrgott Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DRAFT_6.20.DOCX (33.25
kB); 2018-06-27 Portman and McCaskill Roundtable Invitation to Colamaria.pdf (1.75
ME)

Done. Will forward comments when/if they come m.

Angela F. Colamaria
Acting Executive Director
{Office of the Executive Director {FPISC-OED)

nt Sicenng Council

VL PV RS

1800 F St. NW
Washington, DC 20405

--——— Forwarded message —-—-—
From; Angela Colamaria - Y-D
Date; Wed, Jun 20, 2018 at 6;29

O Lt Tl M i mml cenF Dandmimsmandm T Tl W MAATE ML Lo 2. 7Y
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Angie

Angela F. Colamaria

Acting Executive Director

Office of the Executive Director (FPISC-OED)
ot T nt Steering Council

LUL U FOUIF

1800 F §t. NW
Washington, D 20405
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Draft Congressional Statements for Review by COB Thursday
6/21

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>

Blythe Semmer <bsemmer@achp.gov>, robyn.s.coiosimo.civi@mail.mil,
stacey.e.brown@usace.army.mil, lauren.b.diaz@usace.army.mil, myma.i.lopez-
ortiz@usace.army.mit, jennifer.a.moyer@usace.amy.mil,
amy.s.klgin@usace.army.mil, lammy.conforti@usace. army.mil,
robert.w.mcrag@usace.army.mil, richard.l.darden @usace.army.mil, "Gaffneysmith,
Margaret E CIV (US)" <meg.e.galfney-smith@usace.army.mil>,
shelly.h.sugaman@uscg.mil, matthew.s.robertson2@uscg.mil,
brian.dunn@uscg.mil, matthew fountain@wdc.usda.gov,
lauren.cusick@wdc.usda.gov, rebeckah.adcock@osec.usda.gov,
brooke.appleton@osec.usda.gov, rwoodruff@rs.fed.us, gsmith08@fs.fed.us,
sarah.koeppel@hq.dhs.gov, jennifer.hass@hq.dhs.gov, ronald. e tickled.civ@mail. mil,
steven.j.sampled.civ@mail. mil, terry.|.bowers14.civ@mail.mil, "Pauley, Melissa”
<melissa.pauley@hq.doe.gov>, Erika Vaughan <erika_vaughan@ios.doi.gov>,
ioshua. kaplowitz@sol.doi.gov, frankie_green@fws.gov, craig_aubrey@fws.gov,
ivehmas@usbr.gov, cpemy@usbr.gov, cocunningham@usbr.gov,

To: acoykendali@usbr.gov, "Edwards, Michaegl" <michael_b_edwards@nps.gov>,
sfusilie@bim.gov, charles.nofleet@boem.gov, fmarcell@bim.gov, "Thatcher, Ben"
<ben_thatcher@fws.gov>, olivia_ferriter@ios_doi.gov, gerald.solomon@dof.gov,
colleen.vaughn@dot.gov, tomiak._robert@epa.gov, tyler.tom@epa.gov,
herbert.rachel@epa.gov, kohler. amanda@epa.gov, kornylak.vera@epa.gov,
knight.kelly@epa.gov, "Gentile, Laura” <gentile.laura@epa.gov>, rose.bob@epa.gov,
john.katz@ferc.gov, magdalene.suter@ferc.gov, heather.e.campbell@ferc.gov,
brandon.cherry@ferc.gov, ryan.hansen@ferc.gov, rachel. mcnamara@ferc.gov,
andrew.bernick@ferc.gov, joanne. wachholder@ferc.gov, nelson.a.rivera@hud.gov,
danielle.l. schopp@hud.gov, "Burkhart, Lawrence" <lawrence.burkhart@nrc.gov>,
donna.williams@nrc.gov, "Erwin, Kenneth" <kenneth.erwin@nrc.gov>, "Kugler,
Andrew" <andrew.kugler@nrc.gov>, maureen wylie@nrc.gov, ben.ficks@nrc.gov,
russell.allwein@nrc.gov, "Kratchman, Jessica” <jessica.kratchman@nrc.gov=, "Kim,
Grace" <grace.kim@nrc.gov>, Eric MacMillan <eric.macmiilan@noaa.gov>, Michalle
Lennox - NOAA Federal <michelle.lennox@noaa.gov>,
katherine.renshaw@noaa.gov, Helen Chabot - NOAA Federal
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<helen.chabot@noaa.gov>, peter.meveigh@usdoj.gov

“Hazelgren, Mark H. EOP/OMB" I Sicin. Nora
H. EOP/OMB" B /ontoni, Joe E. EOP/OMB"
I 5t Ben D. EOP/OMB”
I Roach, Emma K. EOP/OMB”
I H=g2n, Michael B. EOP/OMB”
I ' hitman, Katie B. EOP/OMB”
I ' <rauss, Lori A, EOP/IOMB"
I ©ucnvenida, Pearl A. EOP/OMB"
I \cison, Kimberly P. EOP/OMB"
I ' Korovesis, Andrea G. EOP/OMB”
I Giossman, Andrea L. EOP/OMB"
I 'iler, Kimberly A. EOP/OMB"
I Hester, David G, EOP/OMB”
I 'Rccd. Meagan E. EOP/OMB"
I Crutchfield, Craig C. EOP/OMB"
I &0, Dustin S. EOP/OMB*
I ©ussow, Mark A. EOP/OMB"
I Co'amaria, Angela F. EOP/OMB”
I 'Hothaway, Kyle W. EOP/OMB"
I Nusraty, Tim H. EOP/OMB"
I Go'ino. Ted A. EOPICEQ"
B Dummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”
I Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ"
I Colvar, Kelly T. EOP/OMB"
I <<y Alexander - AY-Detailee
<kelly.alexander@gsa.gov>, "Abrams, Andrew D. EOP/OMB”
I D ovicts, Viad EOP/OMB"
I <=rcn Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>, Janet
Pfleeger - Y <janet.pfleeger@gsa.gov>, Amber Levofsky - Y
<amber.levofsky@gsa.gov>, "Yi, David Y. EOP/OMB" I
Blake Fox - AY-C <blake.fox@gsa.gov>, Robert Noecker - AY-C
<robert.noecker@gsa.gov>, Meghan Edwards - AY-C <meghan.edwards@gsa.gov>,
Kendra Wilson - AY-C <kendra.wilson@gsa.gov>, "Connolly, David C. EOP/OMB"

I Gamache, Christopher D. EOP/OMB"
I Fischictio, Mary S. EOP/OMB"
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov - APPROVAL NEEDED FOR BANNER

From
"Adams, John (AU} {CONTR)" <john.adams@hq.doe.gov>
T "Carter, Marian (CONTR)" <marian.carter@hqg.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
o:
I
"Alexander, Lillian" «<lillian.alexander@hqg.doe.gov>, "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
Ce: I ' 'ansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ"

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 11:10:39 -0400

From: Carter, Marian (CONTR}

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, ?™2 11-03 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

- ander, Lillian <Lilliati.~ucaander@hq.doe.gov>; Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
I ansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
I - (o5, John {AU) [CONTR) <John.Adams@Hgq.Doe.Gov>

suupeue. RE: Updates to NEPA.gov - APPROVAL NEEDED FOR BANNER

From: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Wednesday, Jupa 20 2015 1102 ARa
To: Carter, Marian (C
7= *'-ander, Lillian immond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

; TooTrEe "aM'EOPhHl:n
I /s, lohn (AU) (CONTR)

JunjELL. RE: UpdatES to NEpAgOV -~ APPROVAL NEEDED FOR BANNLR

From: Carter, Marian (CONTR):

Sent: Wednesday, June 20 20071 1011 2 ana
To: Boling, Ted A. EO ]
Cc: Alexander, Lillian : Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov - APPROVAL NEEDED FOR BANNER

From "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange administrative group
{fydibonf23spdit)cn=recipients/cn=eae5h04 7871428b9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">

To: "Carter, Marian (CONTR}" <marian.carter@hq.doe.gov>

"Alexander, Lillian" <lillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Drummond, Michael R. EQP/CEQ"

I ' /'ansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ"
I /=, John (AU) (CONTR)

<john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 11:01:48 -0400

From: Carter, Marian (CONTR) <Marian.Carter@hqg.doe.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, *7"" *7 12 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Cc: Alexander, Lillian <Lillian.Alexander@hq.doe.gov>; Drummeond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

I | /\ansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ,
I />, John (AU) (CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov - APPROVAL NEEDED FOR BANNER
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From
"Adams, John (AU} {CONTR)" <john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

To; "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ' I

"Carter, Marian (CONTR}" <marian.carter@hq.doe.gov>, "Alexander, Lillian"
<lillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"

I Diumimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 09:44:17 -0400

From: Manscor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ, [mail ]

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 9:12 AM
To: Adams, John (AU} {CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>
Cc: Carter, Marian {CONTR) <Marian.Carter@hqg.doe.gov: - "'~ - -der, Lillian

<Lillian.Alexander@hgq.doe.gov>; 2~linm Ted A, EOP/CEQ ]
Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ - T ]

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

CEQ is considering updating its NEPA implementing regulations and solicits public
comment on potential revisions to update the regulations and ensure a more efficient,

timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit comments, identified by docket ID number
CFN-2N1R2-NNNT thrviioch the Fadgra| eRulemaking porta[l

Comments should be submitted on or before luly 20,

e LAt

June 20, 2018 {Although the
historical links just list their month and year, please include the day on this ane.)
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Cc: Alexander, Lillian : Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ

_ AU Iu‘. il Iael R- EOP,CEO
I ~cams, John (AU) (CONTR)

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA. gov

der, Lillian
>UDJBCT: Updates 10 NEPA.ZoV

Later this week: The time-sensitive updates | mentioned last week will be requested early Wednesday
morning, when a CEQ Federal Register notice is expected to be published. The Wednesday changes will
include:

e  Adding a banner (two sentences) on the nepa.gov home page.
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EQOP/CEQ' I
To: "Adams, John {AU} {CONTR)" <john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

"Carter, Marian (CONTR}" <marian.carter@hq.doe.gov:>, "Alexander, Lillian"
o <lillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"

I Diumimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 09:11:33 -0400

Thanks for the updates. A gfven the
oW cOlor cONErast DEIWEE. . ccn. wiw ciinay pric o rrsmin wrin s s wasgamnrewr e wwun oS!

CEQ is considering updating its NEPA implementing regulations and solicits public
comment on potential revisions to update the regulaticns and ensure a more efficient,
timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit commaents, identifiad hu dneclat IN niimbar
CEQ-2018-0001, through the Federal eRulemaking portal

Comments should be submitted on or before July 20, 2015.

June 20, 2018 {Although the
historica! links just list tneir montn ana year, please inciuae tne day on this one.}

instead of the current layout.

20 June 2018). CEQ is cansidering updating its
INEFA IMPIEMENUNE reguiations ana soncits public comment on potential revisions to
update the regulations and ensure a more efficient, timely, and effective NEPA process.
Submit comments, identified bv docket ID number CEQ-2018-0001, through the Federal
eRulemaking portal Comments should be submitted on
or before July 20, 2018.

Yardena Mansoar
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Crvmsil g Enviranmee tal Quality

Y I
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative

From:
group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eae5b047f871428b0b46bai8afd1176a-bo™>
T “Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I A ias,
o
John {AU} (CONTR)" <jehn.adams@nq.aoe.gov>
"Carter, Marian (CONTR)" <marian.carter@hq.doe.gov>, "Alexander, Lillian"
Ce: <liltian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
I
Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 08:57:25 -0400
Attachments

O4ECDEA3-1DD8-B71B-0BDASC475ED2013F-large.jpg (55.14 kB)

From: Manscor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ,

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 8:48 AM

To: Adams, John {AU) {CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>

Ce: Carter, Marian (CONTR} <Marian.Carter@hg.doe.gov>: Alexander, Lillian

<Lillian.Alexander@hg.doe.gov>; Rolina Ted A, EQP/CE( I
Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ [ T

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

M bhe FEM MEDA |Mﬂ|am¢\n+ing Procedures page
after the Current Regulations: heading, create new heading “Proposed

RLUICINAGRIIE. dHUINSeEL.

Proposed Rulemaking;

Al __ Rl_a'__ P

sed Rulemaking [link &

(20 June 2018). CEQ. is consiaering upaating Its NEPA IMPIEMENTING
reguiations and solicits public comment on potential revisions to update the reguilations and
ensure a more efficient, timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit comments, identified by
Anclat IN numhar FEOLINTR)], through the Federal eRulemaking portal,

Comments should be submitted on or before July 20, 2018.

