review should only take place after the decision maker has concluded that a federal
action has the potential to significantly affect the environment.

b. Effects;

Again, the effect must be within federal jurisdiction. NEFPA does not expand federal
Jjurisdiction and an interpretation which would, for example, allow consideration of
the construction of a facility which is beyond the agency's jurisdiction would be
contrary to the clear intention that agencies’ jurisdiction should not be affected. A4
proper interpretation of this requirement would be consistent with NEPA s original
intent and would greatly simplify its application.

c. Cumulative Impact;

Effects 1o be considered in cumulative impact analysis must be subject to federal
regulatory authority. For example, if the federal government is prohibited from
restricting the export of crude oil, crude oil exports should not be the subject of
cumulative impact analysis. Cumulative effects, like other effects, must be within in
an agency's jurisdiction in order to merit consideration in the environmenial review
DFroCess.

d. Significantly;

Under the Act, the decision maker must excrcise discretion, subject to judicial
review, fo decide whether the a proposed federal action may have an effect, within
her or his agency'’s jurisdiction, which has the potential to be “significant” As noted
ahove, limitation of this requirement through improper application of the
“categorical exclusion” is inappropriate and counterproductive. The
“significantly” definition might be amended to make clear that the decision maker
retains this authority.

e. Scope;

Environmental reviews must focus precisely on the foreseeable direct and indirect
effects subject to federal regulation of the proposed federal action or reasonable
alternatives tv the federal action. Aliernatives which are noi within federal
Jjurisdiction need not be assessed. The No Federal Action alternative need not he

addressed unless the agency has discretion to take no action.

8. Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added,
and if so, which terms?

a. Alternatives;
b. Purpose and Need;
c. Reasonably Foreseeable;

d. Trivial Violation; and
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f.  Other NEPA terms.

9. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of
documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

a. Notice of Intent;
b. Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

As noted above, the “categorical exclusion” methodology is being misapplied in
many agencies (o impose additional fimits on decision makers’ discretion rather than
to provide a “safe harhor” to he velied upon by decision makers facing decisions on
close questions. It needs to be made clear that categorical exclusions do not
preclude the excrcise of agency discretion regarding the question of whether a
“major federal action” is proposed and that extensive documentation and public
comment is not requived. Otherwise the CATEX functions essentially as a redundant
environmenial assessment. The millions and perhaps billions that have heen spent by
agencies in adopting CATEX regulations will have been wasted. Finally the
exception in many agencies’ CATEX regulations jor matters involving substantial
public interest or opposition essentially defeats the purpose of CATEXs. Those
exceplions should be eliminated.

¢. Environmental Assessments;

We need to know what Environmental Assessments cost, in both federal and private
sector dollars and in project delay costs. Since nearly all EAs result in FONSIy the
cost benefit ratio of this process may be subject to question. Fortunately, the EA
process should be amenable to radical attenuation through the application of modern
technology. That potential should be explored intensively.

d. Findings of No Significant Impact;

¢. Environmental Impact Statements;

e. Records of Decision,;

As noted in the attached repori, all of these elements of the NEPA review process
have become unnecessarily complex and stylized. Digitization of the review process
will provide an opportunity to enhance clarity and predictability. CEQ must take full
advantage of that opportunity; and

f  Supplements;

The role of supplements should be clarified. There is no need for supplementation
where there is no continuing federal oversight or periodic permitting. Where there is
continued oversight or vegulatory engagement, periodic updating should be a matter

of course. Scoping and public participation requirements for supplements are likely
very different from those for original EISs and should be tailored accordingly.
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10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency
action be revised, and if so, how?

Addressing at the earliest practicable date is important and should be rigorously
enforced.  Particularly in adjudicatory proceedings, environmental documentation
should be available prior 10 finding and application to be complete, certainly prior fo
commencement of the proceeding. Anv necessary environmental review should be
integrated into the proceeding and certainly should not be a basis for reopening a
proceeding after the vecord is closed. There is no need for FEIS or ROD when a judicial
decision is issued after a trial type proceeding. Time limits for final approval should be
provided.

11. Should the provisions in CE(Q’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility
and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised,
and if so, how?

Existing procedures for thivd party preparation of environmental review documents are
cumbersome, create perverse incentives and should he eliminated. Reasoned review of
applicant prepared documents should be a fully accepted protocal.

12. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA
documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

Programmatic documentation is extremely useful and should he more cffectively utilized.
It should be made clear, however, that there is not a moratorium on permit issuance
during the pendency of programmatic review and reviews should be completed within a
reasonahble time period.  Digitization and data analytics will allow continuvous input fo
programmatic review processes and would greatly improve the usefulness of this tool,

13. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA repulations relating to the appropriate range
of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and 1f so, how?

Alternatives which are nof within the regulatory purview of the reviewing agencies
should be eliminated. Where an agency lacks authority to withhold action based on
public inferest considerations, the “no action” alternative is not available. Agency
regulations restricting consideration of “mitigation” in choosing among alternatives or
requiring selection of the “least impact” alternative should be examined to determine
their statutory basis.

General:
1. Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA repulations currently obsolete? If so, please
provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or

replaced.

As noted abaove, the NEPA regulations require a comprehensive overhaunl to enable full
utilization of modern technology.
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RE: HQ Unified Federal Review Interagency Work Group Meeting
(Bi-monthly)

From: “Upchurch, Sara" <sara.upchurch@fema.dhs.gov>

"Fretwell, Therese J" <therese.j.fretwell@hud.gov>, cathy tortorici@noaa.gov,
"Bresnick, William" <william_bresnick@hg.dhs.gov>, "Hass, Jennifer"
<jennifer. hass@hqg.dhs_gov>, "Chang-Cimino, Irene”
<irene.changcimino@fema.dhs.gov>, "Esposito, Frank CIV*
<frank.h.esposito@uscg.mil>, "Sugarman, Shelly Civ™
<shelly.h.sugarman@uscg.mil>, "Weinhouse, Amy"

<amv weinhouse@fema.dhs.gov>, "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"

I Holiy Herod <holly_herod@fws.gov>,
amy.s.kiein@usace.army.mil, "Vaughn, Charleng" <cvaughn@achp.gov>,
dstephens01@fs.fed.us, "Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ"

I 'Hummel, Edward (Federal"
<ehummel@eda.gov>, "Fontenot, Kristin" <kristin.fontenot@fema.dhs.gov>, Jeanette
Harriz <jeanette_harriz@ios.doi.gov>, jloichinger@achp.gov, jroberson@doc.gov,
"Ketchum, John" <john ketchum@fema.dhs.gov>, kyle.j.dahl.civ@mail.mil, "Capron,
Patricia {Ranel" <rcapron@blim.gov>, sharyn.lacombe@dct.gov, "Megan W. Blum

To: {megan.blum@dot.gov}" <megan.bium@dot.gov>, "Hitchcock, F"
<ann_hitchcock@nps.gov>, basia. howard@wdc.usda.gov, ben_thatcher@fws.gov,
“Boone, Nancy E" <nancy.e.boone@hud.gov>, carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov,
"Vaillancourt, Dana - NRCS, Washington, DC" <dana_vaillancourt@wdc.usda.gov>,
danie!_odess@nps.gov, elizabeth.patel@dot.gov, "Farmer, Kevin - NRCS,
Washington, DC" <kevin farmer@wdc.usda.gov>, James Gavin
<jameas.gavin@dot.gov>, ibenz@eda.gov, john.pavek@wdc.usda.gov,
jomar.maldonado@dot.gov, katherine.andrus@faa.gov, "Kieber, Rabi"
<kieber.rabi@epa.gov>, marcel.k.tchaou@hud.gov, "McNamara, Lauren B"
<lauren.b.mcnamara@hud.gov>, "Musumeci, Grace” <musumeci.grace@epa.gov>,
patrice_ashfield@fws_gov, peter.mcveigh@usdoj.gov, ima.oueid@hq.doe.gov,
"Schopp, Danielle L" <danielle.l.schopp@hud.gov>, stephanie_nash@fws.gov,
terence.plaskon@dot.gov, Teresa Fish <teresa_fish@fws.gov>,
rountrec.marthea@epa.gov, ferris. john@eopa.gov, nell.fuller@wdc.usda.gov, "Griffin,
Gregory M" <gregory.m.griffin@@hud.gov>, "Poiacek, Steve - RD, Washington, DC"
<steve.polacek@wdc.usda.gov>, "Gilson, Kristine (MARAD)"
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[EXTERNAL] CEQ ANPR Response- August 20th

From: "Smalls, James -FS" <jsmalis@fs.fed.us>

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQY I Ounimond, Michael
R. EOP/CEQ ]

Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 14:21:34 -0400

To:

Attachments USDA Forest Service _|nitial Comments_ CEQ ANPRM_August202018.docx (69.62
kB)

Ted, Michael

Thank you for requesting input concerning the revisions to 40 CFR 1500-1508. I

If you have any questions or commerits please do not hesitate to contact me. Thanks.

This electronic essage contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. Any
unauthorized imerception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the law
and subject the violajor o civil or criminal penaities. If you believe you have received this message in error, please
notify the sender and delete the email immediately.
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Draft response letter to Sen. Carper for review

From: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ' s

To: "Moran, John S. EOP/WHC' =

e “Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I S:alc Viktoria Z.
' cocee

Date: Wed, 15 Aug 2018 10:24:32 -0400

Attachments 08.03.17 Senator Carper o Neumayr CEQ Follow-up Latter.pdf (679.21 kB); DRAFT
Response to Senator Carper letter - 081518.docx (64.82 kB)

lohn,

Here is the letter Sen. Carper sent to Mary, and a draft letter with additional responses to his questions.
Thank you for taking a look.

Sincerely,

Theresa

Theresa L. Pettigrew
Associate Director for Legislative Affairs
Council on Environmental Quality

I (direct)
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August 3, 2018

Ms. Mary Neumayr

Chief of Staff

Council on Environmental Quality
730 Jackson Place NW
Washingion DC 20503

Dear Ms. Neumayr,

Thank you for taking the time to falk with several members of my EPW Committee staff and me
earlier this week about your nomination to be Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ). As ! mentioned in our conversation and reiterated at the Sepate Commitice on
Cnvironment and Public Works’ (EPW) business meeting on Wednesday, | was disappointed by
several of your responses to my questions for the record, which kept me from supporting your
nomination in committee. | am writing today to give you another opportunity to answcr these
questions and to highlight several arcas where [ hope you can commit to working with my staff
and me.

As you know, the Chair of CEQ has enormous responsibility to advocate within the Executive
Office of the President and throughout the federal government for environmental protections and
to use his or her judgement to evaluate the impact that all major Federal actions will have on our
environment. That includes ensuring that the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA} is
implemented in a manner that protects vulnerable resources. To fill this critical role, [ believe
anyone who is nominated to serve as Chair of CEQ must show that she or he will make the
environment a priority, not an alterthought.

After your July 19, 2018 confirmation hearing, my colleagues and I asked for additional
rcsponses {rom you on a variety of topics as part ol the questions for the hearing record. [ was
surprised at the content of these responses, as | felt you did a good job answering questions
during the actual hearing. 1 understand that you were facing short timeframes to provide written
responses before the business mecting this week, thereforc [ would like to ask you again o
review the following questions and provide more fulsome responses, which my colleagues and |
will consider prior to a floor vote. These questions are [airly straightlorward:

¢ Do you agree that for the vast majority of highway projects, NEPA approvals do not
constitute a significant burden? (Q7)
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o Do you agree with the conclusions from non-partisan government entities such as the
Government Accountability Office and Congressional Research Service, as well as
academia and private studies, all of which indicate that the primary causes of project and
permitting delay are not related to the NEPA process? (Q11)

« When CEQ underiook regulatory reviews in 1978, 1981, 1985, and 1997, it held public
meetings to solicit additional input of private citizens and stakeholders, whether for the
release of studies, guidance, or regulations. Please submit responses to each sub-part of
our questions regarding additional public input should CEQ move forward with a Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking. (Q15)

» At the roundtable on FAST-41 provisions of the FAST Act that was held on June 27,
2018, several members of the Senate and your staff, citing CEQ, said that FAST-41 has
saved a billion dollars. Would you please present documentation supporiing that
assertion? {Q21)

» NOAA reported this year that extreme weather events have cost our nation more than
$425 billion over the past five years. It will be your responsibility to help prepare the
American public for the grave challenges of climate change and to provide tools that
communities can use 1o protect themselves and increase their resilience to flooding and
other disasters. In your answers, you’ve failed to answer what, if any, role you personaily
had in revoking the resiliency Executive Orders; if you commit to reinstating the
resilicncy Executive Orders; and if repealing the Federal Floodplains Risk Management
Standard (FFRMS) is a security threat and makes our infrastructure more vulnerable to
flooding. Please submil responses to each sub-part of our questions regarding your views
on the resilient Executive Orders. (Q30 and Q31)

¢ In a per curium opinion, the U.S. Circuit Courl of Appeals for the District of Columbia
affirmed the Endangerment Finding and the U.S. Supreme Courl declined to issue a writ
of certiorari on the D.C. Circuit’s decision. The Endangerment Finding set in motion
EPA’s legal obligations to set greenhouse gas emissions standards for mobile and
stationary sources, including those established by the Clean Power Plan in August
2015. 1asked if you agreed with the courts that EPA has an obligation to address COa? If
not, why not? You stated that “Any reconsideration of the Endangerment Finding by the
EPA would be subject to the Administrative Procedure Act.” It is unclear from this
answer if you believe EPA has an obligation to address COz or merely can stop
regulating if it goes through a rule making process. Please clarify your answer to (Q37).

We very much look forward to working with you should you be confirmed. Please provide your
assurances that we will be able to work together on the following items:

1) Throughout your tenure, [ will exercise vigilant oversight to ensure that, consistent
with precedent, my office has a commitment to have a process that is commensurate
with the scope of underiaking updates to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and that complies with the spirit of public input that NEPA embodies. For
the immediate [uture, please commit to my specific request that if CEQ does propose
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revisions 10 the NEPA regulations, then CEQ will hold public meetings throughout
the country, including at least one meeting in the Mid-Atiantic area.

2) Please commit to work with my office on reinstaternent of the Federal Floodplain
Risk Management Standard, or a comparable standard, to hold new infrastructure
projects to more resilicnt standards.

3) Please commit to reinstatement of provisions to prepare the United States for the
impacts of climate change and to improve federa! sustainability, which are
comparable to the provisions in Executive Orders 13653 (Preparing the United States
for the Impacts of Climate Change) and 13693 (Planning for Federal Sustainability in
the Next Decade).

Please do not hesitate to contact me or Michal Freedhoff, a member of my EPW Committece at
Michal_Freedhoff@epw.senate.gov, should you have any questions or need further clarification
on any of these requests, Thank you in advance for your attention to these questions.

With best personal regards, | am

Sincerely yours,

AV VEAIRLA
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[EXTERNAL] RE: Following up on our call last week

From: "Stoimenova, Yordanka {CEAA/ACEE)" <yordanka.stoimenova@canada.ca>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

ce: "Hynes, Aaron (CEAAJ/ACEE)" <aaron.hynes@canada.ca>, "Rooney, Audrey
{CEAAJACEE)" <audrey.rooney@canada.ca>

Date: Tue, 28 Aug 2018 09:46:47 -0400

Attachments

CEAA comments to ANPR CEQ's NEPA regulations.docx (23.31 kB)

Yordanka Stoimenova

Policy Analyst, Policy Analysis Division

- T t 1ent Agency / Government of Canada
Tel: 613-793-7086

Analyste des politiques, Directicn de l'analyse des politiques
Ansnrs ranadiannas A'dualiatian snvironnementale /7 Gouvernement du Canada
"Tél. ; 613-793-7086

From: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ [ I

Sent: August 27, 2018 1:52 PM
To: Steimenova, Yordanka (CEAA/ACEE)
Subject: ****+*SPAM***+* Foliowing up on our call last week

Yordanka,
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DO OUTS for August 28, 2018 NEPA Implementing Regulations
Working Group Meeting

From

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

"Barnett, Strven W EOP/CEQ" I Coling, Ted A

EOP/CEQ" I ' Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ™
I oo, Mario A. EOP/CEQ"
I \ansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ™
I F-tiorcw, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ”
I Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ”
I Ccolc. Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ"
I chare. Thomas L. EOP/CEQ"
I shiith, Katherine R, EOP/CEQ"
L

Ce:  "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I

Date; Wed, 28 Aug 2018 17:22:11 -0400

To:

WG,

As discussed in the meeting today, 1 will try and provide “Do Outs” for everyone in writing
by close of business of the day of our WG meeting.

For the meeting, [ have the following Do Quts:

00001 CEQQ75FY18150_000006394



Thank you very much. If you need additional time on your Do Quts, please let me know as
soon as possible.

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

(Cell)
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RE: DO OUTS for August 28, 2018 NEPA Implementing
Regulations Working Group Meeting

From

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

"Barnett, Strven W EOP/CEQ" I Coling, Ted A

EOP/CEQ" I ' Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
I L ooia. Mario A, EOP/CEQ”
I 'ansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ”
I F-tiorcw, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ”
I ' Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ”
I ccolc. Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ"
I chare. Thomas L. EOP/CEQ"
I sith, Katherine R, EOP/CEQ"
L

Ce: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I

To:

Date; Thu, 30 Aug 2018 12:563:11 -0400

From: 5zabo, Aaron L. EOP/CECQ
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2018 5:22 PM
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To: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ. I Coling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
_ Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ,
I Loyolz, Mario A EOP/CEQ.
Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ. I ctticrew, Theresa L EOP/CEQ
: I 5chneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ ]
Seale, viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ. I 5hare. | homas L EOP/CEQ
e srith, Katherine R.EOP/CEQ. |
Cc: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ- ]

Subject: DO OUTS for August 28, 2018 NEPA Implementing Regulations Working Group Meeting

WG,

As discussed in the meeting today, 1 will try and provide “Do Quts” for everyone in writing
by close of business of the day of our WG meeting.

For the meeting, | have the following Do Outs:
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Thank you very much. If you need additional time on your Do Quts, please let me know as
soon as possible.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
Council on Environmental Quality

(Desk)
. (Cell)
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ANOPR reading list

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

From: group (fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=eaebbl47§871428b2b46bhaiBafd1176a-bo">
To: “Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ ]

Date; Fri, 31 Aug 2018 13:52:37 -0400

Attachments

Representative Significant Comments - TOC.docx (16.48 kB)

Edward A. Boling

Associate Director for the
National Environmental Policy Act
Council on Environmental Quality
730 jackson Place

Washington, DC 20503
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Update RE: DO OUTS for August 28, 2018 NEPA Implementing
Regulations Working Group Meeting

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CECY I

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

"Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ I Orummond, Michael R.