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 1:53 PM
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From
"Adams, John (AU} (CONTR)" <john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

To; "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]

"Carler, Marian (CONTR}" <marian.carler@hq.doe.gov>, "Alexander, Lillian"
<{illian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EQP/CEQ"

I 'Orurmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
]

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 08:53:59 -0400

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ [mailt ]

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 8:48 AM
To: Adams, John {AU) {CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>
Cc: Carter, Marian (CONTR) <Marian.Carter@hqg.doe.gov: ' der, Lillian

<Lillian.Alexander@hq.doe.gov>; 2~lin~ Tgd A, EOP/CEQ ]
Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ. - T ]

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

On the CEO NEPA Implementing Procedures page
sfter the Current kegurauuin: nicaung, weawe new heading “Proposed

Proposed Rulemaking:

Aduanra Mntira nf Drannced Rulemaking [link t
(20 June 2018}. CEQ I1s consigering updating 1ts NEPA Implementing
1cguwauuns anu sununs public comment on potential revisions to update the regulations and
ensure a more efficient, timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit comments, identified by
docket ID number CEQ-2018-0001, through the Federal eRulemaking portal,
Comments should be submitted on or before July 20, 2018,

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 1:53 PM
To: 'Carter, Marian (CONTR)"
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der, Lillian
SUDJECT: UPQATes 10 NEPA.EOV

Later this week: The time-sensitive updates | mentioned last week will be requested early Wednesday

morning, when a CEQ Federal Register notice is expected to be published. The Wednesday changes will
include:

»  Adding a banner {two sentences) on the nepa.gov home page.

Follow-up: Please let me know if you have any questions on the request | sent Friday at 1:37, on the

MNEPA Practice page (revising and alphabetizing the tab entries, new land page and file for “Agency
lurisdiction and Expertise.”
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FW: LRM [CMB-115-184] DUE 06/22 @ 2:00 PM GSA and CEQ
Oversight Testimonies on Infrastructure Permitting

From: “Rusnak, Allison B. EOP/CEA' I
T "Herrgott, Aiex H. EC I Osterhues,
o:
Marlys A. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Thu, 21 Jun 2018 16.02:20 -0400

Aftachments Herrgott Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DRAFT_6.20.edits.docx (28,62
kB)

From: Bronack, Candice M. EOP/OMB

Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 1:51 PM

T~e 'A2RICULTURE' <usdaleg@obpa.usda.gov>; DL-CEQ-LRM I 'DEFENSE'
I CNERGY' <Energy.GC33@hq.doe.gov>; 'EPA

cepairm@epamail.epa.gov>; 'INTERIOR® <ocl@®ios.doi.gov>; 'JUSTICE' <justice.lrm@usdoj.gov>;

'TRANSPORTATION' <dot.legislation@dot.gov>; 'DHS' <DHSOGCLegislation@HOQ.DHS.GOV>; 'ARMY

CORPS ENG' <cecc-leg@hq02.usace.army.mil>; 'COMMERCE’ <clrm@doc.gov>; 'HUD'

<HUDLRM@hud.gov>; 'LABOR' <dol-sol-leg@dol.gov>; 'VA' <ogcvalrm@va.gov>; 'llo@nre.gov’

<llo@nrc.gov>; 'GSA' <ca.legislation® -~ ——~ >

Cre Kraninger, Kathleen L. EOP/OMB I 1orten, Lexi N, EOP/OMB
I o =s, Andrew D. EOP/OMB
I Cori1olly, David C. EOP/OMI
wwirimnre, Ben J. EOP/OMB I onatelli, Angela M. EOP/OMB
I < /son, Kimberly P. EOP/OMB
I Korovesis, Andrea G. EOP/OMB
I Grossman, Andrea L. EOP/OMB
I F2:0uantino, John C. EOP/OMB
Iy Coiy-, Kelly T. EOP/OMB I
.ori A, EOP/OMEB - I o' EOP/OMB
IR ucas, Adrienne E. EQP/OMB - ]
sra H. EOP/OMB _ Hazelgren, mean H. EOP/OMB
Il D1 kert, Charles M. EOP/naan

I /o toni, Joe . FOP/OME I
Ben D. EOP/OME T yma K. EOP/OMB
B — --72n, Michael B. EOP/OME [

wWhitman, Katie B. EOP/OMB

I — :2uss, Lori A. EOP/OMB

I - venida, Pearl A EOP/OMB

_ Miller, Kimberly A. EOP/OMB
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Final version of Alex's Roundtable Statement

From: "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ" s
To: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" ]

"Hemgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ" I sSchneider,

Daniel J. EQP/CEQ" I F-ttigrew, Theresal.

EOP/CEQ" I Bancit, Steven W. EOP/CEQ”
I charp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ”

Co:
I Sith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
_ "Vandegrift, Scott F, EOP/CEQ"
I Sc::'c. Vikioria Z. EOP/CEQ"
I

Date: Fri, 22 Jun 2018 16:36:12 -0400

Attachments

Herrgott Statement 6.27 Roundiable Senate FINAL_CLEAN.docx (27.19 kB)

Good evening Mary —
Attached is a clean version of Alex’s statement for the Roundtable,

Thank you - Marlys
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EDF Renewables delivers grid-scale power: wind {onshore and offshore), solar photovoltaic, and storage projects;
distribulcd solutions: solar, solar+storage, EV charging and cnergy management; and asset oplimization: tcchnical,
operational, and commercial skills to maximize performance of generating projects. EDF Renewables” North
American portfolio consists of 10 GW of developed projects and 10 GW under service contracts.

Please let me know if you need any additional infermation. Many thanks in advance.

Kind regards,
Elizabeth

Pillsbury Wintnrop shaw Fittman LV
136-3006

ABU DHABL AUSTIN BELING OUBAI HOMG KONG HOUSTON LOMDOM
LS ANGELES  MIAMI  HASHVILLE NEW YORY NCHTHERN YIRGIMIA
FALM BEACH SARAMENTO SAMDIEGD S&NHEGC =~
SANMERANTATTY SHANGHAI SIUCON WVALLEY TOKYO

The contents of this message, together with any attachments, are intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to which they are addressed and may contain information that is legally
privileged, confidential and exempt froin disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message, or any
attachment, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify the
origmal sender or the Pilisbury Winthrop Shaw Pittrnan Help Desk at Tel: 800-477-0770, Option
1, immediately by telephone or by return E-mail and delete this message, along with any
attachments, from your computer. Thank you.

(00002 CEQO75FY18150_000006699






Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
36-3006

ABU OHABI AUSTIN BEUING DUBAI HONG KONG HOUSTOM LONDOM
LOS AMGELES MIAMI HASHVILE NEW YORK NOATHERN VIRGIMIA
PALM BEACH SACRAMENTO SANDIEGO SAMNDIEGC 77 " 7777
CAMEDALACAY CHANGHAI SIUOON VALLEY TOKYOC

The contents of this message, together with any attachments, are intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to which they are addressed and may contain information that is legally
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message, or any
attachment, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify the
original sender or the Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman Help Desk at Tel: 800-477-0770, Option
1, immediately by telephone or by return E-mail and delete this message, along with any
attachments, from your computer. Thank you.
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[EXTERNAL] Shipley Group - Podcast

From: Jeffrey Stewart <jeff. stewart@shipleygroup.com>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Mon, 02 Jul 2018 10:50:46 -0400

Ted,

The Shipley Group has created a podcast called “The NEPA Project” to educate and assist NEPA
Professionals. Our most recent episode was with Joe Carbone and Rhey Solomon discussing President
Trump’s EO on infrastructure projects. To follow-up on this episode, we are interested in facilitating an
episode with you to help CEQ connect with our NEPA learning community on your current efforts to
identify potential revisions to update the CEQ regulations to ensure a more efficient, timely, and
effective NEPA process that is consistent with NEPA. This would be an opportunity to highlight some of
the 20 questions CEQ has posed in the advance notice of proposed rulemaking. With comments due by
the 20th of this month, it would be helpful for the NEPA learning community to engage on this topic
soon. Hearing from you would likely stimulate comments on the questions CEQ is asking. The podcast
episode would he facilitated by one or two of our instructors as a dialogue with you, Our objective is to
assist CEQ and the many NEPA practitioners in providing a productive dialogue on changes needed to
make the NEPA process more efficient, timely, and effective.

You would have complete editarial rights prior to releasing the episode.
Let us know if you are interested in participating.

Thanks,

Jeff Stewart

The Shipley Group, Inc.
Phone: 888-270-2157
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FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I

“Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I ccoc, Viktoria Z.
To: EOP/CEQ"- I ey, Mary B. EOP/CEQ"
]

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ’ I cnith.
Katherine R. EOP/CEQ” ]

Date: Tue, 03 Jul 2018 15:10:34 -0400

Cc:

Attachments Final State AG Letter Requesting Extension of Time to Comment on Advance.._.pdf
{1.24 MB)

From: Kealy, Tricia (ATG) <TriciaK@ATG.WA.GOV>

Sent: Tuesday, Julv 3. 2018 2:44 PM

To: FN-CEQ-NEP/ I < ith@ceq.eop.gov
Cce: Janke, Aurors . .. w; -~ Uroral @ATG. WA GOV

Subject: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

Greetings,

Attached please find a letter Re: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking — Update to the Regulations
for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act, 83 Fed. Reg.
28591 (June 20, 2018} Docket ID No. CE(-2018-001 from Attorneys General of Washington, Maryland,
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, and Oregon. This was submitted today on regulations.gov.

Thank you,

Tricia Kealy

Legal Assistant 3/Lead

Counsel for Environmental Protection
Office of the Attorney General

800 5th Ave, Suite 2000

Seattle, WA 98104

Phone 206-326-5494
TriciaK@atg.wa.gov

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000006351



CEQO75FY18150_ 351






Mary B. Neumayr. Chiel of Stall
July 3,2018
Page 2

As stated in thc advance notice. CEQ’s NEPA regulations have been revised cxtremcly
infrequently. and thereflore a compressed timeline [or consideration of such revisions is
unwarranted and unwise. CEQ’s NEPA regulations are fundamental to the daily functioning of
numerous agencies and any revisions to these regulations must be carefully and dcliberately
cahibrated. A wealth of scholarship and practical experience can be brought 1o bear on the need for
and prudence ol any revisions, and wc believe that only a truly delibcrative and public process will
produce revised regulations that are consistent with NEPA's structure and purpose.

Given the significant impacts that revisions to CEQ’s NEPA regulations could have on
states and the public, the broad scope of the advance notice, and the long history of the lederal
government’s usc of the regulations under review, we ask that you extend the comment period by
60 days to provide a meaninglu! amount of time for states, the public, and other stakcholders to
adequately respond to the advance notice. The current 30-day comment period does not provide
the affected public adequate opportunity to participate in the rulemaking and comment on the
proposal as required by the Administrative Procedure Act. 5 U.S.C. § 553(c). Under scction 2(b)
of Execative Order 13,563, a standard comment period should be at least 60 days, but the
significance of this proposal to change longstanding and far-recaching NLPA regulations demands
additional time to ensure an opportunity for meaningful public involvement in the review process.

We therefore request that CEQ extend the comment period by 60 days, to September 18,
2018. Wc also request that CEQ hold several public hearings on the proposal in different regions
of the country during the comment period.

Wc appreciate your consideration of this important matier.

Respectfully submitied,

FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

ROBERT W, FERGUSON
Attomey General

By:

AURORA R. JANKE

Special Assistant Attorney General
Counsel for Environmental Protection
800 5th Avc Suite 2000, TB-14
Seattle, WA 98104-3188

(206) 442-4485
bill.sherman@atg.wa.gov
auroraj(@atg.wa.gov
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FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

BRIA\TI"‘ ™mMJsamnrr
Attort

By:
ASSISTant ATOINEY ueneral
200 Saint Pau) Place
Baltimore, MD 21202

(410) 576-6962
ltulin(@oag.state.md.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

GURBIR §. GREWAL
Attorney General

By.