Ce: EOP/CEQ" el co'ino, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"

Date: Tue, 04 Sep 2018 14:34:57 -0400

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2018 &-717 DM

To: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ I coling, Ted A EOP/CEQ,
_ w um.nond, Michael R. EOP/CEH
E— o,cls, Mario A OP/ccc.
Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I ctiorew, Theresa L EOP/CEQ

..., - ncider, Daniel J. EOP/: ]
ktoria Z. EOP/CEC I L. EOP/CEQ
I :rith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ ]

wv. 32au0, Aaron L. FOP/CEQ ]

Subject: DO OUTS for August —_, ___3 NEPA Implementing Regulations Working Group Meeting

WG,

As discussed in the meeting today, 1 will try and provide “Do Quts” for everyone in writing
by close of business of the day of our WG meeting.

For the meeting, | have the following Do Quts:
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Thank you very much. If you need additional time on your Do Quts, please let me know as
soon as possible.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
Council on Environmental Quality

B (Desk)

- (Cell)
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Use this attachment RE: Revised combined draft

From: “"Mansoor, Yardena M. EQOP/CEQ" I
“"Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ" I Coing, Ted A
To: EQP/CEQ" I ©rummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
I
Date; Tue, 04 Sep 2018 14:04:26 -0400
Attachments

Draft NPRM Background-History 2018-09-04 YM v2 ML.docx (60.58 kB)

From: Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Tuesday, September4 ~~" 7~ 01 PM
T Baling Ted A, EOP/CEQ I D ummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ
I

v iviansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: Revised combined draft

Dear Ted, Mike, and Yardena '

A
e —

Thanks.

Mario Loyola
Associate Director, Regulatory Reform
White Hoyse Council ~» Fnvironmental Quality

(0 <
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Revised combined draft

From: "Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ” I

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ’ I Orurmmond, Michael
ReEorcEe

Ce: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ _

Date: Tue, 04 Sep 2018 14:01:01 -0400

Attachments

Draft NPRM Background-History 2018-09-04 YM v2 ML.docx (57.97 kB}

Dear Ted, Mike, and Yardena - NS

Thanks.

Mario Loyola
Associate Director, Regulatory Reform
White House Council on Fnvironmental Quality

(© <
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Draft background for NPRM

From: “"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]

To: "Loyola, Mario A, EOP/CEQ" ]

e "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ I =oiing.
' Ted A. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Tue, 04 Sep 2018 12:26:50 -0400

Attachments Draft NPRM Background-History 2018-09-04 YM.docx (53.08 kB); Draft NPRM
Background-History (guidance and initiatives section) 2018-09-04.docx (31.09 kB)

Here is the draft responding to the task list item due today, for your review.

Some notes:

Yardena Mansoor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality

) N
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If you have never attended an Adobe Connect meeting before:

Test your connectio

Get a quick overviev

Adobe, the Adobe logo, Acrobat and Adobe Connect are either registered trademarks
or trademarks of Adobe Systems Incorporated in the United States and/or other
countries
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e« Ted Boling, CEQ
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[EXTERNAL] Re: Shipley Group - Podcast

From: Jeffrey Stewart <jeff stewart@shipleygroup.com>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Wed, 05 Sep 2018 15:58:45 -0400

Ted,

When you have the chance let me know if you are still interested to participate in our podcast. | know
you are busy. It would probably be better to do it around your schedule.

Thanks,

leff Stewart
The Shipley Group, Inc.

DhAanar 399 _37N_21K7

NP -, } J.
COMMUNICATE RELEVANT ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION
IMPLEMENT YOUR MISSION

I

Date: Wednesday, August 8, 2018 at 4:51 PM

To: "jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com" <jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com>
Subject: RE: Shipley Group - Podcast

From: leffrey Stewart <jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 8, 2018 4:10 PM
To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Shipley Group - Podcast

Ted,

| wanted to follow-up and see if you were still able to participate in this podcast? If so, let me know if
you have any dates that wark for you.

Thanks,

Jeff Stewart
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RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=eaebh047f871428b9b46haf8afd1176a-bo">

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ” ]

Date; Wed, 05 Sep 2018 12:22:23 -0400

From: Drummeond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, Septemb 7 "77812:17 PM

To: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ I

Subject: Re: NEPA Team Meeting

| assume you'li be calling me when you are free. Just ensuring we aren’t both waiting for each other to
call.

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA

~---~= gn Environmental Quality
N
On Sep S, 2018, at 11:35 AM, Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEC I ot

From: Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5. 2018 11:28 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: NEPATeam Mo _ ...,

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000006492






From: Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September & 301§ 10:54 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Suhject: RE: NEPA Teamn Mbcuus

From: Baling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 10:43 AM

To: Drurmond, Michael R, EOP/CEC ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5. 2018 10:31 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]
Subject: NEPA Team Meeti. .,

Concluded in 29 minutes.

Let me know if you have time today to chat.

Best,

Michael Drummond

Depuly Associale Direclor for NEPA
Cnumeil on Environmental Quality
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Re: NEPA Team Meeting

From: "Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ I
To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Date; Wed, 05 Sep 2018 12:17:14 -0400

I assume you’ll be calling me when you are free. Just ensuring we aren’t both waiting for each other to call.

Michael Drurnmond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
on Environmental Quality

N
On Sep 5, 2018, at 11:35 AM, Beling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I o

From: Drummond, Michael R. EORF/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, Septemt 7 7778 11:28 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 11:25 AM

To: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEC ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting
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From: Baoling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 201 1712 AM

To: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From: Drummaond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 10:31 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I
Subject: NEPA Team Meeti. .,

Concluded in 29 minutes,

Let me know if you have time today to chat.

Best,

Michael Drummeond
Depuly Associate Direclor for NEPA
{nineil on Environmental Quality

00003 CEQO75FY18150_000006498



RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From "Boling, Ted A. ECP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=eaebb047f871428h9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]

Date; Wed, 05 Sep 2018 11:35:19 -0400

From: Drummoend, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, Septemb = "7"8 11:28 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 11:25 AM

To: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

|‘|

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 11:21 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: RE: NEPA Tearmn Me.....
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RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From: "Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ I
To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Date; Wed, 05 Sep 2018 11:27:52 -0400

From: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 11:25 AM

To: Drummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ T

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 2018 11:21 AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: NEPA Team Meeting

3:00 Welcome

3:05 Update on Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
+ CEQ

3:20 Categorical Exclusion List

» Michelle Lennox, NOAA

3:30 NEPA Timelines and One Federal Decision
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Categorical Exclusions
« Ron Lamb, USMC

NEPA Timelines and One Federal Decision
«  Michael Drummond, CEQ

EPA Update
¢ Rob Tomiak or Kelly Knight, FPA

13807 Implementation Update
 C(CEQ

Looking Ahead: NEPA 50" Anniversary
s« Ted Boling, CEQ
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Federal NEPA Contacts Meeting

Where: I I I
When: Thu Sep 20 13:00:00 2018 (America/New_York)
Until: Thu Sep 20 14:30:00 2018 {America/New_York)

“Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organizationfou=exchange
Organiser: administrative group
(fydibohf23spdity/cn=reci pients/cn=al0bct2c0a5454eb6fb:7a1be504b7d284a-dr'>

Required "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]
Altendees FN-CEQ-NEPA I

"Szaho, Aaron L. EOP/CE(
"Smith, Katherine R. EQP/
"Barneit, Steven W. EQP/C

"Schneider, Daniel J. EUP/CEQ" ]
"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" ]
"Mansoor, Yardena M. EQ ]
Optional
"Upchurch, Sara H. EOP/C I
Aftendees
I
I
I

Updated Agenda Atiached

CEQ will host the Fall Meeting of the Federal NEPA Contacts via wehinar on Thursday, September
20 from 1:00pm - 2:30pm EDT.

Conferenee number and webinar URL are provided below. An agenda will be provided in advance of
the meeting along with a PDF of the webinar slides for those unable to join the webinar.

Audio Conference Details:
Conference Number (Toll Frec -
Participant Codi |

To join the meeting:
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9/26 Talking Points

From: "Schneider, Danief J. EOP/CEQY ]

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

Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Thu, 06 Sep 2018 15:58:48 -0400

Attachments: 20180926 DRAFT Mary DOl NEPA Conference Remarks_KRS.docx (25.76 kB)

Ted & Michael,

Mary is speaking at the DOI NEPA conference on September 26. She asked me to draft talking points,
please see attached for review/edits.

Thanks,
Dan
Dan Schneider

Associate Director for Cornmunications
Council on Environmental Quality

Trosm s sdefiam B vim o kb n-A_idEnt
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Emailing: All Neummayr QFRs 07.19.2018 Final Responses

From: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Fri, 07 Sep 218 14:07:33 -0400

Attachments: All Neumayr QFRs 07.19.2018 Final Responses.pdf (236.57 kB)

For your records.

Thanks,

Thercsa
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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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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

Page 27 of 33
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FW: FR 2018-13246_1644312 (2).docx

From: "Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" ]
Co "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Fri, 15 Jun 2018 15:40:10 -0400

Attachments: FR 2018-13246_1644312 (2).docx (47.96 kB)

From: Reid, Chipp (OFR) <creid@gpo.gov>
Sent: Friday, June 15, 2018 3:39 PM

To: Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: FR 2018-13246_1644312 (2).docx

Howard

Attached is the new markup. If all looks good, please shoot me an email to that effect and | will
schedule.

Chipp Reid

Writer/Editor
Nffire nf tha Fadaral Register

LAV AN e N Rl VoV VI
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Edits to proposed rule on NEPA review

From: “Reid, Chipp (OFR)" <creid@gpo.gov>

To: "Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ ]
Date: Fri, 15 Jun 2018 12:22:47 -0400

Attachments: FR 2016-13246_1644312.docx {49.86 kE)

o | casc sce the Document Drafting Handbaok, page 2-15, which

states:

2.6 When can | use direct quotes? The OFR does not allow lengthy or excessive quotation from Federal
regulations or Federal law. This includes text from regulatory documents published in the Federal
Register. However, if your agency has a cornpelling legal reason to extensively guote this type of
material, contact OFR’s Legal Affairs and Policy Division (fedreg.legal@nara.gov} before you submit your
document for publication.

e
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Chipp Reid
Writer/Editor

MNifFira nf tha Cadaral Degister

AL T A W
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Re: FW: Edits to proposed rule on NEPA review

From: Miriam Vincent <miriam.vincent@nara.gov>

To: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" ]
Ce: fedreg.legal@nara.gov

Date; Mon, 18 Jun 2018 07:51:13 -0400

Viktoria,

At the moment, 1 don't have a lot of meeting scheduled for the next 2 weeks. Ican't do this Thursday, next
Monday, or next Friday, but I still have time this morning between 9:30 and noon. Or, I'in available to set
something up during one the following times;

6/19 90:30-12:00
6/20 09:30-12:00
6/22 09:30-15:00
6/26 09:30-15:00
6/27 09:30-15:00
6/28 00:30-15:00

Let me know what works best for you.

Miriain

Miriain Vincent

Staff Attorney, Legal Affairs and Policy Division

Office of the Federal Register
National Archives and Records Adminicteatinn

(0)202.741.6024 ) GG ]

On Fri, Jun 15, 2018 at 3:22 PM, Scalc, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ I o

1 CEQO75FY18150_ 07379















Legal Alfairs and Policy Staff
OMMce of the Federal Repister
National Archives and Records Administralion

¥ ou received this messape because vou are subscribed to the Goople Groups "Federal Repister Lepal”
group.

"I'n nineuheerihe Fram thic oraon and clan rocedvinn emaile frein it cond g email Lo

Legal Affairs and Policy Staff
Office of Lhe Federal Register
National Archives and Records Administration

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "Federal Register Legal” group.

Tn nnanherrnhe frnm thie oronn and aton recsivino pmatle from it eend an email to

6 CEQO75FY18150_ 07379



Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

From "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=afs{6888d706481b94d 18088a30821¢c9-se™>

"Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I sz:ho. Aaron L.
EOP/CEQ" Il io'ino. Ted A EOP/CEQ"
I Diummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"

To: I ' ith. Katherine R, EOP/CEQ”
I Fcltiorew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"
I 'scheider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ"
|

Ce: "Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ' I

Date: Tue, 19.Jun 2018 02:10:30 -0400

The Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking is available on the public insoection desk at

Federal Kegister, June Lu.

Viktoria Z. Seale
General Counsel
Executive Office of the President
~=--== pn Environmental Quality
B (direct)
B (cen)
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Re: Federal NEPA Contacts Webinar

From: Victor Bullen <vbullen@usaid.gov>

To: FN-CEQ-NEPA I

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 15:40:35 -0400

One federal decision? what does (his mean?

CE Catalog

Appendix 2 of NEPA process

List of training providers, scarchable

NEPA gov website updales

Federal NEPA Contacts website, keeping it current
Michael Drummand/Cat Ex guidance

Victor Bullen

Agency Environmental Coordinator & Multilaterat Development Bank {MDB) Team Lead
Bureau for Econamic Growth, Education and Environment (E3)

Ronald Reagan Eriildina Adachinafas DT

Room 3.08-D88

General inquirie
Legal mandates

Project reviews

On Wed, Jun 20, 2018 at 12:55 PM, FN-CEQ-NEPA - N
Federal NEPA Contacts,

Apologies for an additional email, hut there were some indications that yesterday’s calendar invite
update was nof received by all, so ite contents are being resent in this email. See you all online at
3:00pm (EDT).

Tn advanee of today’s webinar, we have updated the fele-conference participant code (correct code

. Pleased find attached 1) a meeting agenda for tomorrow’s webinar, 2) a slide deck for
i ible to join the webinar, 3} instructions for joining the webinar, 4) the pre-publication
version of the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking for the CEQ NEPA Regulations, and 5) a
Report from the Federal Forum on Environmental Collaboration and Conflict Resolution.
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Re: Federal NEPA Contacts Webinar

"Drummond, Michael R. EQP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organizationfou=exchange

From o
administrative group
{fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=albcB2c0a54 54eb6fb7a1beb04b7d284a-dr">
To: "Upchurch, Sara" <sara.upchurch@fema.dhs.gov>

Date: Thu, 21 Jun 218 17:23:22 -0400

It’s in the other slide deck
Michael Drummeond

Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Caeneil g Environmental Quality

On Jun 21, 2018, at 5:20 PM, Upchurch, Sura WIoic:

Hi - Did we get the ET slide deck?

Sara Upchurch, AICP

Office of Environmenial Planning and Historic Preservation (OEHP)
Unified Federal Review (UUFR)

Liaison to Council on Environmental Qualily (CEQ)
FIMA/FEMA/DHS

400 C Street SW

Washington, DC 20472-3020
VT FO? £

From: "FN-CEQ-NEI ]

Date: Wednesday, Jur 00 PM
To: "FN-CEQ-NEPA'
e "Raling Ted A E "Drupnnnd Michael R. EOP/CEQ)"
mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ"

- .. Federal NEPA Contacis Webinar

Federal NEPA Contacts,

Apologies for an additional email, but there were some indications that yesterday’s calendar invite
update was not received by all, so its contents are being resent in this email. See you all online at.
3:00pm (EDT).

In advance of today’s webinar, we have updated the tele-conference participant code (correct code
P. Pleased find attached 1) a meeting agenda for tomorrow’s webinar, 2) a slide deck for
ible to join the webinar, 3) instructions for joining the webinar, 4) the pre-publication
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RE: 6/27 meeting request - CEO of EDF Renewables

"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" <“fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange

From o

administrative group

{fydibohf2 3spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=albct2c0a54 54e6fb7a1beb04b7d284 a-dr">
To: elizabeth.moeller@ pillsburylaw.com

Date; Mon, 25 Jun 2018 18:14:33 -0400

From: Moeller, Elizabeth V. <elizabeth.moeller@pillsburylaw.com:
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 4:33 PM

To: Green, Mary A, EOP/CEQ - I

Subject: [EXTERNAL] 6/27 me_____ _juest - CEQ of EDF Renewables

Dear Ms. Green,

Thank you for your time yesterday — just before we saw the release of he Advance Notice of Proposed Rulermnaking
on NEPA!

I am following up on behalf of EDF Renewables which is a market leading independent power producer and service
provider in the U_S. with projects throughout the Umited States and headquarters m San Diego.

EDF Renewables’ Presidentand CEQ ™' ' * - will be in DC on Wednesday, June 26" and is hoping that
leadcrs at CEQ will have time for a shom visn 1o tiscuss NEPA and national energy and environmental policy.

Would a shont visit on Wednesday, June 27% at, perhaps at 11:30 be convenient for schedules?

EDF Renewables delivers grid-scale power: wind {onshore and offshore), solar photoveitaic, and siorage projects;
distributed solutions: solar, solar+storage, EV charging and energy management; and asset optimization: technical,

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007484



opcrational, and commgercial skills to maximire performance of gencrating projects. EDF Rencwables” North
Amgcrican partfolio consists of 10 GW of developed projects and 10 GW under scrvice contracts.

Please let me know il you need any additional information. Many thanks in advance.

Kind regards,
Elizabeth

Pillsburv Winthroo Shaw Pittman LLP
36-3006

ABUJDHABI AUSTIN BELING DUBAI HONG KOG HOUSTON  LONDOM
LOS AMGELES  MIAMI  NASHVILIE NEW YORK NGRTHERN VIRGINIA
FALM BEACH SACRAMENTO SAMDIEGC SANDIEGC -~ 7 77
cermmmEEemmem THANGHAL SIUCON VALLEY  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 from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you
are herehy notified that any dissemination, distrihution, or copying of this message, or any
attachment, is strictly prohibited. If you bave 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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FW: 6/27 meeting request - CEO of EDF Renewables

“Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" <“/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=a0bc62cltab454e6fb7a1be504b7d284a-dr>

To: “Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I

Date: Mon, 25 Jun 2018 18:07:12 0400

Attachments

Palen Profile 11-2017 v5.pdf (356.04 kB); 10102017_Final Report.pdf (137.58 kB)

From: Moeller, Elizabeth V. <elizabeth.moeller@pillsburylaw.com:>
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 4-32 PM

To: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] 6/27 Mev.ug 1 wyuest - CEO of EDF Renewables

Dear Ms. Green,

Thank you for vour time yesterday — just before we saw the release of the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
on NEPA'!

1 am following up on behalf of EDF Renewables which is a market leading independent power producer and service
provider in the U.S. with projects throughout the United States and headquarters in San Diego.

EDF Rencwables’ President and CEQ ™ °© - 7" ™ -~ will be in DC on Wednesday, hune 26% and is hoping that
leaders at CEQ will have time for a shon visit 1o aiscuss NEPA and national encrgy and environmental policy.

Would a short visit on Wednesday, June 27 at, perbaps al 11:30 be convenient for schedules?

EDF Renewables delivers grid-scale power; wind {onshore and olTshore), solar photovollaic, and siorage projects;
distributed solutions: solar, solar+storage, EV charging and enerpy management; and asset optimization: technical,
opcrational, and commercial skills to maximize performance of gencrating projects. EDF Rencwables” Nonth
Amgcrican partfolio consists of 10 GW of developed projects and 10 GW under scrvice contracts.