Mary B. Neumayr, Chief of Stalf
July 3, 2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTII OF
MASSACHUSETTS

MAURA HEALEY
Attorney General of Massachusetts

By:

CHRISTOPHE COURCHESNE
Assistant Attorney General and Chief
Environmental Protection Division
Office of the Attorney General

One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor
Boston, Massachusetts 02108

{617) 727-2200
christophe.courchesne@state.ma.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW YORK

BARBARA D. UNDERWOOD
Atlorney General

By:

DAVID C. APY

Assistant Attorney General
KRISTINA MILES

Deputy Attorney General

R.J. Hughes Justice Complex
25 Market Sireet

Trenton, NJ 08625-0093
(609) 376-2804
david.apy@law.njoag.gov
kristina.miles@law.njoag.gov

MICHAEL MYERS

Senior Counsel

CLAIBORNE E. WALTHALL
Assistant Attomey General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Attorney General
The Capitol

Albany, NY 12224

(518) 776-2380

Claiborne. Walthall@ag.ny.gov

00003 CEQO75FY18150_000006352



FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

BRIAN E. FROSH
Attorney General

By:

Mary B. Neumayr, Chief of Staff
July 3,2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTH O
MASSACHUSETTS

MAURA HEALEY

Attornev Genersl nf Massachnzetis

ILEAH J. TULIN

Assistant Attorney General
200 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, MD 21202
(410) 576-6962
Itulin@oag.state.md.us

FOR THE STATLC OF NEW JERSLY

GURDBIR §. GREWAL
Attorney General

By:

By

Assisiant AUOMmey Leneral and Lheet
Environmental Protection Division
Office of the Attomey General

One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor
Roston, Massachusetts (02108

(617) 727-2200
christophe.courchesne(@state.ma.us

FOR THL STATE OF NEW YORK

BARBARA D. UNDERWOOD
Attorney General

DAVID C. APY

Assistant Attorney Gencral
KRISTINA MILES

Deputy Attormey General

R.J. Hughes Justice Complex
25 Market Street

Trentun, NJ 08625-0093
(609) 376-2804
david.apy@law.njoag.gov
kristina.miles@law.njoag.gov

00004

By:

MICHAEL MYERS

Senior Counsel

CLAIBORNLC E. WALTHALL
Assistant Attomey General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Attomey General
The Capitol

Albany, NY 12224

(518) 776-2380

Claiborne. Walthall@ag.ny.gov
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FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

BRIAN L. TROSH
Attorney General

By:

LEAH J. TULIN

Assistant Attorncy General
200 Saint Paul Place
Balimore, MD 21202
(410) 3766962

ltulinf@oag state.md.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW JERSLY

GURBIR S, GREWAL
Attorney (enaral

By:

D/

As .
KRISTINA MILES

Deputy Attorney General

R.J. Nughes Justice Compiex
25 Market Street

Trenton, NJ 08625-0093
(609) 376-2804
david.apytlaw.njoag.gov
kristina.miles @ law .njoag.gov

00005

Mary B. Neumayr. Chiel of Siaff
July 3,2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSFTTS

MAURA HEALEY
Attorney General of Massachusctts

3y:

CHRISTOPHE COURCHESNE
Assistant Attorney General and Chief
Environmental Protection Division
Office of the Attorney General

One Ashburton Place, | 8th Floor
Boston, Massachusetts 02108

(617) 727-2200

christophe.courchesne@state.ma.us

[FOR THE STATE OF NEW YORK

BARBARA D. UNDERWOOD
Attorney General

By:

MICHAEL MYERS

Senior Counsel

CLAIBORNE E. WALTHALL
Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Attorney General
The Capito!

Albany, NY 12224

(518) 776-2380

Claiborne. Walthall' @ag.ny .gon
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RE: Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act

From
"Tejada, Matthew" <tejada. matthew@epa.gov>
T "Freeman, Denise” <denise.freeman@hg.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
o:
I Ruhl, Suzi" <ruhlsuzi@epa.gov>
e "Walter, Simone" <walter. simone@epa.gov>, "Buzzelle, Stanisy”

<buzzelle.stanley@epa.gov>

Date:; Thu, 05 Jul 2018 12:34:45 -0400

Thanks for sending this around Denise. Ted or Denise — what are we doing to distribute this to the
public? If there is already approved listserv announcements etc., then that {I believe) will make it much
easier for us to push out through our OEl listserv {which [ would like to do).

Thanks,
Matthew

Matthew Tejada

Director - Office of Environmental Justice
Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-8047

Stay in the know about all things El at EPA by subscribing to our email listsen

From: Freeman, Denise [maitto:Denise.Freeman@hqg.doe.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2018 12:26 PM

To: dennis.ogden@gsa.gov; 'Elizabeth.E.Nelson@aphis.usda.gov' <Elizabeth_E.Nelson@aphis.usda.gov>;
"Ismalls@fs.fed.us' <jsmalls@fs.fed.us>; 'Michelle.L.Gray@aphis.usda.gov'
<Michelle.L.Gray@aphis.usda.gov>; 'David.A.Bergsten@aphis.usda.gov’
<David.A.Bergsten@aphis.usda.gov>; '"Wendy.F.Hall@aphis.usda.gov' <Wendy.F.Hall@aphis.usda.gov>;
'Caitlin.Gregg@ogc.usda_gov' <Caitlin.Gregg @ ogc.usda.gov>; ‘peggy.wade@wdc.usda. gov'
<peggy.wade@wdc.usda.gov>; Kelsey Owens <kelsey.owens@wdc.usda.gov>; Costner, Brian
<Brian.Costner@hq.doe.gov>; Miller, Steven {GC) <STEVEN.MILLER@hqg.doe.gov>; nkeller@doc.gov;
'JRoberson@doc.gov' <JRoberson@doc.gov>; Everett.Bole@foh.hhs.gov;
'Kristen.Beckhorn@fda.hhs.gov' <Kristen.Beckhorn@fda.hhs.gov>; 'meghan.kelley@dot.gov'
<meghan . kelley@dot.gov>; 'Sarah.Carrino @fema.dhs.gov' <Sarah.Carrino@fema.dhs.gov>;

‘jennifer. hass@hqg.dhs.gov' <jennifer.hass@hq.dhs.gov>; James.M.Potter@hud.gov;
‘Barbara.R.Britton@hud.gov' <Barbara.R.Britton@hud.gov>; 'Sunaree X.Marshall@hud.gov'
<Sunaree.X.Marshall@hud.gov>; 'Danielle.L.Schopp@hud.gov' <Danielie.L.Schopp@hud.govs;
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FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: "Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ" ]
. “Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ"" I Going, Ted A,
o
EOP/CEQ" |
o “"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEC ]
' "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date: Thu, 05 Jul 2018 08:42:10 -0400

Attachments Final State AG Letter Requesting Extension of Time to Comment on Advance.._.pdf
{1.24 MB)

From: Janke, Aurora (ATG) <Aurora) @ATG.WA.GOV>
Sent: Tuesday, July 3, 2018 3:3% DM

To: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQY _

Subject: FW: Comment - CEQ-cvav-uul

Aurora R. Janke

Special Assistant Attorney General

Counsel for Environmental Protection
Washington State Attorney General’s Office
80O 5*+ Ave Suite 2000, TB-14

Seattle, WA 98104-3188

Office: 206} 733-3391

Email

00001 CEQO075FY18150_000006650









Mary B. Neumayr. Chiel of Stall
July 3,2018
Page 2

As stated in the advance notice. CEQ’s NEPA regulations have bcen revised cxtremcly
infrequently. and therefore a compressed timeline for consideration of such revisions is
unwarranted and unwise. CEQ’s NEPA regulations are fundamental to the daily functioning of
numerous agencies and any revisions to these regulations must be carefully and dcliberately
cahibrated. A wealth of scholarship and practical experience can be brought 1o bear on the need for
and prudence of any revisions, and wce believe that only a truly deliberative and public process will
produce reviscd regulations that are consistent with NEPA's structure and purpose.

Given the significant impacts that revisions to CEQ’s NEPA regulations could have on
states and the public, the broad scope of the advance notice, and the long history of the federal
government’s usc of the regulations under review, we ask that you extend the comment period by
60 days to provide a meaninglu! amount of time for states, the public, and other stakcholders to
adequately respond to the advance notice. The current 30-day comment period does not provide
the affected public adequate opportunity to participate in the rulemaking and comment on the
proposal as required by the Administrative Procedure Act. 5 U.S.C. § 553(c). Under scction 2(b)
of Executive Order 13,563, a standard comment period should be at least 60 days, but the
signilicance of this proposal to change longstanding and far-reaching NP A regulations demands
additional time to ensurc an opportunity for meaningful public involvement in the review process.

We therefore request that CEQ extend the comment period by 60 days. to Scptember 18,
2018. Wc also request that CEQ hold scveral public hearings on the proposal in different regions
of the country during the comment period.

Wc appreciate your consideration of this important matier.

Respectfully submitied,

FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

ROBERT W. FERGUSON
Attomey General

By:

AURORA R. JANKE

Special Assistant Attorney General
Counsc! for Environmental Protection
800 5th Avce Suite 2000, TB-14
Seattle, WA 98104-3188

(206) 442-4485
bill.sherman@atg.wa.gov
auroraj(@atg.wa.gov
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FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

BRIA\TI"‘ ™Jsarmnrr
Attort

By:
ASSISTant ATOINEY ueneral
200 Saint Pau) Place
Baltimore, MD 21202

(410) 576-6962
ltulin(@oag.state.md.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

GURBIR §. GREWAL
Attorney General

By.

Mary B. Neumayr, Chief of Stalf
July 3, 2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTII OF
MASSACHUSETTS

MAURA HEALEY
Attorney General of Massachusetts

By:

CHRISTOPHE COURCHESNE
Assistant Attorney General and Chief
Environmental Protection Division
Office of the Attorney General

One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor
Boston, Massachusetts 02108

{617) 727-2200
christophe.courchesne@state.ma.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW YORK

BARBARA D. UNDERWOOD
Atlorney General

By:

DAVID C. APY

Assistant Attorney General
KRISTINA MILES

Deputy Attorney General

R.J. Hughes Justice Complex
25 Market Sireet

Trenton, NJ 08625-0093
(609) 376-2804
david.apy@law.njoag.gov
kristina.miles@law.njoag.gov

MICHAEL MYERS

Senior Counsel

CLAIBORNE E. WALTHALL
Assistant Attomey General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Attorney General
The Capitol

Albany, NY 12224

(518) 776-2380

Claiborne. Walthall@ag.ny.gov
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FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

BRIAN E. FROSH
Attorney General

By:

Mary B. Neumayr, Chief of Staff
July 3,2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTH O
MASSACHUSETTS

MAURA HEALEY

Attornev Genersl nf Massachnzetis

ILEAH J. TULIN

Assistant Attorney General
200 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, MD 21202
(410) 576-6962
Itulin@oag.state.md.us

FOR THE STATLC OF NEW JERSLY

GURDBIR §. GREWAL
Attorney General

By:

By

Assisiant AUOMmey Leneral and Lheet
Environmental Protection Division
Office of the Attomey General

One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor
Roston, Massachusetts (02108

(617) 727-2200
christophe.courchesne(@state.ma.us

FOR THL STATE OF NEW YORK

BARBARA D. UNDERWOOD
Attorney General

DAVID C. APY

Assistant Attorney Gencral
KRISTINA MILES

Deputy Attormey General

R.J. Hughes Justice Complex
25 Market Street

Trentun, NJ 08625-0093
(609) 376-2804
david.apy@law.njoag.gov
kristina.miles@law.njoag.gov

00004

By:

MICHAEL MYERS

Senior Counsel

CLAIBORNLC E. WALTHALL
Assistant Attomey General
Environmental Protection Bureau
New York State Attomey General
The Capitol

Albany, NY 12224

(518) 776-2380

Claiborne. Walthall@ag.ny.gov
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FOR THE STATE OF MARYLAND

BRIAN L. FROSH
Attorney General

By:

LEAH J. TULIN

Assistant Attorney General
200 Saint Paul Place
Balimore, MD 21202
(410) 576-6962
ltulin(@oag state.md.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW JERSLY

GURBIR §. GREWAL
Attorney Cieneral

By:

D/

As .
KRISTINA MILES

Deputy Attorney General

R.J. Nughes Justice Compiex
25 Market Street

Trenton, NJ 08625-0{193
(609) 376-2804
david.apy/Zlaw.njoag.gov
kristina.miles@ law .njoap.gov
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Mary B. Neumayr. Chiel of Suall
July 3,2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSFTTS

MAURA HEALEY
Attorney General of Massachusctts

3y:

CHRISTOPHLE COURCHESNE
Assistant Attorney General and Chief
Envirenmental Protection Mivision
Otfice of the Attorney General

One Ashburton Place, | 8th Floor
Boston, Massachusetts 02108

(617 727-2200

christophe.courchesne’ state.ma.us

[FOR THE STATE OF NEW YORK

BARBARA D. UNDERWOOD
Attorney General

By:

MICHALEL MYERS

Senior Counsel

CLAIBORNE E. WALTHALL
Assistant Attorney General
Environmental Protection Burcau
New York State Attorney General
The Capito!

Albany, NY 12224

(518) 776-2380

Claiborne. Walthall' @ag.ny .gov
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FW: Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act

From "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)y/cn=recipients/cn=eaebb04 7f8 71428b9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">

To: "Drurmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]

Date; Sun, 08 Jul 2018 06:52:01 -0400

From: Tejada, Matthew <Tejada.Matthew @epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 5, 2018 12:35 PM

To: Freeman, Denise <Denise.Freeman@hg.doe.gov>; Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
I Ruhl, Suzi <Ruhl.Suzi@epa.gov>

e --win8M, Simone <walter.simone@epa.gov>; Buzzelle, Stanley <Buzzelle.Stanley@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National

Environmental Policy Act

Thanks for sending this around Denise. Ted or Denise — what are we doing to distribute this to the
public? If there is already approved listserv announcements etc., then that {I believe) will make it much
easier for us to push out through our QE] listserv {which | would like to da).