Please let me know if you need any additional information. Many thanks in advance.
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Kind rcgards,
Elizabcth

PIISDUrY WINTNIroD >haw Fittman LLy
136-3006

ABUDHABI AUSTIN BELING DUBAI HONG KONG HOUSTONM LONDOM
LOS ANGELES  MiaM!  NASHVILLE MNEW YORX MORTHERN VIRGIMIA
PALM BEACH SACRAMENTO SAMDIEGO SANDIEGC “rrmme ~rsermy
SANFRANKCKMD SHANGHAI SiLIOOW VALLEY TOKYOD

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 fromn disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distributien, er 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 Pilisbury 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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CEQ Remarks for Portman/McCaskill Roundtable on Federal
Pemitting Process for Major Infrastructure Projects (June 27,
2018)

From: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" I
T “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CE¢ ]
o
"Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ” ]
Date: Man, 25 Jun 2018 12:36:45 0400

Attachments 2018-06-27 Portman and McCaskill Roundtable Invitation to Herrgott pdf (1.75 MB);
Herrgott Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL_CLEAN.DOCX {27.19 kB}
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[EXTERNAL] RE: 6/27 meeting request - CEO of EDF

Renewables
. |

From: "Moeller, Elizabeth V." <elizabeth.moeller@pillsburylaw.com:>
To: "Drummeond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ I
Date: Tue, 26 Jun 2018 11:20:27 -0400

From: Drummand, Michael R. EOP/CEQ I

Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 6:15 PM
To: Moeller, Elizabeth V. <elizabeth.moetller@pillsburylaw.com:
Subject: RE: 6/27 meeting request - CEQ of EDF Renewables

From: Moeller, Elizabeth V.
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 20
To: Green, Mary A. EQOP/CEC
Subject: [EXTERNAL] 6/27 meeung request - LEU Ul CUF REHEWADIES
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Dear Ms. Green,

Thank you for your lime yesterday - just before we saw the release of (he Advance Notice of Proposed Rulernaking
on NEPA!

I am following up on behalf of EDF Rencwables which is a market leading independent power producer and service
provider in the U.S. with projects throughout the United States and headquarters in San Dicgo.

EDF Rencwables’ President and CEQ ™~~~ -~ wiil be in DC on Wednesday, Junc 262 and is hoping (hat
Icaders at CEQ will have timc for a short visit 1o aiscuss NEPA and national cnergy and environmcnital policy.

Would a short visit on Wednesday, June 27" at, perhaps at 11:30 be convenient for schedules?

EDF Renewables delivers prid-scale power: wind {onshore and o(Tshore}, solar photovollaic, and storage projects;
distributed solutions: solar, solar+storage, EV charging and energy management; and asset optimization: technical,
operational, and comrmercial skills o maximize performance of generating projects. EDF Renewables’ North
Amgcrican portfolio consists of 10 GW of developed projects and 10 GW undcer serviec contracts.

Please let me know if you need any additional information. Many thanks in advance.

Kind regards,
Elizabeth

FHIZRWLY YYINIL I WR JIIQYY IR Al Ll

136-3006

ABU GHABI  AUSTIN BEUING DUBAI HOMNG KONG HOUSTON LOMDON
DS AMGELES  MIAMI  NASHVYILLE MHEW YORX KNOATHERN VIRGINIA
PALM BEACH SACRAMENTC SAMDIEGC SANDIEGO ~—
CAMCRAMTITANY  CHAKNGHAL SILUODN VALLEY 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 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 Pittrnan Help Desk at Tel: 800-477-0770, Option
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RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

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

Date; Tue, 03 Jul 2018 15:17:53 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. ECP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, July 3,2018 3:" " =~

T €x~lng, Aaran L EOP/CEQ I < '~ /'“toria Z. ECP/CEQ
I e v Mary B EOP/CEQ

Lez viansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ el Sith, Katherine R, EOP/CEQ
I

subject: FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: Kealy, Tricia (ATG) <Triciak@ATG. WA.GOV>

Sent: Tuesday, Ju' = ~7732:44 PM

To: FN-CEQ-NEPA I ksmith@ceq.eop.gov
Cc: Janke, Aurora [ATG) <Auroral @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. CEQ-2018-001 from Attorneys General of Washington, Maryland,
Massachusetts, New lersey, 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

TriciaKk@atg. wa.gov
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RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

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

Date; Tue, 03 Jul 2018 15:11:27 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, July 3,2018 3:" " ="~

T €x~lng, Aaron L EOP/CEQ I < '~ /'“toria Z. ECP/CEQ
I - o Mary B EOP/CEC

Lez viansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ el Sith, Katherine R, EOP/CEQ
I

subject: FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: Kealy, Tricia (ATG) <Triciak@ATG. WA.GOV>

Sent: Tuesday, Ju' = ~7732:44 PM

To: FN-CEQ-NEPA I ksmith@ceq.eop.gov
Cc: Janke, Aurora [ATG) <Auroral @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. CEQ-2018-001 from Attorneys General of Washington, Maryland,
Massachusetts, New lersey, 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

TriciaKk@atg. wa.gov
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Website update expected on Monday, July 9

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I

"Adams, John {AU)} (CONTR)" <jchn.adams@hq.doe.gov>, "Carter, Marian {CONTR)"

<marian.carter@hg.doe.gov>, “Alexander, Lillian" <lillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>

Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Tue, 03 Jul 2018 12:20:21 -0400

To:

On Monday morning, July 9, I'll confirm these instructions, provide the Federal Register file to
post, and give the OK for the update go live. Michael Drummond or | will let you know if
anything changes before then.

A

Proposed Rulemaking:

CEQ is considering updating its NEPA implementing regulations and solicits pubfic
comment on potential revisions to update the regulations and ensure a mare efficient,
timelv. and effective NEPA process. Submit commaents. identified bv docket ID number

Thanks, as always, for your help.

Yardena Manscor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
- " on Envi tal Quality

___J ]
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Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: "Kealy, Tricia (ATG)" <triciak@atg.wa.gov>

To: FN-CEQ-NEPA I <5 ith@ceg.eop.gov
Cer “Janke, Aurora (ATG)" <auroraj@atg.wa.gov>

Date: Tue, 03 Jul 2018 14:43:40 -0400

Attachments Final State AG Letter Requesting Extension of Time to Comment on Advance.._.pdf
{1.24 MB)

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. CEQ-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

80O 5th Ave, Suite 2000

Seattle, WA 98104

Phone 206-326-5494
TriciaK@atg.wa.gov
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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
significance 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"‘ ™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
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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
Attorney General of Massachnseatis

ILEAR J. TULIN

Assistant Attorncy General
200 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, MD 21202
(410) 576-6962
itulin@oag.state.md.us

FOR THE STATLC OF NEW JERSLY

GURDIR §. GREWAL
Attorney General

By:

By

Asststant Attormey General and Chief
Environmental Protection Division
Office of the Attormey 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
Altorney General

DAVID C. APY

Assistant Attorney Genceral
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 Gieneral

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

00005

Mary B. Neumayr. Chiel of Suall
July 3,2018
Page 3

FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF
MASSACHUSFTTS

MAURA HEALEY
Attorney General ol Massachusctts

3y:

CHRISTOPHLE COURCHESNE
Assistant Attorney General and Chief
Envirenmental Protection Mivision
Oftfice of the Attorney General

One Ashburton Place, | 8th Floor
Boston, Massachusetts 02108

(617 727-2200

christophe.courchesned’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: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

“Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" <“/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange
From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=4e618ec0aBd749c29c9154889897f4bb-ne">

“Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEC ]

To: I Fctiarew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ
| I
Date: Tue, 03 Jul 2018 18:16:24 -0400

Attachments Final State AG Letter Requesting Extension of Time to Comment on Advance.._.pdf
{1.24 MB)

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, July 3, 2018 3:11 PM

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I -« Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
I MaryB.EOP/CEQ

Ce: Mansgor, Yardena M. EOF I 5 ith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ
T

wugnws. FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: Kealy, Tricia (ATG) <TriciaK@ATG.WA.GOV>
Sent: Tuesday, Julv 2 2018 2:44 PM

To: FN-CEQ-NEP? I <:ith@ceq.eop.gov
Cc: Janke, Aurora ... «; ~.Jroral @ATG.WA.GOV>
Subject: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

Greetings,
Attached please find a letter Re: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulernaking — Update to the Regulations
for Implementing the Pracedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act, 83 Fed. Reg.

28591 {June 20, 2018) Docket ID No. CEQ-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

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007553









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
significance 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"‘ ™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
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RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: "Janke, Aurora (ATG)" <auroraj@atg.wa.gov>

To: “Green, Mary A, EOP/CEQ" I

Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]
Date: Thu, 05 Jul 2018 11:16:05 -0400

From: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Thursday, July 5, 2018 6:53 AM
To: Janke, Aurora (ATG) <Aurora) @ATG.WA.GOV>

Cc: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: Janke, Aurora (ATG)
Sent: Tuesday, July 3, 2018 3:38 rm

To: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ ——

Subject: FW: Comment-CEQ 1

Aurora R. Janke
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RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: "Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ" ]

To: “Janke, Aurora (ATG)" <auroraj@atg.wa.gov>
Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ'
Date: Thu, 05 Jul 2018 09:53:13 -0400

From: Janke, Aurora (ATG) <Auroral @ ATG.WA.GOV>
Sent: Tuesday, July 3, 2018 3:38 PM

To: Green, Mary A, EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

Aurora R. Janke

Special Assistant Attorpey General

Counsel for Environmental Protection
Washington State Attorney General's Office
800 5 Ave Suite 2000, TB-14

Seattle, WA 58104-3188

Office: (706) 733-3391

Ema

From: Kealy, Tricia (ATG)
Se~+~ T~~-ay, July 3, 2018 11:44 AM

To B «sith @ceq.eop.gov
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RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

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

{fydiboht23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=albct2c0as4 54eb6fb7a1 bed04b7d284a-dr">

To:  “Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ" I

Date; Thu, 05 Jul 2018 09:44:58 -0400

From: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Thursday, July 5, 2018 9:42 AM

T=-*'--nayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ I Coling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ
I

Lc: urummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ I 1ansoor, Yardena M.