Thanks,
Matthew

Matthew Tejada

Director - Office of Environmental Justice
Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-8047

Stay in the know about all things EJ at EPA by subscribing to our email listser

From: Freeman, Denise [mailto:Denise.Freeman@hg.doe.gov]

Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2018 12:26 PM

To: dennis.ogden@gsa.gov; "Elizabeth.E.Nelson@aphis.usda.gov' <Elizabeth.E.Nelson@aphis.usda.gov>;
"ismalls@fs.fed.us' <jsmalls@fs.fed.us>; 'Michelle.L.Gray@aphis.usda.gov'
<Michelle.L.Gray@aphis.usda.gov>; 'David.A.Bergsten@aphis.usda.gov’

<David A.Bergsten@aphis.usda.gov>; 'Wendy F.Hall@aphis.usda.gov' <Wendy.F.Hall@aphis.usda.gav>;
'Caitlin.Gregg@ogc.usda.gov' <Caitlin.Gregg @ogc.usda.gov>; 'peggy.wade @wdc.usda.gov'
<peggy.wade@wdc.usda.gov>; Kelsey Owens <kelsey.owens@wdc.usda.gov>; Costner, Brian
<Brian.Costner@hq.doe.gov>; Miller, Steven {GC) <STEVEN.MILLER@hg.doe.gov>; nkeller@doc.gov;
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Mary Background Memo

From: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ’ ]
To: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Ce: "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Mon, 09 Jul 2018 11:01:32 -0400

Attachments: Draft Mary Backgrounder 07-09-18.docx (115.17 kB)

For review. Attached.

Dan Schneider
Associate Director for Communications
Council on Environmental Quality

[ SO N ¥ o S Y T r\___:dent
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/E OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
TON, D.C. 20503

Date: July 9, 2018
Re: Backgrounder for Mary Neumayr Nomination

Background: On June 18, 2018, President Trump nominated Mary Bridget Neumayr, of
Virginia, to be the Chair of the White House Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ). The
following document provides a brief overview of the ongoing news surrounding Ms, Neumayr’s
nonunation.

Overview:

Ms. Neumayr has been serving as CEQ’s Chief of Staff since March 2017. Prior to joining CEQ,
she served in a variety of positions with the Committee on Energy and Commerce in the U.S.
House of Representatives; including as Deputy Chief Counsel, Energy and Environment (2017);
Senior Counsel (2011-2017); and Counsel {2009-2010). Ms. Neumayr also served as Depury
Counsel for Environment and Nuclear Programs at the U.S. Department of Energy (2006-2009),
and as Counsel to the Assistant Attorney General for the Environment and Natural Resources
Divisions at the U.S. Department of Justice (2003-20006). Prior to ber government service, Ms,
Neumayr was in private legal practice fromn 1989 through 2003. She received her B.A. from
Thomas Aquinas College and her J.D. from the University of California, Hastings College of
Law.

Post-Nomination News:

06/12/2018: E&E News. Trump nominates Mary Neumayr as CEQ head:

c b prvuova wes we s o ueo sulllinated Mary Neumayr to lead the Council on
Environmental Quality,” Sen. Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) said in a statement. "We've worked
well together and I appreciate her commitment to protecting the environment while also
cutting duplicative and unnecessary regulations. She will play a key role in working with
Congress to promote good government reforms as we work towards an infrastructure bill.
I congratulate her on her nomination, and look forward to her confirmation."

ArtafAanto. ol O TN T oL s XTI s WX . FF_ L s __axx_ L.

[APG]
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e Brett Hartl, director of government affairs at the Center for Biological Diversity, an
environmental group, criticized Ms. Neumayr as “instrumental” in Republican efforts to
roll back clean air protections during her time on Capitol Hill. He called her appointment
“very bad news for human health and the health of the environment.”

+ Representative Rob Bishop of Utah, the Republican chairman of the House Committee
on Natural Resources, noted Ms. Neumayr’s experience. He said it would be key in
handling looming issues like overhauling the National Environmental Policy Act, which
spells out the review process for major federal projects. He called Ms. Neumayr a
“superb choice.”

NAMTAMINTIE: Tha Warhinatan Dant Tt feiac miase seiddlo nd the woamd wink Faw ton Whita

o Sen, John Barrasso (R-Wyo_) said in a statement Wednesday that Neumayr will “make a
strong leader at the Council on Environmental Quality,” given her experience at the
White House and on Capitol Hill,

¢ Michael Catanzaro, who served as special assistant to the president for domestic energy
and environmental policy before rejoining the D.C.-based consulting group CGCN this
spring, said in an email Wednesday that “Neumayr 1s a consummate professional, who
possesses outstanding legal skills and exceptional knowledge of environmental policy.
She has been and will continue to be a tremendous asset to CEQ, the President, and the
country.”

s “The thing about Mary is that you can work with her and talk with her and have a cordial
professional conversation,” said one of the staffers.

N6/A14/201R ELFE News Fuven saome oreens ke Triimp ' nick for CFC)

e "She is a good selection for the administration to oversee CE(Q} and certainly a stark
contrast with the conscious outlier and extreme figure that they initially seiected,” said
John Walke, clean air director with the Natural Resources Defense Council. "She always
made a point of coming down to the witness table afier the hearing to thank me for my
testimony, which doesn't always happen — especially for those whose bosses don't
always take the same position of NRDC," Walke said. "I think she will do her job well.
She is not a bomb thrower, and she is not someone who governs through sound bites and
shrill press releases."

» "I think she combines the best of being a true believer — a good, solid pro-business
Republican — with just being very, very knowledgeable about how the executive and

[APG]
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02/21/2018: New York Times. New Candidates Fmeree for Trump 's Top Environmenial

e The short list also includes Mary Neumayr, who as the agency’s chief of staff since
March has been doing the job in an acting capacity for nearly a year, said Jeffrey
Holmstead, a partner at the firm Bracewell and a former E.P.A_ air chief.

s “She’s been a steady hand at C.E.Q. since she got there and everyone thinks she’s been
doing a great job,” Mr. Holmstead said. But, he added, ““1’m not sure that she wants the
attention that comes with being the chair and having to run the gantlet of the confirmation
process.”

* Ms. Neumayr’s views on topics like climate change are far less well known than Mr. van
der Vaart’s.

[APG]
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FW: [EXTERNAL] SCHEDULED: Document Number - 2018-
14821

From "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=e45de0bbbbcadeB7adc4528ec12a7b03-sm™>

To: "Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ’ ]

Date: Mon, 09 Jul 2018 08:50:57 -0400

From: noreply@fedreg.gov <noreply@fedreg.gov>
Sent: Friday, """ ¢ 7018 12:11 PM

To: FN-Chair - I

Subject: [EXTcnivar SCHEDULED: Document Number - 2018-14821

Please do not reply directhv tn thic a.mail If you have any questions or comments regarding this
email, please contac

Attention : Howard Sun, (CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality

Document 2018-14821, Category PROPOSED RULES has been scheduled to publish on 07-11-
2018.
This document will be placed on public inspection on 07-10-2018 08:45:00.

The subject of this document is Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act.

The submitting Agency 15 (CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality.
The Docket Id is Docket No. CEQ-2018-0001.

The RIN 1s 0331-AA03.

This document has an effective date of NA.

The comments due date is 08-20-2018.

The separate part # for this document is NA.

Agency/CFR Title/CFR Part:

(CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality, CFR Title is 40, CFR Part is
1500,1501,1502,1503,1504,1505,1506,1507,1508

[3225-F$-P]

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

40 CFR Parts 1500, 1501, 1502, 1503, 1504, 1505, 1506, 1507, and 1508
[Docket No. CEQ-2018-0001]

RIN: 0331-AA03
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Mary Backgrounder

From: “Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQY ]
Date: Tue, 10 Jul 2018 15:05:41 -0400

Attachments: Draft Mary Backgrounder 07-09-18.docx {107.32 kB)

Attached.

Dan Schneider
Associate Director for Communications

Council on Envirenmental Quality
Fyarutiva Mffire nf tha Pracident
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Lrauc. Jury 9, 2018
Re: Backgrounder for Mary Neumayr Nomination

Background: On June 18, 2018, President Trump nominated Mary Bridget Neumayr, of
Virginia, to be the Chair of the White House Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ). The
following document provides a briel overview of the ongoing news surrounding Ms. Neumayr’s
nonunation.

Overview:

Ms. Neumayr has been serving as CEQ’s Chief of Staff since March 2017. Prior to joinmg CEQ,
she served in a variety of positions with the Committee on Energy and Commerce in the U.S.
House of Representatives; including as Deputy Chiel Counsel, Energy and Environment (2017);
Senior Counsel (2011-2017); and Counsel {2009-2010). Ms. Neumayr also served as Depury
General Counsel for Environment and Nuclear Programs at the U.S. Department of Energy
(2006-2009), and as Counsel to the Assistant Attomey General for the Environment and Natural
Resources Divisions at the U.S. Department of Justice (2003-20006}. Prior to her government
service, Ms. Neumayr was m private legal practice from 1989 through 2003. She received her
B.A. from Thomas Aquinas College and her J.D. from the University of California, Hastings
College of Law.

Post-Nomination News:

06/12/2018: E&E News. Trump nominates Mary Neumayr as CE(Q head:

c b oo wes we s o uee suillinated Mary Neumayr to lead the Council on
Environmental Quality,” Sen. Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) said in a statement. "We've worked
well together and I appreciate her commitment to protecting the environment while also
cutting duplicative and unnecessary regulations. She will play a key role in working with
Congress to promote good government reforms as we work towards an infrastructure bill.
I congratulate her on her nomination, and look forward to her confirmation.”

AT fAanto. i L FTTIY T oL s XIS WX . FF_ L s ___ax2x_L.

[APG]
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e Brett Hartl, director of government affairs at the Center for Biological Diversity, an
environmental group, criticized Ms. Neumayr as “instrumental” in Republican efforts to
roll back clean air protections during her time on Capitol Hill. He called her appointment
“very bad news for human health and the health of the environment”

+ Representative Rob Bishop of Utah, the Republican chairman of the House Committee
on Natural Resources, noted Ms. Neumayr’s experience. He said it would be key in
handling looming issues like overhauling the National Environmental Policy Act, which
spells out the review process for major federal projects. He called Ms. Neumayr a
“superb choice.”

NI AMNNTE: Tha Warhinatan Dant Turarin feiac mase seiddlo nd tho woamd wink Fau ton Whita

o Sen, John Barrasso (R-Wyo_) said in a statement Wednesday that Neumayr will “make a
strong leader at the Council on Environmental Quality,” given her experience at the
White House and on Capitol Hill,

¢ Michael Catanzaro, who served as special assistant to the president for domestic energy
and environmental policy before rejoining the D.C.-based consulting group CGCN this
spring, said in an email Wednesday that “Neumayr 1s a consummate professional, who
possesses outstanding legal skills and exceptional knowledge of environmental policy.
She has been and will continue to be a tremendous asset to CEQ, the President, and the
country.”

s “The thing about Mary is that you can work with her and talk with her and have a cordial
professional conversation,” said one of the staffers.

06147208 ELE News Fuven some oreens like Triumn’s nick for CEC),

e "She is a good selection for the administration to oversee CE(Q} and certainly a stark
contrast with the conscious outlier and extreme figure that they initially seiected,” said
John Walke, clean air director with the Natural Resources Defense Council. "She always
made a point of coming down to the witness table afier the hearing to thank me for my
testimony, which doesn't always happen — especially for those whose bosses don't
always take the same position of NRDC," Walke said. "I think she will do her job well.
She is not a bomb thrower, and she is not someone who governs through sound bites and
shrill press releases."

» "I think she combines the best of being a true believer — a good, solid pro-business
Republican — with just being very, very knowledgeable about how the executive and

[APG]
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verz u2ul 8 New York Times. New Candidares Emeree for Trumbp 's Ton Environmenial

e The short list also includes Mary Neumayr, who as the agency’s chief of staff since
March has been doing the job in an acting capacity for nearly a year, said Jeffrey
Holmstead, a partner at the firm Bracewell and a former E.P.A_ air chief.

« “She’s been a steady hand at C.E.Q. since she got there and everyone thinks she’s been
doing a great job,” Mr. Holmstead said. But, he added, ““1’m not sure that she wants the
attention that comes with being the chair and having to run the gantlet of the confirmatton
process.”

e Ms. Neumayr’s views on topics like climate change are far less well known than Mr. van
der Vaart’s.