FOP/CEQ el

Subject: Fvv. cormment - CEQ"ZO].B'OO].

From: Janke, Aurora (ATG) <Auroral @ATG.WA.GOV>
Sent: Tuesday, July 3, 2018 3:3% PM

To: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: FW: Comment - CEQ: cvav wol

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007421






RE: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From "Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group

{fydibohf23spdity/cn=recipients/cn=d79121883fdB4972977 38 1ecaf99c413-gr>

To: "Janke, Aurcra (ATG)" <auroraj@atg.wa.gov>

Date; Thu, 05 Jul 2018 09:46:24 -0400

From: Janke, Aurora (ATG) <Auroral @ATG.WA.GOV>
Sent: Tuesday, July 3, 2018 3.7~ ~**

To: Green, Mary A. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: FW: Comment - CEQ-2u18-u01

Aurora R. Janke

Special Assistant Attorney General

Counsel for Environmental Protection
Washington State Attorney General’s Office
800 5» Ave Suite 2000, TB-14

Seattle, WA 98104-3188

Office: 1206} 233-3391

Email

From: Kealy, Tricia (ATG)
Sent: Tuecday, July 3, 2018 11:44 AM

To I ;s ith@ceq.cop.gov
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CEQO075FY18150_000007863






[EXTERNAL] SCHEDULED: Document Number - 2018-14821

From: noreply@fedreg.gov
To: FN-Chaii ]
Date: Fri, 06 Jul 2018 12:10:46 -0400

Please An nos renly divectly tg |his e-mail. If you have any questions or comments regarding this email, please
contac

Attention : Howard Sun, (CE(Q}) Council on Environmental Quality

Document 2018-14821, Catepory 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 is (CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality.

The Docket Id is Docket No. CEQ-2018-0001.

The RIN is (:331-AA03,

This document has an cffective date of NA,

The comments due date is 08-20-2018.

The separate pan # for this document is NA,

Agency/CFR Title/CFR Pan:

{CEQ) Council on Environmental Quality, CFR Title is 40, CFR Part is
1500,1501,1502,1503.1504,1505,1506,1507,1508

(3225-F8-P}

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

40 CFR Parts 1500, 1501, 1502, 1503, 1504, 1505, 1506, 1507, and 1508

[Docket No, CEQ-2018-0001 |

RIN: (331-AA03

Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act

AGENCY" Council on Environmental Quality {CEQ).

ACTION: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking; extension of comment period
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Agenda Review Reports for CEQ-0331

From: Elizabeth Harris-Marshall - M1V1E <liz.hamis-marshali@gsa.gov>
To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ' I
Date: Wed, 01 Aug 2018 09:33:22 -0400

Attachments 0331-CEQ Spring 2018 Preamble.docx {14.94 kB); ARR CEQ-0331 as of
08012018.pdf (72.69 kB)

Good morning:

Attached are the agenda review reports for your agency in need of your attention, These RINs are
currently in a "No Stage” of rulemaking which indicates that the timetable needs to be updated. You will
need to supply a projected next action of 10/00/2018 or greater. Please take a moment and provide the
projected next action and any other changes required. Also attached is the spring 2018 preamble that
may need your attention. I will need this information emailed to me NLT Friday, August 3, 2018 or
sooner.

If you have questions or need additional information, please call me.

Liz Harris-Marshall

Program Analyst

Regulatory Information Service Center
Office of Government-wide Pnliry
Office | Direc
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RE: EO 12866 comments to docket?

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

Date; Mon, 06 Aug 2018 10:45:15 -0400

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 10:43 AM

To: Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OME I

Subject: Re: EO 12866 comments to docket?
No.

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 6, 2018, at 10:40 AM, Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB -

Aaron,

Is CEQ required to post the EO 12866 comments on the NEPA ANPRM to the public docket? I'm only
aware of the CAA 307{d) docketing requirements. Are there equivalent docketing requirements for
NEPA? Got a question from one of the agencies.

Chad
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Re: EO 12866 comments to docket?

From "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange administrative group
(fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f23a8d 1dd2b4420ca81e53MB199b780-52">

To:  "Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB )

Date; Mon, 06 Aug 2018 10:43:03 -0400

No,

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 6, 2018, at 10:40 AM, Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB - S

Aaron,
Is CEQ required to past the EO 12866 comments on the NEPA ANPRM to the public docket? I'm only
aware of the CAA 307{d) docketing requirements. Are there equivalent docketing requirements for

NEPA? Got a question from one of the agencies.
Chad
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EO 12866 comments to docket?

From: "Whiteman, Chad S. EOP/OMB" I

To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date; Mon, 06 Aug 2018 10:40:24 -0400
Aaron,

Is CEQ required to post the EO 12866 comments on the NEPA ANPRM to the public docket? I'm only
aware of the CAA 307(d) docketing requirements. Are there equivalent docketing requirements for
NEPA? Got a question from one of the agencies.

Chad

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000008009



RE: Agenda Review Reports for CEQ-0331

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ™ <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange
From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=f93a8d1dd2b4420cad1e53ff6199b760-52">

To: Elizabeth Harris-Marshall - M1V1E <liz.harmris-marshall@gsa.gov>
Date; Tue, 07 Aug 2018 09:16:43 -0400
Attachments

DRAFT - Council on Environmental Quality Agenda Entries_Fall 2018.docx {20.5 kB}

From: Elizabeth Harris-Marshall - M1V1E <liz.harris-marshall@gsa.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 6, 201P -7 PV

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: Re: Agenda Review Reporus or CEQ-0331
Aaron,

Since you have not taken ROCIS agenda training, you will have to send the updates to
me for inputting into ROCIS. Thank you for replying.

Liz Harris-Marshall

Program Analyst

Regulatory Information Service Center
Office of Government-wide Policy

Office Direc
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We did not receive the data call until very late, so we are running behind on getting this
done.

Sent from my iPhone

M= Awn 1 0010~ 0:34 AM, Elizabeth Harris-Marshall - MIVIE -
- wrote:

Good morning:

Attached are the agenda review reports for your agency in need of your
attention. These RINs are currently in a "No Stage” of rulemaking which
indicates that the timetable needs to be updated. You will need to
supply a projected next action of 10/00/2018 or greater. Please take a
moment and provide the projected next action and any other changes
required. Also attached is the spring 2018 preamble that may need your
attention. I will need this information emailed to me NLT Friday;
August 3, 2018 or sooner.

If you have questions or need additional information, please call me.

Liz Harris-Marshall

Program Analyst

Reguiatory Information Service Center
Office of Government-wide Policy

Office | Direct

<
<0331-CEQ Spring 2018 Preamble docx>
<ARR CEQ-0331 as of 08012018 pdf>
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FW: Draft

From: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I
Date; Wed, 08 Aug 2018 15:14:31 -0400

Attachments DRAFT Response to Senator Carper 8-8-18.docx (15.02 kB); DRAFT Response to
Senator Carper letter Appendix 8 8 18.docx (61.1 kB)

From: Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, August 8, 2018 2-AF Pk

To: Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: Draft

Katherine Smith
Special Assistant
Council on Environmental Quality

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007469
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RE: Minutes

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

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=f33a8d1dd2b4420caB81e53ff8199b780-sz">

To: “Bamnelt, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Fri, 10 Aug 2018 12:31:28 -0400

Attachments

CEQ NEPA Implementing Regulation Working Group 8.7.2018 als.docx {31.4 kB)

From: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Friday, August 10, 2018 10:38 AM
To: Szabo, Aaran L. EOP/CEQ, e

Subject: Minutes

Sorry about the delay on these—in the future, I'll shoot for EOB Wednesday.

After your review, let me know if there’s changes you'd like me to make to format or content going
forward. Thanks.

Steven

00001 CEQO075FY18150_000007717



DELIBERATIVE AND PREDECISIONAL - INTERNAL USE ONLY -
DO NOT DISSEMINATE

CEQ NEPA Implementing Regulation Working Group
Meeting Minutes
Date: August 7, 2018
Time: 4:00 PM

Present: Aaron Szabo, Ted Boling, Viktoria Seale, Dan Schneider, Mario Loyola, Michael
Drummond, Katherine Smith, Yardena Mansoor, Steven Bamett, Tom Sharp
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Minutes

From: "Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Fri, 10 Aug 2018 10:38:08 -0400

Attachments: CEQ NEFPA. Implementing Regulation Working Group 8.7.2018.docx {19.61 kB)

Sorry about the delay on these—in the future, I'll shoot for EOB Wednesday.

After your review, let me know if there’s changes you'd like me to make to format or content going
forward. Thanks.

Steven

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007721



CEQ NEPA Implementing Regulation Working Group
Meeting Minutes
Date: August 7, 2018
Time: 4:00 PM

Present: Aaron Szabo, Ted Boling, Viktoria Seale, Dan Schneider, Mario Loyola, Michael Dmummond,
Kathering Smith, Yardena Mansoor, Steven Bamett, Tom Sharp
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Comment previously unavailable due to "Internal Server Error” is
now available

From: “Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" R
"Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ I Oummond, Michael

To:

rReEopceq [
Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 12:36:03 -0400
Attachments

0534 John Young.pdf {(108.25 kB)

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQL

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 12:23 PM

To: 'regulations@erulemakinghelpdesk.com' <regulations @erulemakinghelpdesk.com>
Subject: Requesting assistance re "Internal Server Errar"

The attachment to the comments of John Young, a
is unavailable. When | select the pui wun, e LUNIIELE LEAL Ul UIC TE3UIUTNTE PDEE 15,

Internal Server Error
The server encountered an internal error or misconfiguration and was unable to complete your request.

Please contact (he server administrator at regulations@erulemakinghelpdesk.com to inform them of the
time this error occurred, and (he actions you performed just before this error.

More information aboul this error may be available in the server error log,

| would appreciate your assistance in retrieving this attachment. (On 8/13, you quickly solved my similar
request regarding a different submittal by replacing an illegal character in the attachment name.)

Thanks,

Yardena Mansoar
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Couneil on Envirnnmentgl Quality

Y I
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Regarding CEQ-2018-0001

Just stumbled on this 07-19-2018 while researching Federal Energy Regulatory Commission challenges
it the permitting of proposed LNG projects in which reference was made to FAST-41 which, 1n tumn led

me to the Council on Environmental Quality's interest in overhauling the National Environmental Policy
Act.

I believe that our nation desperately needs a thorough NEPA reworking — but not until after
the 2020 presidential election and not along the lines proposed by the Advance Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking accompanying the request for comments on CEQ-2018-0001.

Politics should not be the major factor here, but planet-wide catastrophic ¢limate
change/chaos has become an existential political issue. Delaying immediate and substantial
reductions in our Greenhouse Gas emissions places our lands and people at perilous and
unacceptable risk -- both here and to all the corners of our globe [pun intended, even though
the peril could not be greater].

Nothing wrong with streamlining - as long as you carefully avoid and protect against
streamlining death sentences and mass executions of populations (including animal and plant
populations essential to our food security). Nothing wrong with transparency — as long as it
doesn't make such populations invisible etc.

Full disclosure: My wife and I have been members of SAVE RGV from LNG since it was
formed in May 2014 to fight the threat of proposed LNG export operations at our local Port of
Brownsville. next door to South Padre Island, TX. Check out the groups Facebook page at

I am also registered as a FERC Intervenor in
regaras o NexXIvecaoe s proposea ko urande LNG and Rio Bravo Pipeline projects, the
proposed Annova LNG and Texas LNG projects, and Enbridge's Valley Crossing Pipeline Border
Crossing Project. All of these projects continue to face strong local opposition and all except
the Valley Crossing Pipeline remain heavily contested (Valley Crossing having prevailed in
obtaining FERC approval). More personally, I am a 76 year old Texas native who, before I
retired this year, was a mental health professional (holding masters degrees in psychology
and social work and state licensed as a Professional Counselor, Marriage and Family
Therapist, and Clinical Social Worker).

THE CENTRAL CHALLENGES TO NEPA REVISION:
Challenge Number 1: Adequately Defining and Protecting Our “Public Interest”
Overall, I favor efficiency, responsible budgeting, and responsible and timely action.

HOWEVER, I cannot agree to arbitrary time limits for the completion of evaluations and
issuing of permits for proposed projects that pose significant dangers to our health and to our
natural environment on which our niceties for life depend (including clean air with sufficient
oxygen levels; adequate supplies of clean water; biologically manageable temperature rages;
and manageable body burdens of harmful chemicals and organisms).

Those seeking permission to build such projects quite reasonably want to transfer all the risks
and costs involved from a) themselves to b) taxpayers to the general population as a whole.
The primary purpose of our National Environmental Protection Act is to protect our Public
Interest by preventing them from doing this to their advantage against our reasonable and
desirable best interests.

1 CEQO75FY18150_
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There are situations in which the Public Interest can include dangerous projects that result in
fatalities, illness, disabilities, pain, suffering, and loss. The greatest challenge to reworking
NERA is the difficulty of achieving a consensus definition of the term “Public Interest” and
consensus process for determining when, where, under what conditions, and for how long
particular projects are to be permitted consistent with this definition.

Consider, for example, how the inadequacy (lack?) of Public Interest definition within NEPA
has allowed Natural Gas Act [anguage that privileges the exporting of natural gas to other
countries. Exporting natural gas to other counties is to be considered to be in our Public
Interest unless it can be shown to be “inconsistent with the public interest.” Our US
Department of Energy (DOE) has stated that the presumption that natural gas exports is
“rebuttable” on a number of grounds including but not limited to “economic impacts,
international impacts, security of natural gas supply, and environmental impacts”
(https://s3.amazonaws.com/public-inspection.federalregister.gov/2018-13427 pdf).

However, the possibility of showing such proposed projects are contrary to our Public Interest
has remained theoretical. To date, DOE has never found the arguments against such exports
sufficient. Especially our environmental arguments against such exports are dismissed as
"hypothetical," "speculative," “"unforeseeable,” and/or “"unknowable” by DOE, by our Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, and by our federal courts.

Challenge Number 2: Achieving A Balance Between Conflicting Public Interests

NEPA is suppose to protect our Environmental Public Interests (including the protection of our
health as a people and the preservation and conservation of our public lands). But other
interests such as national defense and economic stability are also Public Interest concerns.

Claiming to protect our economic, national security, and other interests, those pushing
forward enterprises that negatively impact our environment are increasingly demanding that
they be freed from “burdensome” regulations that threaten the building, expansion,
continuation, and profitability of their commercial operations. They are insisting on tight time
limits and a relaxation of regulatory constraints to get everything streamlined, expedited, fast
tracked, and green lighted to release their potential to create jobs, expand our economy, and
maintain our ability to meet all our domestic energy needs 7/24/365 - elc.

They insist that their Economic Impact Studies and Economic Case Studies solid, realistic,
and reliable while independent climate science and medical science studies that contradict
their claims are unreliable. Their industry-standard bought and paid for cradle to grave EISs
are hased on proprietary computer programs that lack adequate empirical validation, are not
amenable to peer review, and claim upstream, midstream, and downstream direct, indirect,
and induced impacts that are augmented by multiplier, ripple, and synergistic effects that are
remarkably and consistently all positive. Meanwhile they claim for example, that ground
level, ambient ozone emission limits of 70 parts per billion are unneeded, unnecessary, and
economically burdensome even though the American Academy of Pediatrics, American
College of Preventative Medicine, American Heart Association, American Lung Association,
American Medical Association, American Public Health Association, American Thoracic Society,
Asthma and Allergy Foundation of America, Children's Environmental Health Network,
National Association of County and City Health Officials, National Association for Medical
Direction of Respiratory Care, Health Care Without Harm, and Trust for America’s Health
agree that the research indicates that no more than 60 ppm should be allowed to “best
protect public health.”

2 CEQO75FY18150_
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Meanwhile, those pushing forward operations that threaten our health and our environment
have infiltrated our regulatory agencies, have waged heavily funded public opinion campaigns
(reminiscent of psychological warfare, in my professional opinion), and have heavily funded
political campaigns and lobbying operations to achieve their objectives. For example, the
Railroad Commission of Texas {which regulates pipelines, not railroads) and the Texas
Commission for Environmental Quality issued expedited permits “by rule” for the Valley
Crossing Pipeline without any prior Public Notices or Public Meetings. For example, TCEQ was
all set to issue the air quality permits requested by Rio Grande LNG March 2018 before local
communities (Port Isabel and Laguna Vista, TX) and groups (Vecinos Para el Bienestar de la
Comunidad Costera, Shrimpers and Fishermen of the RGV, and Save RGV from LNG) filed
requests for Contested Hearings on the requested permits.

All while our many of our Superfund Sites remain continuing threats (as evidenced by the
leakage of such sites in Houston, TX, last year due to Hurricane Harvey), many abandoned oil
and gas wells remain unaccounted for and uncapped, Puerto Rico remains a disaster area,
forest fires rage ever hotter and destructive, our arctic ice cap melts away (destabilizing our
norther jet air streams), and our gulf currents become sluggish - etc.

Accommodate the needs of companies and industry, yes. But not in ways that shift onerous
economic burdens to the public in terms of wrecked health and a world wrecked beyond
repair. Set time limit goals, yes — but not time limits that automatically result in the
permitting of proposed projects no matter what their impacts on our health and environment.
When the time limits are reached, those seeking permits should no longer be able to pursue
them if they have not yet found a credible way to meet the regulatory requirements
protecting our immediate and long-term health and environmental Public Interests.

Challenge Number 3: Including The Public In Determining Public Interest Issues

This is a magnificent challenge - possibly greater than that of reaching any consensus on
defining of the term “Public Interest” in any meaningful, actionable sense.

The present system of obtaining adequate public input on such matters is outdated and
inadequate. Those pushing these projects forward often want to limit and/or manipulate
public input. Regular folks who want to know what's headed their way and want to stop it or
want to make sure its done the right way are at a disadvantage in numerous respects.

For example, LNG started heading our way in the Port of Brownsville area in June 2012 via
the Panama Canal Stakeholders Working Group out of the Texas Department of
Transportation. Our county judge was the vice chair of the group and was one of more than
twenty of our locally elected representatives and self-appointed business leaders who sent
Letters of Recommendation to DOE on behalf of the now defunct Gulf Coast LNG project in
September 2012. We didn't know until May 2014 that we were to be the beneficiaries of jobs
and economic growth due to LNG export operations at our local Port. We didn't find out that
we could submit comments to DOE opposing the projects until after the comment deadline
had passed.