[APG]
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RE: CEQ Website update request

From
"Adams, John (AU} {CONTR)" <john.adams@hq.doe.gov>
T "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQY I Corter, Marian
o;
{CONTR})" <marian.carter@hqg.doe.gov>, “alexander, Lillian" <lillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>
e "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I Eoiing. Ted A

corcee

Date: Wed, 11 Jul 2018 15:13:55 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ [mailt I

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 2:56 PM
To: Adams, John {AU) (CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>; Carter, Marian {CONTR)

<Marian.Carter@hg.doe.gov>; Ale:~--~- 'llian <Lillian.Alexander@hqg.doe.gov>

€r: Mangpor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I Coling, Ted A EOP/CEQ
I

e CEQ Website update request

lohn,

Al slease make the indicated change

and post the attached document:

Proposed Rulemaking:

CEQ is considering updating its NEPA implementing regulations and solicits public
comment on potential revisions to update the regulations and ensure a more efficient,
timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit comments, identified by docket ID number
CEO-2018-0001. through the Federal eRuiemaking portal,

imitted on or befor

As always, thank you for your help.
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Herreott, Alex H. EOP/CEC I Srith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ
[T

- = g=—u- Questions, please review

Please review this document now, if possible. I
Thank you!

Theresa

Theresa L. Pettigrew

Associate Director for Legislative Affairs
Council an Environmental Quality
Frerntive Office of the President

B (office)

(cvey ~56-6546 (fax)
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final QFRs submitted

From: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" s
Date: Fri, 27 Jul 2018 17:04:42 -0400

Attachments: All Neumayr QFRs 07.19.2018 Final Responses.pdf (236.57 kB)
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taxpayer dollars. On March 28, 2017 through Executive Order 13783, President
Trump rescinded Executive Order 13653, Preparing the United States for the Impacts
of Climate Change, which provided tools for American communities to “strengthen
their resilience to extreme weather and prepare for other impacts of climate change.”
Included in the revoked Executive Order were provisions that made it easier for
communities hit by extreme weather events to rebuild smarter and stronger to
withstand future events, including rebuilding roads and infrastructure to be more
climate-resilient, and investing in projects that better protect communities from
flooding and their drinking water from contamination.

a. Whatrole, if any, did you or your staff have in contributing to the decision-
making process that led to Executive Order 13783, in particular language that
rescinded the Executive Order 136537 Please explain in detail.

EO 13783, titled “Promoting Energy Independence and Economic
Growth,” was developed pursuant to a deliberative interagency process
that included multiple components within the Executive Office of the
President, including CE(), as well as relevant Federal agencies.

b. In light of the extreme weather damages observed since March 28, 2017, would
you support the reinstatement of federal guidance and tools for American
communities to “strengthen their resilience to extreme weather and prepare for
other impacts of climate change?” 1f not, why not?

Extreme weather events highlight the importance of modern, resilient
infrastructure. I support efforts to pursue technology and innovation, the
development of modern, resilient infrastructure, and environmentally
beneficial projects, including restoration projects, to address future risks,
including climate related risks. I also support eflforts to improve weather
data, forecasting, modeling and computing in order to prepare for and
respond (o extreme weather events.

c. President Trump also rescinded CEQ’s issued guidance to federal agencies
requiring the consideration of greenhouse gasses and climate change effects when
evaluating potential impacts of a federal action under NEPA. What role, if any,
did you or your staff have in contributing to the drafting of language that
rescinded this guidance?

EO 13783 directed CE() to rescind this guidance. Pursuant EO 13783, CE(Q)
published a notice of withdrawal of the guidance on April 5, 2017 at 82 FR
16576,

d. Should the federal government consider the social costs of carbon in federal
actions? If not, why not?

Page 15 of 33
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NEPA and CEQ’s NEPA implementing regulations do not require agencies
to monetize the costs and benefits of a proposed action. CEQ’s regulations at
40 CFR 1502.23 provide that agencies need not weigh the merits and
drawbacks of particular alternatives in a monetary cost-benefit analysis, and
that such analysis should not be used when there are important qualitative
considerations. Social cost of carbon (SCC) estimates were developed for
rulemaking purposes to assist agencies in evaluating the costs and benefits of
regulatory actions, and were not intended for project level reviews under
NEPA.

To the extent that SCC estimates are used for rulemaking purposes, EQ
13783 directs Federal agencies to be consistent with the guidance contained
in the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A4 of September
17, 2003. This guidance addresses consideration of domestic versus global
impacts as well as appropriate discount rates, and specifically directs
agencies to consider the domestic costs and benefits of rulemakings.

31. Two weeks prior to Hurricane Harvey devastated vast portions of Texas, Executive
Order 13807 on “Establishing Discipline and Accountability in the Environmental
Review and Permitting Process for Infrastructure™ went so far as to repeal the Federal
Floodplain Risk Management Standard (FFRMS), which would have held new
infrastructure projects to more resilient standards. The FFRMS guidance provided
three flexible options for meeting the standard in flood hazard areas: (1) build
standard infrastructure, such as federally funded housing and roads, two feet above
the 100-year flood standard and elevate critical infrastructure, like hospitals and fire
departments, by three feet; (2} elevate infrastructure to the 500 year flood standard; or
(3) simply use data and methods informed by the best-available, actionable climate
science. In short, the FFRMS was meant to protect taxpayer dollars spent on projects
in areas prone to flooding, not to mention the human toll of such events. That is a
common-sense approach given that in just the past five years, all 50 states have
experienced flood damage.

a. What role, if any, did you or your statf have in contributing to the decision-
making process that led to Executive Order 13807, in particular language that
rescinded the FFRMS? Please explain in detail.

b. Inlight of the hurricane-related damage observed last season and the extreme
weather events this country has seen this year, would you support the
reinstatement of the FFRMS? If not, why not, and how would you suggest
resiliency be factored into the infrastructure project design and approval process?

¢. Do you agree that infrastructure projects that do not account for flooding hazards
in the manner(s} prescribed by the FFRMS would be more likely to suffer flood
damage over the lifetime of the infrastructure? Would such damage be likely to
result in additional costs to repair? If not, why not?

d. Do you view the repeal of the FFRMS as a national security threat, given the
security threat that rising sea levels could pose to military bases? If not, why not?

Page 16 of 33
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33.

34

35.

36.

d. Will you commit to further review of Executive Order13693 and discussion with
my staff to determine if there are specific actions to be reinstated that could
reduce waste, cut costs, or enhance the resilience of Federal infrastructure and
operations?

I commit to working with Congress. including your staff, to identify
opportunities to further drive and promote efficiency across the Federal
government.

Please list all Clean Air Act regulations that were promulgated by the Obama
Administration not a voluntary or grant program that you support and why?

I support regulations promulgated under the Clean Air Act that are
consistent with the EPA’s statutory authorities.

Are there any other EPA regulations — not a voluntary or grant program - that are on
the books today that you support? If s0, please list them.

I support EPA regulations that are consistent with the agency’s statutory
authorities.

Delaware is already seeing the adverse effects of climate change with sea level rise,
ocean acidification, and stronger storms. While all states will be harmed by climate
change, the adverse effects will varyby state and region. Can you comment on why it is
imperative that we have national standards for the reduction in carbon pollution? If
you do not believe it is imperative, why not?

To address climate change related concerns. I believe it is important to
pursue technology and innovation to adapt to a changing climate,
consistent with Congressional directives. This includes current efforts
pursuant to the Weather Research and Forecasting Innovation Act to
improve weather data, modeling, computing, forecasting, and warnings.
In addition, it is important to pursue continued research to improve our
understanding of the climate system. Further, it is important to pursue a
strong economy which allows us to develop modern, resilient
infrastructure to address future risks, including climate related risks.

In December 2007, President Bush’s EPA proposed to declare greenhouse gases as a
danger to public welfare through a draft Endangerment Finding, stating,

“The Administrator proposes to find that the air pollution of elevated levels of
greenhouse gas (GHG) concentrations may reasonably be anticipated to endanger
public welfare...Carbon dioxide is the most important GHG (greenhouse gas) directly
emitted by human activities, and is the most significant driver of climate change.” * Do
you agree with these statements, if not, why not?

Page 18 of 33
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Senator Merkley:

49.

50.

51.

We have seen storm surges, floods, droughts, increased frequency and severity of natural
disasters, ocean acidification, and general environmental distress across the country a
trend that will only continue with the climate chaos we are currently facing. In your
testimony, you said that you believed humans are impacting the world’s climate. If
confirmed as the head of CEQ, what steps will you take to proactively combat the
environmental concems listed above?

To address climate change related concerns, I believe it is important to
pursue technology and innovation to adapt to a changing climate,
consistent with Congressional directives. This includes current efforts
pursuant to the Weather Research and Forecasting Innovation Act to
improve weather data, modeling, computing, forecasting, and warnings. 1
also believe it is important to pursue continued research in order to
improve our understanding of the climate system.

We are reaching a breaking point in terms of climate change impacts, and it is clear that
this country need leaders who are willing to take action now to prevent us from rapidly
reaching a point of no return in terms of climate change impacts. This cannot happen if
science and the impacts of climate disruption are ignored. In your leadership role with the
CEQ, what steps will you take to arrest and reverse climate change?

I believe it is important to pursue a strong economy which allows us to have
the resources to advance technology and innovation and to develop resilient
infrastructure to address future risks, including climate related risks. In
addition, it is important to advance projects to achieve environmental
protection, including environmental restoration projects. To facilitate the
development of such projects in a timely manner, the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) has been working with Federal agencies to
streamline environmental reviews that are conducted pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and related statutes.

CEQ’s primary role is leading coordination between environmental agencies. In an
ANPRM (Advanced Notice of Proposed Rule Making) published last month, it seems
clear the administration is looking to revamp the NEPA review process, which could
allow for industry to bypass environmental regulations. As head of CEQ, can you please
describe how you will ensure that this NEPA overhaul will not cut environmental review
requiremernts?

On June 20, 2018, CEQ published an ANPRM to consider potential updates
and clarifications to its NEPA implementing regulations, As stated in the
ANPRM, “CEQ solicits public comment on potential revisions to update the
regulations and ensure a more efficient, timely, and effective process
consistent with the national environmental policy stated in NEPA.” CEQ
will review comments on the ANPRM, and these comments will inform any
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Draft

"amith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=e45de(0bbb5cade87adc4528ec12a7b03-sm">

To: “Pettigrew, Theresa L. EQP/CEQ' ]

Date; Wed, 08 Aug 2018 14:45:22 -0400

Attachments DRAFT Response to Senator Carper 8-8-18.docx (15.02 kB); DRAFT Rasponse to
Senator Carper letter Appendix 8 8 18.docx (61.1 kB)

Katherine Smith
Special Assistant
Council on Environmental Quality
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Draft

From: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" ]

To: "Smith, Katherine R. ECP/CEQ s

Date: Wed, 08 Aug 2018 12:40:19 -0400

Attachments:; DRAFT Response to Senate Carper letter 8 8 18 Updated.docx (59.53 kB)
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CEQ NEPA ANPRM Distribution list.xIsx

From: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQY ]

To: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I Sith, Katherine
R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Wed, 08 Aug 2018 11:46:08 -0400

Attachments

CEQ NEPA ANPRM Distribution list.xisx (34.56 kB)
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FW: Quick question re EO 12866

From "Smith, Katherine R. EQOP/CEQ" <"“/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=e45delbbb5cadeBiadc4528ec12a7b03-sm™>

To; "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I

Date; Thu, 09 Aug 2018 15:12:21 -0400

--—Original Message-—-
From: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, August 9, 2018 3:0< ™4

1, Kathering R, EOP/CE(, I vy, Mary B. EOP/CEQ
dugject: FW: Quick question re EQ 12866

OIRA is updating the record of meetings on the ANPRM. Reginfo.gov currently shows only:

06/13/201811:30 AM  0331-AA03 0331-CEQ Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act Prerule Stage Completed
06/12/2018 03:00 PM  0331-AA03 0331-CEQ Update to the Regulations for Impiementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act Pretuie Stage Completed
00/07/2018 04:00 PM  0331-AA03 0331-CEQ Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act Prerule Stage Completed

--——~Original Message-—-
From: Whiteman, Chad 5. EOP/OMB
Sent: Thursday, August 9, 2012 7:47 Dh

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: Quick question ¢ . 3

Ted,

We're just now geiting the EQ meetings posted on reginfo.gov. Three of the meeting records have been posted 5o
far, The remainder should be up soon. Mabe! Lalked 10 me (oday aboul how 10 spell Chris P.'s name so she is
aclively uploading some of them ioday. Here is the link: htips.//www reginfo. gov/public/do/eom128665carch

Let me know if you have any questions.
Chad

--——0Original Message-—-

From: Boling, Ted A, EOPACEQ
Sent: Thursday. August 9, 2018 2:

To: Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OME _

Subject: Quick question re EO 12800

(had - conld you point me to where you post information about our meetings on the ANPRM? Or call me o

Sent from my iPhone
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RE: Response to the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

From "Boling, Ted A. EQOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=eaebh047{871428b9b46haf8afd1176a-bo">

To: "Clare T. Petersen” <cpetersen@charlestoncounty.org>
Ce: "James D. Armstrong"” <jdarmstrong@charestoncounty.org>

Date; Wed, 15 Aug 2018 16:23:58 -0400

From: Clare T. Petersen <CPetersen@charlestoncounty.org>

Sent: Wednesday, August 17 ™77 *:12 PM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Cc: James D. Armstrong <JDarmstrong@charlestoncounty.orgs

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Response to the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Good afternoon, Mr. Boling,

Attached to this email is Jim Armstrong’s response to the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. I've
also put a hard copy of his response in the mail for you as well. Please let us know if you need anything
else.

My best,
Clare Petersen

Clare Petersen

Executive Assistant

Transportation | Public Works

4045 Bridge View Drive, Suite B-252

North Charleston, South Carcolina 29405-7464
843-958-4011

843-958-4507 {Fax})
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First batch of ANOPR comments ready for review

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ" I

"Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" I Coling. Ted A.

EQP/CEQ" Il ' Dumimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
e L ovola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ"
I onsoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ"
I Osicrhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ"
I Sc-'c. Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ"
I Shae. Thomas L. EOP/CEQ”
|

"Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CEQ" ]

Fri, 17 Aug 2018 16:09:22 -0400

-

o

8

=
o
]

Yardena Mansoor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality

. I
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FW: Comments on the CEQ ANPRM -- includes specific issues
for OIRA

“Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange omanization/ou=exchange administrative

From:
group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eaebbl47f871428b9b46bafBafd11756a-bo">
“Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ' ]

T "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" <"/fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange

(4

administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=2712a19fd57447088e0b9da580¢ 16e15-ma™>

Date: Fri, 17 Aug 2018 14:33:53 -0400

Attachments

NRDC ANPRM Comments.pdf (756.84 kB)

From: Slesinger, Scott <sslesinger@nrdc.org>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2017~ "~ "M

To: Rolina Ted A, EOP/CEQ I hiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB

I :crols, Mabel €. EoP/OME
Subject: |[EXTERNAL] Comments on the CEQ ANPRM —incl____ __ _:ific issues for OIRA

Enclosed are NRDC comments on the ANPRM. There are several issues dealing with OIRA. | was not sure
where to forward those comments. Thanks.

ederal Affuirs

DEFENSE COUNCIL

1152 tHTH STRFET NW, SLITL 300
WASHINGTON, DC 20005
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Appendix A

f Course, It’s Q0 , e A :Only Lying About NEPA
June Vo, 2018 Scotr Slesinger

There are few principles as basic to Americans as the ripht to participate in decisions when the
federal government 1s going to affect the environment or economy of a community. Because this
1s inconvenient for developers they bave enlisted the Congress and the White House in trying to
cripple that right that ts enshrined 1n the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Therc have
been aver 60 separate bills introduced this year to scale it back NEPA and on June 6, 2018,
another hearing on weakening NEPA is scheduled. This hearing is based on the theory that oil
and gas drilling and fracking on public lands would never have a more than nsignificant impact
on the enviromnent. ever.

Over the past several months, the propaganda about the required environmental reviews that
agencies conduct before projects has been overwhelming. T wrote a blog on one of those
misrepresentations The major theme ol the critics of environmental reviews 1s that despite
its almost 50-year misuny, government projects, private {ossil fuel development, and
mirustructure has been stymied. mainly because of the National 'nvironmental Policy Act. This
is obviously untrue, based on the growth of our economy that included becoming a net exporter
of energy during President Obama’s term. 1 will usc this blog to critique several recent poster
children of NEPA and note the misstatements. (Or, if you prefer, “lies.™

Poster Child #1 Bayonne Bridge

CNBC did a story about the delays President Trump cited for road and lughway projects, and, at
the behest of the White House. spotlighted the case of the Bayonne Bridge raising. which cnitics
said was slowed because nf »ermytting and environmental reviews. The CNBC investigative tory,
if you watch the short ¢liy found that weather and continuing the use of the bridge duning
construction were the drivers or the delays. The claims of a “10-year™ review, were of[ base: It
only took 26 months.

Paoster Child #2 Anderson Bridge

On Fubrua[y 13, In C(m_junc.‘rinn with its federal infrastmicture nlan rallour the Whire Housge
published a blog post titled

> The blog uses the ruug uviay vs e+ wmscioun G Lugs a0 ous 0T 88
an exanple of how federal environmental reviews and federal permitting is hindering
infrastructure development across the country. The problem, once again, is that federal
environmental permitting had nothing to do with this project. The Anderson Memonal
Bridpe project was funded completely by the State of Massachusetts and did not alter the
existing waterway along the Charles River, so at no point was federal-level environmental
permitting needed tor this project. The implication 1s ¢lear: While the White House has come

00005 CEQO75FY18150_000006849



up with a mvthical conclusion, it failed to find an example of even one project that fir that
conclusion.

Poster C ild £3:  cdging the Port ¢ Corpus Christi

This is a typical scapegoating NEPA storv. Politicians often get authorization for projects (and
lacal press about the praoject) but fail to get the Congress to “appropriate” money to build them.
Authorizations mean nothing without appropriations. Often, rather than admit they were unable
to get real monev members will nur the blame on environmental reviews. On Murch 6, 2018,
according to the ollicials representing the Port of Corpus Chrisu
met with their former governor ana now secretary of Enerey Rick Perry about the need for
federal funding for the dredging of the Port of Corpus Christi. The environmental reviews for
this project weren't mentioned.

However, the Tollowing week, Perry testified belore the Senate Commerce Commiittee about the
president’s inlrastructure package loaded with anu-NEPA provisions. lle didn’t urge lawmakers
to fund the dredging project. as the port officials had requested. Instead. he claimed the reason
the project fatled to go forward wasn’t money., but bureaucrats:

“This isn’t a matter of we're coming up here. or they're coming up here. and asking for
more money, they’re asking [or [ederal agencies to basically get out of the way, Lo give
them approval, so [ think that’s one of the things that the president is talking about.”

This will be sad news to the Port which said the problem wasn’t NEPA, but the need for 225
million federal dollars.

Stories like this can be repeated a mullion tumes, or rather 97 billion tines

o0 the Transportation and Infrasiruciure committee about funding ot Army Corps of’
Lngmeers prajects. noted that there are $97 billion ol projects ready to go. but the Corps’
construction budget 1s only $5 billion a year. The problem isn’t NEPA:1t's where 15 the $92
billion.

NRDC is working to protect NEPA one of the landmark environmental statutes. The main zoal
ol NLPA is assuring that the federal government looks before 1t leaps. It requires the federal
government, when it is doing something to vour comnunity, to allow the public and local
officials a chance to comment and these comments often lead to better projects. It should not be
gutted as a diversion [tom the real problem addressing our inlrastructure.

[ recently was on ¢ aith a Nick Goldstein. Vice President of Regulatory & Leeal [ssues
ol the American Road & 1ransportation Builders Associauon. 1 was well armed to defend NEPA
from attacks by the road builders, but instcad (ound mysclf nodding along while Goldstein made
the same point I did: The real problem with infrastructure s the lack of federal linancing,

6 CEQO75FY18150_
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Appendix B

Jdune 8, 2017
President Donald J. Trump
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, D.C, 2050C
BDear President Trump;

We were pleased that your Administration’s recently released budget proposal recognized the need
to improve the permitting process for major infrastructure projects. As the co-sponsors of the
Federa! Permitting Improvement Act, which was enacted into law last Congress as Title 41 of the
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST-41), however, we are concerned that your
Administration is not making use of important iools Congress has given it o accomplish this goal.

The budget correctly notes that “the legal requirements and processes for the permitting and review
of major infrastructure projecis have developed in a siloed and ad-hoc way, creating complex
processes that in some cases fake muitiple years fo complete.” And, furthermore, that “[d]elays and
uncertainty in project review timelines can affect critical financing and siting decisions [and] postpone
needed upgrades, replacements, or new development.” We could not agree more strongly that the
federal government needs io make timely and coordinated decisions regarding permits, and those
same concerns drove us o author FAST-41. This bipartisan effort gave the federal government
tools to streamline and improve the federal permitting process, which, as you have noted, is faden
with uncertainty that hinders investment, economic growth, and job creation.

Through FAST-41, we sought to improve the permitting process for major capital projects across all
sectors in three ways: better coordination and deaatine-setting for permitting decisions; enhanced
transparency; and reduced litigation delays. Despite deep divisions in other areas, we were able to
come together fo create a smarter, more transparent, better-managed process while not altering
substantive public input or safeguards that exist in the review process.

Since Congress enacted FAST-41, however, neither the past Administration nor your Adminsistration
has realized the Federal Permitting improvement Steering Council's {FP{SC) potential. i took
President Obama seven months to appoint an Executive Director, and FPISC barely got off the
ground before the election. And now, given the Administration’s stated interest in facilitating the
permitting process ang infrastructure development, it is perplexing that the Administration has not
taken full advantage of the powerful tools Congress gave it in FAST-41 it to accomplish those
goals. Moreover, Executive Order 13,766, Expediting Environmenial Reviews and Approvais for
High Priority Infrastructure Projects, issued on January 24, 2017, appears to duplicate or conflict with
many of the permit streamlining provisions in FAST-41. That executive order directs the Chairman
of the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)—a position that has not yel been filled—io identify
"High Priority Infrastructure Projects” and to coordinate with the appropriate agency heads to clarify

7
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deadlines for such projects. While these are important tasks, FAST-41 already requires FPISC and
its Executive Director to identify similar covered projects and to then work across all government
agencies to set timetables and to ensure that they are met. We have heard from numerous
stakeholders that the executive order is confusing and makes the permitting process even more
complex—the exact opposite result of what seems to have been intended.

Moreover, we are increasingly concerned that the Administration's failure to appoint a permanent
Executive Director is significantly impairing the ability of FRPISC to achieve its mission of greater
coordination across government. We have heard from a number of entities invelved in FIPSC-
designated covered projects that a lack of clear leadership from the top has hampered cross-agency
efforts and allowed permit siloing to continue.

Therefore, we ask that you expeditiously fill the role of FPISC Executive Director and clarify how
CEQ's role can complement rather than conflict with FPISC's statuterily-mandated responsibilities.

We thank you for your attention to this critical issue and look forward to working with you on efforts
to improve the federal permitting process so that we can deliver a smarter, faster, and more
responsive government to the American people.

Sincerely,

8 CEQO75FY18150_
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Appendix C

40 e ] SO T P

Heuses flooded. Trees and power lines down, Wildfires. Drought. Chimate chaos is disrupting
our lives and destroving our homes. [ast vear, the White House Ceuncil on Environmental
CQualitv (CLEQY ook action to do something about the damage. The White House

1ssued gutdance to help agencies include climate change in their environmental reviews. The
agencies have a legal obligation under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to doso.
The guidance provided consistency and tools 1o help.

On March 28, President Trump rescinded this puidance.

President Trump has run casinos, You'd think he would know a good bet when he sees one.
Rescinding Obama’s climate guidance isn't. Here's why:

1. Taxpayers fose. Courts have already said that federal agencies must consider ¢limate in
their environmental analysis. Trump's action doesn’t get rid of this legat obligation. Now
cach agency will be lett on its own to determine how best to do the analysis. Without the
gurdance, agencies will waste tinie and taxpayer money.

!\J

Companies lose. The guidance provided consistency. Whether dealing with the Bureau of
Land Managemoent to fease coal, the Army Corps of Enwineers to build a pipeline or the
Department of Transportation to buitd a highwayv, a company would know what kind of
climate analysis was needed. Now they won’t. The tack ot guidance will trigger more
Hitipatton and delay.

3. Our lands and waters fose. Irony our coastal waters to the canvons of Utah, our public
lands and waters arc priceless assets belonging to cach one of us. The guidance provided
tools to assess the climate consequences of actions like drilling for oil and gas or mining
for coal. L did not prohibil these actions: instead the guidance helped us imake smart
decisions about our energy choices for today and tomorrow.

4. Cities like Miamni Beach lose. Miami Beach is spending S508 million to keep rising sea
fevels from destroying the hotels. restaurants and shops that provide #ts glamor and glitz.
The city needs information to spend this money wiselv, How is climate change affecting
sea level rise? How are povernment actions and taxpaver dollars affecting climate
change? The guidance helped provide answers. Trump’s action leaves cities like Miami
Beach in the dark.

5. Our pockethooks lose. Smart investment today will save billions tomortow. Hurricane
Sandy caused billions of dollars ol damage. New York is working to rebuild in a way that
fimtts future damage. The guidance helped federal agencies respond in similar ways—
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making smarter decisions and invesmments in response to our changing climate. Trump’s
action denies us the information we need to invest wisely,

Communities lose. Working with local and state governments, the [ederal government
invests billions of dollars in our communitics. The guidance was designed to help
communitics butld roads, scawalls, sewer svstenis and other investment that lasts, We
don’t want to bwild something that will pet washed away in a vear or two. Trump’s action
leaves cities and states in the dark.