For example, I happened upon a report that Mexico had put out a Request for Proposals for a
Nueces-Brownsville pipeline to take natural gas from the Nueces County area {near Corpus
Christi, TX) down to our border city of Brownsville, TX, where it was to connect with a Sur de
Texas-Tuxpan Pipeline to take the gas as far south as Veracruz, Mexico. But we couldn't find
any information about it enabling us to effectively stop it or influence it's pathway. We had
no clue that its name was changed to Valley Crossing Pipeline. As related above, construction
was started without any prior Public Notice or Public Meeting by the Railroad Commission of
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Texas and TCEQ.

For example, I just happened upon this opportunity to comment on the reworking of the
National Environmental Protection Act yesterday, the deadline for comments is today, and I'm
out of time and having problems with my computer — even though I have much more to say
doubly especially about the need for improved public input into the determination and
implementation of Public Interest issues and the permitting of NEPA related projects. I'll just
add that pushing these projects forward minus adequate public input ferments civil unrest,
especially when local and state law enforcement is used to force eminent domain pipeline
construction etc. And give overly brief responses to the first three questions listed. I haven't
even had time to open the document folder to look at the information and comments it
contains.

Q1. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to ensure that environmental reviews and authorization
decisions involving multiple agencies are conducted in a manner that is concurrent, synchronized, timely,
and efficient, and if so, how?

A Sure, as long as time limits automatically permitting proposed projects are not part of the process.

Q2. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient by better
facilitating agency use of environmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in earlier Federal,
State, tribal or local environmental reviews or authorization decisions, and if so, how?

A: No. At least not in ways that prioritize efficiency over well grounded decisions or that serve to
perpetuate compromised prior findings made on the basis of insufficient or outdated information etc.
Precedent is important but being up-to-date and correcting past mistakes and/or injustices are also
important. One of the several ways the Texas Commission for Environmental Quality's air permit
regulations have been severely compromised is the consideration of emission levels already permitted for
similar projects by TCEQ or by the Environmental Protection Agency.

Q3. Should CEQ's NEPA regulations be revised to ensure optimal interagency coordination of
environrental reviews and authorization decisions, and if so, how?

Q4. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations that relate to the format and page length of NEPA
documents and time limits for completion be revised, and if so, how?

Q5. 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 decisionmakers and the public, and if s0, how?
Q6. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to public involvement be revised to be more
inclusive and efficient, and if s0, how?

John Young, MA, MSW

San Benito, TX
ForJehnAndBarbara@gmail.com
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[EXTERNAL] U.S. Chamber of Commerce Comments - CEQ
NEPA NOFPR

From: “Tyner, Jake" <jtyner@uschamber.com>

To: "Tyner, Jake" <jtyner@uschamber.com>

cac: “Mortimer, Edward" <emortimer@uschamber.com:>

Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 17:03:20 -0400

Aftachments: 082018-0.5. Chamber of Commerce-NEPA NOPR. pdf (205.22 kB)
All,

| have attached a copy of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce’s comments regarding CEQ's NEPA NOPR.

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Best,

Jake Tyner

Manager & Associate Palicy Counsel
U.S. Chamber of Cr—>~~"1

W: 202-463-5344 ]

]Tyrl er@USChambre: wuin
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decade to complete,’ prtvult the rebuilding and expanding of mfrastructure, and are an unnecessary
drain on the economy.’ The Chamber encourages improvements to the federal permitting process to
improve transparency and predictability, and encourages coordination among federal agencies,

L. CEQ’s Revisions Should Reflect Core Principles That Re-Focus Agency Analysis on
Information That Is Meaningful and Significant

In revisiing its NEPA regulations, CEQ should advance revisions that re-focus agency
analysis on information that 1s significant and meaningful. Such direction will help realign NEPA
reviews with the purpose of the statute to provide meanmgful insight to agencies and the public while
reducing unnecessary information gathering and analysis.

A. NEPA Review Should Focus on Information that is Meaningful to the Agency®

CLQ should pursue revisions that direct agencies in gathering and analyzing information that
is meaningful to cartying out their decisions.

NEPA’s purpose ts to impose a framework by which federal agencies can understand the
environmental impacts of their decisions, allowing them to consider actions that might mitigate such
impacts.” Agencies can only achieve this purpose if the information considered meaningfully informs
the agency’s action. An analysis is only meaningful if the mformation is relevant to the agency’s
decision-making discretion within the bounds of the acton statute. The action statute authotizes the
major federal action that trigpers the NEPA review.

The action statute prescribes the parameters for agency decision-making and thus limits the
agency’s discretion to act. NEPA “imposes only procedural requirements™ 1o ensure that agencies are
well informed under the action statute.” NEPA does not expand the parameters of the agency’s
decision-making beyond constderation of information the agency has the discretion to act on. CLEQ)’s
regulations should reflect this limitation.

an. 2, 201

4 'The environmental review for the Port of Savannah took 14 years. Philip K. 1Ioward, Common Good, Two Years

»

5 Neg, id
& ANPR at 28591 (Question 5)

T Dep't of Tramsp. v. Pub. Citizen, 541 U8, 752, 756 (2004) {uiting 42 US.C.§ 4321) (NEPA “was intended to reduce or
eliminate environmental damage and to promote “the understanding of the ccolopical systems and natural resources
important (¢ the United States.”).

® 1d, at 756.
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B. NEPA Review Should Focus on Significant Environmental Impacts®

NEPA recognizes the value in focusing agency resources and requires agencies to consider
“detailed information concerning significant environmental impacts.”” However, agencies and the
public have increasingly come to cxpect project apphcants to provide comprehenstve and detailed
analyses of all 1ssues, without regard to significance. NEPA inappropriately becomes a sratute that
generates insignificant or irrelevant information, rather than aids agency decision making. CEQ
should advance revisions that brang the agencies back to assessments of sigruficance.

Not all environmental impacts arc signiticant. The comprehensiveness of the NEPA analysis
should depend on the significance of the potental impact.” However, agencies feel constant pressure
to provide comptehensive analysis of all impacts, regardless of significance or televance.”” Refocusing
agencies towards significant environmental impacts will narrow information requests and streamline
the NEPA process.

To achteve this focus, the revisions to the regulations should promote flexible information
collection methods. Agencies should rely on available information thar is sutficient to be informative
of significance, rather than require new project-specific information in all instances. For cxample,
agenaies can leverage information penerated from pror surveys in similar circumstances as the
proposed project to inform the extent of the agency’s mformauon gathering. CEQ’s regulations
should encourage or mandate reuse of relevant analysis and data.

In addition, the regulations should accommodate the use of advanced technologies such as
remotce sensing to replace more costly and labor-intensive wotk. For cxample, data analytics and acrial
review efficiently and effectively provide inflormanon to agencies of potential impacts.

II. CEQ’s Revisions Shouid Focus On Issues That Are Frequently Lidgated to Improve
Predictability and Efficiency in NEPA Reviews

NLPA’s central role in agency deciston-making has made it a preferred vehicle for challenging
those decisions. Courts adjudicating these challenges seldom provide broadly applicable legal
standards, often applying Supreme Court precedent on key issues in ways that invite further legal
challenpes. The constant threat of liigaton encourages agencics to increase the amount of
informadon considered, as a defensive measure.

The Chamber encourages CEQ to focus on revisions to the regulations that address frequenily
liigated issues and make regulatory improvements consistent with the key principles identified above.

# ANPR ar 28591 (Questions 2, 5, and 15)
0 Robertson v. Methow V'altey Citizens Conner/, 490 U.S, 332, 349 (1989,
140 CFR § 1502.2(b).

12 See e.g., Prorect Our Commmunities Foundaiton v. fowel], 825 F.3d 571, 583 (9ch Cir. 2016) {(xejectng argument that the Bureau
of Land Manapement was required to comprehensively review the effects of noise on birds ar all stages of life).
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A, Adherence to Interagency Coordination”

The existing NEPA regulations encourage interapency coordination early in the process.
However, without accountzbibty or metrics for measuring coordination, breakdowns are common
and can significantly delay reviews.

The Administration has recopnized that interagency coordination 1s a crifical component in
ensuring transparent and cfficienr review of infrastructure projects. FExecutive Order 13807 requires
that federal agencics implement a unificd environmental review and authorization process for major
infrastructure projects.” Referred to as “One Federal Decision,” a single lead agency directs this
unified process to navigaie the project through all federal authorizations.

In support of the One Federal Decision concept, the Administration rccently released a
Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”} providing gurdance to agencies on carrying out their One
Jiederal Decision responsibilities.™ The MOU clarifics agency roles and procedures with the goal of
tmely NEPA process coordination and implementation. To promote the coordinaton of agencies,
CEQ should consider incorporating the following elements into its revisions:

. Lead and Cooperating Agencics: The MOU provides expanded gutdance on the
roles and responsibilities of lead and cooperaning agencies to ensure efficient
coordination ameng parties.'®

. Project Timeline: Preparing a mult-apency project timeline improves the
likelihood of a more timely process.”

° Scoping and Concurrence Points: The requircments that agencies sign off on
scoping and concurrence points ensurcs carly and continued coordination at key
. 18
points.

3 ANPR at 28591-92 (Quesiions 1, 3, and 16).
¥ Fxeowtive Order 13807, Hstablishing 1dicpline and Acosntability in the Finvironmental! Review and Permitiing
Process for Infrastrucisere Projerss (spned Aung. 15, 2007}, 82 Fed. Reg. 40463 (Aug; 24, 2017).

8 Memomndum for Heads of Federal Departiments and Apencies from Mick Mulvaney, Director, Offce of
Management and Budget and Mary Newmayr, Chief of Staff, Couucil on Environmental Quality, March 20, 2018 ar
Attachment A MO

Y Jd. at A6 — A-8.
T