Pemocracy loses. The federal povernment s spending our hard-earned dollars. Decisions
to mine more coal or drill effshore affect the public lands and waters that belong to all of
us. We have a right 1o a say in those decisions. We have a right to expect decisions
nfornied by the best science avarlable. The putdance helped deliver on these rights,
Trump’s action has taken them away,

Nature loses. Protecting nature helps us save ourselves. Fish, wildlife and plants provide
jobs, food and clean water that sustain people, communitics and ¢conomics across the
nation. Information and action is needed now to ciusure that we continue o have these
natural resources tomorrow, The eudance helped agencies develop adaptation strategies
to our changing chimate. Trump’s action 1enores that our climate 1s changing,

Our health loses. Today’s scientists point to climate change as “the biggest global health

threat of the 217 century 7 As temperatures spike, so does the incidence of illness,
cmereency room visits, and death. Climate change makes us sick, hurting the most

vulnerable hike the young and the old the most.

(ur children Tose. Numerous tools now exist to estimate vreenhouse pas emissions.
Numerous solutions exist to reduce emissions and respond to climate change. We
stumble blindly into the future if we (ail to vse them. The guidance helped provide them.
Trump’s action takes them away,

10
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FW: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter for Docket CEQ-2018-
0001

From: “McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: “Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Fri, 17 Aug 2018 13:58.02 -0400

Attachments Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies Comment Letter CEQ-2018-0001.pdf
{239.26 kB)

From: Stephanie Hayes Schlea <schlea@amwa.net>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 12:34 PM

To: Mclaurin, Juschelle D. EQP/CEQ . ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comme. .. .. ...r for Docket CEQ-2018-0001

On behalf of the Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies, please find attached the comment
letter regarding CEQ’s Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking: Update to the Regulations for
Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National nvironmental Policy Act (CEQ-2018-
0001}.

Stephanie Hayes Schlea

Manager, Regulatory and Scientific Affairs
Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies
Office: 202.331.2820

1620 | Sireet NW Suite 500
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on the CEQ ANPRM -- includes specific
issues for OIRA

From: “Slesinger, Scott" <sslesinger@nrdc.org>

"Boling, Ted A. EOPICEQ’ I //hiteman, Chad S.

To:
EOP/OMB" 1]
_ "Echols, Mabel E. EQP/OMB"
ce ]
Date: Fri, 17 Aug 2018 13:37:57 -0400
Attachments

NRDC ANPRM Comments.pdf (756.84 kB)

Enclosed are NRDC comments on the ANPRM. There are several issues dealing with OIRA. | was not sure
where to forward those comments. Thanks.

Noniar Adarenr tor P'Bderaf A.}(}‘airs

H

1152 15TH STREET NW, SUITF 300
WASHINGTON, DG 20005

4RDC.ORG

Twilter Handlo- seattslnsl
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Appendix A

( Course,it’sC , e2 : mnily Lying Al NEPA
June o, 2018 Scotr Slesinger

There are few principles as basic to Americans as the ripht to participate in decisions when the
federal government 1s going to affect the environment or economy of a community. Because this
1s inconvenient for developers they bave enlisted the Congress and the White House in trying to
cripple that right that ts enshrined 1n the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Therc have
been aver 60 separate bills introduced this year to scale it back NEPA and on June 6, 2018,
another hearing on weakening NEPA is scheduled. This hearing is based on the theory that oil
and gas drilling and fracking on puhlic lands would never have a more than insignificant impact
on the enviromnent. ever.

Over the past several months, the propaganda about the required environmental reviews that
agencies conduct before projects has been overwhelming. T wrote a blog on one of those
misrepresenlations The major theme ol the critics of environmental reviews 1s that despite
its almost 50-year misuny, government projects, private {ossil fuel development, and
mirustructure has been stymied. mainly because of the Natonal I:nvironmental Policy Act. This
18 obviously untrue, based on the growth of our economy that included becoming a net exporter
of energy during President Obama’s term. 1 will use this blog to critique several recent poster
children of NEPA and note the misstatements. (Or, if you prefer, “lies.™

Poster Child #1 Bayonne  idge

CNBC did a story about the delays President Trump cited for road and lughway projects, and, at
the behest of the White House. spotlighted the case of the Bayonne Bridge ratsing, which critics
said was slowed because nf »ermytting and covironmental reviews. The CNBC investigative tory,
if you watch the short ¢l found that weather and continuing the use of the bridge during
constraction were the drivers o1 the delays. The claims of a “10-year” review, were of[ base: It
only took 26 months

Poster Child #2 Anderson Bridge

On Fubrual'y 13, in {:(mjunc.‘rinn with its federal infrastmicture nlan rallour the Whire House
published a blog post titled

> The blog uses the ruug uciay v i iU v Lugs pPrvgee e oo Ol 88
an examnple of how federal environmental reviews and federal permitting is hindering
nfrastructure development across the country. The problem, once again, is that federal
environmental permitting had nothing to do with this project. The Anderson Memonal
Bridpe project was funded completely by the State of Massachusetts and did not alter the
cxisting waterway along the Charles River, so at no point was federal-level environmental
permitting needed tor this project. The implication 1s clear: While the White House has come
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up with a mvthical conclusion, it failed to find an example of even one project that fir that
conclusion.

Poster C ild £3:  cdging the Port ¢ Corpus Christi

This is a typical scapegoating NEPA storv. Politicians often get authorization for projects (and
lacal press about the project) but fail to get the Congress to “appropriate” money to build them.
Authorizations mean nothing without appropriations. Often, rather than admit they were unable
to get real monev members will nur the blame on environmental reviews. On Murch 6, 2018,
according to the ollicials representing the Port of Corpus Chrisu
met with their former governor ana now secretary of Enerey Rick Perry about the need for
federal funding for the dredging of the Port of Corpus Christi. The environmental reviews for
this project weren't mentioned.

However, the Tollowing week, Perry testified belore the Senate Commerce Commiittee about the
president’s inlrastructure package loaded with anu-NEPA provisions. lle didn't urge lawmakers
to fund the dredging project. as the port officials had requested. Instead. he claimed the reason
the project fatled to go forward wasn’t money., but bureaucrats:

“This isn’t a matter of we're coming up here. or they're coming up here. and asking for
more money, they’re asking [or [ederal agencies to basically get out of the way, Lo give
them approval, so [ think that’s one of the things that the president is talking about.”

This will be sad news to the Port which said the problem wasn™t NEPA but the need for 225
million federal dollars.

Stories like this can be repeated a mullion tumes, or rather 97 billion tinies

o the Transportation and Infrasiruciure committee about funding ot Army Corps of’
Lngmeers prajects. noted that there are $97 billion of projects ready to go. but the Corps’
construction budget 1s only $5 billion a year. The problem isn’t NEPA:1t's where 15 the $92
billion.

NRDC is working to protect NEPA| one of the landmark environmental statutes. The main zoal
ol NLPA is assuring that the federal government looks before 1t leaps. It requires the federal
government, when it is doing something to vour comnunity, to allow the public and local
officials a chance to comment and these comments often lead to better projects. It should not be
gutted as a diversion [rom the real problem addressing our inlrastructure.

[ recently was on ¢ ath a Nick Goldstein. Vice President of Regulatory & Leeal [ssues
ol the American Road & 1ransportation Builders Associauon. 1 was well armed to defend NEPA
from attacks by the road builders, but instcad (ound mysclf nodding along while Goldstein made
the same point 1 did: The real problem with infrastructure s the lack of federal linancing,
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Appendix B

Jdune 8, 2017
President Donald J. Trump
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, D.C, 2050C
BDear President Trump;

We were pleased that your Administration’s recently released budget proposal recognized the need
to improve the permitting process for major infrastructure projects. As the co-sponsors of the
Federa! Permitting Improvement Act, which was enacted into law last Congress as Title 41 of the
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST-41), however, we are concerned that your
Administration is not making use of important iools Congress has given it o accomplish this goal.

The budget correctly notes that “the legal requirements and processes for the permitting and review
of major infrastructure projecis have developed in a siloed and ad-hoc way, creating complex
processes that in some cases fake muitiple years fo complete.” And, furthermore, that “[d]elays and
uncertainty in project review timelines can affect critical financing and siting decisions [and] postpone
needed upgrades, replacements, or new development.” We could not agree more strongly that the
federal government needs io make timely and coordinated decisions regarding permits, and those
same concerns drove us o author FAST-41. This bipartisan effort gave the federal government
tools to streamline and improve the federal permitting process, which, as you have noted, is faden
with uncertainty that hinders investment, economic growth, and job creation.

Through FAST-41, we sought to improve the permitting process for major capital projects across all
sectors in three ways: better coordination and deaatine-setting for permitting decisions; enhanced
transparency; and reduced litigation delays. Despite deep divisions in other areas, we were able to
come together fo create a smarter, more transparent, better-managed process while not altering
substantive public input or safeguards that exist in the review process.

Since Congress enacted FAST-41, however, neither the past Administration nor your Administration
has realized the Federal Permitting improvement Steering Council's {FP{SC) potential. i took
President Obama seven months to appoint an Executive Director, and FPISC barely got off the
ground before the election. And now, given the Administration’s stated interest in facilitating the
permitting process ang infrastructure development, it is perplexing that the Administration has not
taken full advantage of the powerful tools Congress gave it in FAST-41 it to accomplish those
goals. Moreover, Executive Order 13,766, Expediting Environmenial Reviews and Approvais for
High Priority Infrastructure Projects, issued on January 24, 2017, appears to duplicate or conflict with
many of the permit streamlining provisions in FAST-41. That executive order directs the Chairman
of the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)—a position that has not yel been filled—io identify
"High Priority Infrastructure Projects” and to coordinate with the appropriate agency heads to clarify

7
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deadlines for such projects. While these are important tasks, FAST-41 already requires FPISC and
its Executive Director to identify similar covered projects and to then work across all government
agencies to set timetables and to ensure that they are met. We have heard from numerous
stakeholders that the executive order is confusing and makes the permitting process even more
complex—the exact opposite result of what seems to have been intended.

Moreover, we are increasingly concerned that the Administration's failure to appoint a permanent
Executive Director is significantly impairing the ability of FRPISC to achieve its mission of greater
coordination across government. We have heard from a number of entities invelved in FIPSC-
designated covered projects that a lack of clear leadership from the top has hampered cross-agency
efforts and allowed permit siloing to continue.

Therefore, we ask that you expeditiously fill the role of FPISC Executive Director and clarify how
CEQ's role can complement rather than conflict with FPISC's statuterily-mandated responsibilities.

We thank you for your attention to this critical issue and look forward to working with you on efforts
to improve the federal permitting process so that we can deliver a smarter, faster, and more
responsive government to the American people.

Sincerely,

8 CEQO75FY18150_
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Appendix C

40 e ] SO T P

Heuses flooded. Trees and power lines down, Wildfires. Drought. Chimate chaos is disrupting
our lives and destroving our homes. [ast vear, the White House Ceuncil on Environmental
CQualitv (CLEQY ook action to do something about the damage. The White House

1ssued gutdance to help agencies include climate change in their environmental reviews. The
agencies have a legal obligation under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to doso.
The guidance provided consistency and tools 1o help.

On March 28, President Trump rescinded this puidance.

President Trump has run casinos, You'd think he would know a good bet when he sees one.
Rescinding Obama’s climate guidance isn't. Here's why:

1. Taxpayers fose. Courts have already said that federal agencies must consider ¢limate in
their environmental analysis. Trump's action doesn’t get rid of this legat obligation. Now
cach agency will be lett on its own to determine how best to do the analysis. Without the
gurdance, agencies will waste tinie and taxpayer money.

!\J

Companies lose. The guidance provided consistency. Whether dealing with the Bureau of
Land Managemoent to fease coal, the Army Corps of Enwineers to build a pipeline or the
Department of Transportation to buitd a highwayv, a company would know what kind of
climate analysis was needed. Now they won’t. The tack ot guidance will trigger more
Hitipatton and delay.

3. Our lands and waters fose. Irony our coastal waters to the canvons of Utah, our public
lands and waters arc priceless assets belonging to cach one of us. The guidance provided
tools to assess the climate consequences of actions like drilling for oil and gas or mining
for coal. L did not prohibil these actions: instead the guidance helped us imake smart
decisions about our energy choices for today and tomorrow.

4. Cities like Miamni Beach lose. Miami Beach is spending S508 million to keep rising sea
fevels from destroying the hotels. restaurants and shops that provide #ts glamor and glitz.
The city needs information to spend this money wiselv, How is climate change affecting
sea level rise? How are povernment actions and taxpaver dollars affecting climate
change? The guidance helped provide answers. Trump’s action leaves cities like Miami
Beach in the dark.

5. Our pockethooks lose. Smart investment today will save billions tomortow. Hurricane
Sandy caused billions of dollars ol damage. New York is working to rebuild in a way that
fimtts future damage. The guidance helped federal agencies respond in similar ways—
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making smarter decisions and invesmments in response to our changing climate. Trump’s
action denies us the information we need to invest wisely,

Communities lose. Working with local and state governments, the [ederal government
invests billions of dollars in our communitics. The guidance was designed to help
communitics butld roads, scawalls, sewer svstenis and other investment that lasts, We
don’t want to bwild something that will pet washed away in a vear or two. Trump’s action
leaves cities and states in the dark.

Pemocracy loses. The federal povernment s spending our hard-earned dollars. Decisions
to mine more coal or drill effshore affect the public lands and waters that belong to all of
us. We have a right 1o a say in those decisions. We have a right to expect decisions
nfornied by the best science avarlable. The putdance helped deliver on these rights,
Trump’s action has taken them away,

Nature loses. Protecting nature helps us save ourselves. Fish, wildlife and plants provide
jobs, food and clean water that sustain people, communitics and ¢conomics across the
nation. Information and action is needed now to ciusure that we continue o have these
natural resources tomorrow, The eudance helped agencies develop adaptation strategies
to our changing chimate. Trump’s action 1enores that our climate 1s changing,

Our health loses. Today’s scientists point to climate change as “the biggest global health

threat of the 217 century 7 As temperatures spike, so does the incidence of illness,
cmereency room visits, and death. Climate change makes us sick, hurting the most

vulnerable hike the young and the old the most.

(ur children Tose. Numerous tools now exist to estimate vreenhouse pas emissions.
Numerous solutions exist to reduce emissions and respond to climate change. We
stumble blindly into the future if we (ail to vse them. The guidance helped provide them.
Trump’s action takes them away,

10
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[EXTERNAL] Comments re ANKPRM - Proposed Procedural
Revisions of NEPA

From: Charlotte Roe <charlotteeroe@yahoo.com>

To: Mary Neumayr I
ce: *Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 17:04:40 -0400

Aftachments: CEQ ANPRM CR Comments 8.19.18.pdf (38.33 kB)

I’m submitting these comments via email as 1 had trouble accessing the Federal eRulemaking portal. Thank you for
accepting them. Roe

August 19, 2018

Mary Neumayr, Chief of Staff Council on Environmental Quality 730 Jackson Place NW Washington,
DC 20503

RE: Request for Comment, Advanced Notice of Rulemaking Change (ANPRM} to Regulations
Implementing the National Environmental Policy Act
(83 Fed Reg 28591-28592 Junc 241, 2018}

Dear Ms. Neumayr,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the ANPRM under consideration by the Council on
Environmental Guality.

On behalf of In Defense of Amimals and The Cloud Foundation, [ strongly object to the proposed
revisions contained in the Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) issued by the Council on
Environmental Quality with respect to regulahons implementing the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA}. CEQ was founded to be a facilitator of robust environmental review and a pillar of the Nafional
Environmental Policy Act, our magna carta for environmental protection.

The proposed rule changes are just the opposite. They represent an effort to dismantle these vital
regulations that have stood the test of time for decades. They would open the door for commercial
interests to block meaningful engagement by the American public and the science community, This has
alrcady begun to take place by the Department of Interior’s use of Detenmination of NEPA Adcguacy, a
procedure not now m the CE(QQ regulations, that is being used to bypass cifizen participation in, or
knowledge of, environmental review processes. This is violating an essential public trust. We will not
stand silent in the face of such disrespect for the intent and purpose of the National Environmental Policy
Act.

I request that CEQ withdraw these proposed rule changes and instead focus on training and education to
promote more effective NEPA implementation by federal agencies.
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[EXTERNAL] CEQ NEPA RULEMAKING 2018 Comments

From: Geraldine Link <glink@nsaa.org>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I

Ce: "French, Chris -FS" <cfrench@fs.fed.us>, "Wetterberg, Sean B -F5"
<swetterberg@fs.fed.us>

Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 16:55:44 -0400

Attachments

CEQNEPARULEMAKING2018Comments.docx (35.53 kB)

Hi all,

| wanted to copy you on the comments that NSAA filed today on CEQ’s NEPA ANPR.
Best regards,

Geraldine
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ELI comments

From: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQY I Orummond, Michael

To:

Reorcee
Date; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 16:13:59 -0400
Attachments

11058 Environmental Law Institute.pdf (307.88 kB)

Attached and a
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[EXTERNAL] FW: Your Comment Submitted on Regulations.gov
(ID: CEQ-2018-0001-0001)

From: gtsiclis@nj.m.com

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/ICEQ" I
Cc: Sarah Richman <srichman@arizonamining.com>>

Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 15:36:52 -0400

Attachments 2018-8-20f - Arizona Minerals' Comments on CEQ's ANPR re NEPA Rules.pdf
(76.82 kB)

Dear Mr. Boling,

Attached please find Arizona Minerals Inc.’s comments on CEQ's advance notice
of proposed rulemaking, which were submitted into the rulemaking docket earlier
today.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to let me know.
Thank you.
George A. Tsiolis

Attorney at Law

602-319-4021
201-ANR.APRRA

Counsel for Arizona Minerals Inc.

From: no-reply@regulations.gov <no-reply @regulations.gov>

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 3:28 PM

To: gtsiolis@nj.rr.com

Subject: Your Comment Submitted on Regulations.gov {ID: CEQ-2018-0001-0001)

Please do not reply to this message. This emaii is from a notification only address that cannot accept
incoming email.
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[EXTERNAL] Comments on ANPR

From: Timothy Male <tmale@policyinnovation.org>

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQY _ "Boling,
Ted A. EOP/CEQ": ]

Date: Man, 20 Aug 2018 09:52:25 -0400

Attachments

EPIC comments on CEQ ANPR.pdf (141.07 kB}

Marning, Ted and Michael!

Attached are our comments on the advanced notice of proposed rulemaking. We have submitted them
electronically as well.

Best to you both — so fun to see you {and be at!} the Crab Feast!
Cheers,

Tim

Timothy Male

Executive Director

Environmental Policy Innovation Center
1015 15™ Street NW, Suite 600
Washington, DC 20005
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RE: First batch of ANOPR comments ready for review

From

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOPICEQ I

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I canctt, Steven

W. EOP/CEQ" el '£c'ino. Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
I Orunmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
I o) oia, Mario A. EOP/CEQ”

To: I C:icrhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ®
I o<, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ”
I shao Thomas L. EOP/CEQ”

I cnith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
L

Ce: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I

Date: Tue, 21 Aug 2018 21:15:24 -0400
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From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 4:09 PM

ett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ I Coling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
. - - ond, Michael R. EOP/CEM
I o\ 0la, Mario A. EOP/CEQU I
r, Yardena M. EOP/CEG ™ - hues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ
e e - ale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ I Sharp,
Thomas L. EOP/CEQ ——
Cc: Szabo, Aaron L. Euryorcu _

Subject: First batch of ANOPF. .........1ts ready for review

Yardena Mansoor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Canneil on Envirnnmenta| Quality

. N
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ANPRM Comments

From: "Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ™ I
Date; Tue, 21 Aug 2018 16:54:12 -0400

1418 Western Governors Association.pdf (297.33 kB}; 1036 Tripp, Environmental
Defense Fund (with law review article on strea....pdf (2.19 MB); 12056 Dinah
Bear.pdf (161.77 kB}); 12161 Ray Clark.pdf (113.82 kB); 12381 Horst Greczmiel. pdf
{431.04 kB}; 11812 Multistate AG comments (76 pages).pdf (3.62 MB); 8267
AASHTO.pdf {378.5 kB}); 9917 GW Regulatory Studies Center.pdf {323.46 kB); 9917
GW Regulatory Studies Center.pdf (323.45 kB); 11898 Nicholson {NAEP).pdf
{196.87 kB)

Attachments

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality
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[EXTERNAL] National Trust - NEPA Advance Notice of
Rulemaking Comments

From: Sharee Williamson <swilliamson@savingplaces.org>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I o vicr@achp.gov

Betsy Merritt <emerritt@savingplaces.org>, Tom Cassidy

Cce

<tcassidy@savingplaces.org>
Date: Tue, 21 Aug 2018 11:06:18 -0400
Attachments

NTHP Comment Ltr on CEQ regs 8-20-2018._pdf (323.32 kB)

Mr. Boling & Mr. Fowler — Please find attached a copy of the comments submitted yesterday on behalf
of the National Trust for Historic Preservation regarding the Advance Notice of Rulemaking, Docket No.
CEQ-2018-0001.

Sincerely,

Sharee Williar~=~m | Acenrinks Ranneal Goyngel
P 2025808.6194 ||

NATIONAL TRUST FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION
The Watergate Cffice Building
TEmmroo » NW Suite 1100 Washington, DC 20037
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FW: Thank you & NEPA Comments

From: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]
To: "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ' I
Ce: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I

Date: Wed, 22 Aug 2018 15:48:15 -0400

Attachments: AWEA Comments to CEQ on NEPA ANPR.pdf (124.91 kB)

From: Nancy Sopko <NSopko@awea.org>

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2010 4-44 PR

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Cc: Lauren Bachtel <LBachteli@awea.org>; Gene Grace <GGrace@awea.org>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Thank you & NEPA Comments

Hi Ted,

| wanted to send a quick note thanking you for meeting with our members and us last week to talk
about issues impacting the offshore wind industry. It was a great opportunity for our companies to
discuss the One Federal Decision MOU, greater interagency coordination on offshore wind permitting,
and fisheries issues, We will continue to keep you and your colleagues abreast of the progress we're
making in the permitting process and areas where we could use your help.

| also wanted to make sure you saw the attached comments AWEA filed on CEQ’s Update to the
Regulations for implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA. Please let us know if you have any
questions or comments.

Thanks,

Nancy
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Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Comment submission

From: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I
T "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I '/2nsoor, Yardena M.
o
copoEe’
Date: Wed, 22 Aug 2018 09:03:29 -0400
Attachments .
Proposed NEPA Changes 8-20-18 for filing (2).pdf (1.41 MB}
Ted,

Shall we scan and post this late entry? [ have a feeling they atlempted to send via fedex or similar and were tumed
away duc to our sccurity protocols.

Michael Drurnmoond
Deputy Associate Direcior for NEPA
Caonncil gn Environmental Quality

L]
Begin forwarded message:
From: "McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/C] ]
Date: August 22, 2018 at 8:51:07 AM E
Ta: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Comment supmission

From: Marina Micic
Sent: Monday, August <u, £U1B 454 FivI

To: Mclaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment submission

Hello,

We tried to submit our comment by mailing it to the address noted on the filing instructions,

but the delivery was not possible. Could you please help us deliver the attached document to
the right person/department?
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searchable and linked data attachments. A digifized process would allow more
expeditious review and enforcement of hard time limits.

5. Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to provide greater clarity to ensure
NEPA documents better focus on significant issues that are relevant and useful to
decision makers and the public, and if so, how?

In accordance with the existing statutes and regulations, NEPA analysis should address
only the direct and indirect effects which are subject to regulation by the lead or
participating agencies, NEPA documents should not address federal actions which are
non-discretionary or impacis which are notf subfect (o federal regulation. Agencies
should participate in the lead agency process throughout the life of the project and their
input should be limited to matters within their jurisdiction.’

6. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to public involvement be
revised to be more inclusive and efficient, and if so, how?

Public involvement regulations should be predicated on an assumed basic level of
computer literacy, should be developed with a view towards maintenance of efficient
digital processes and should have fiming requirements consistent with the capabilities of
digital processes.  Sofiware protocols shouwld seek to enforce basic requirements
regarding relevance and supporting references.

7. Should definition s of any key NEPA terms in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, such as
those listed below, be revised, and if so, how?

a. Major Federal Action;

The existing formulation a federal action which will have a direct or indirect effect
which is within federal jurisdiction and which has the potential for significant
environmemal impacts iy appropriate but ofien not followed The “within federal
Jurisdiction™ element is too often ignored. Agencies often interpret the “no action”
alternative to mean “no project” and thus allow them to expand their jurisdiction to
cover the entire project rather than only the aspect, such as an air or water
discharge, over which they exercise jurisdiction. It needs to be made clear that
NEPA does not expand agency jurisdiction but only permits agencies fo consider
effects within their jurisdiction. It should also be made clear that “categorical
exclusion” is not the first step in the environmental review process. The CATEX

2 The Deepwater Port Act provides for a perpetual license which functions to provide all
anthorizations required for the construction and operation of the Ports and put in place a
continuous environmental review process to assure that the Ports continue to utilize best
available technology to minimize impacts on the marine environment. EPA participates in the
licensing process and issues Clean Water Act Perrmts for the very minor domestic and cooling
water discharges associated with Port Operations. Some EPA officials have taken the position
that since the Ports are oniginally “new sources™ and since water permits expire every five years,
new and separate environmental reviews addressing the Ports’ operations are required at five
year intervals PS.

3 CEQO75FY18150_

06718



	CEQ FY2018-150 Prod6_2020.10.21 update_Part1_Redacted
	CEQ FY2018-150 Prod6_2020.10.21 update_Part2_Redacted



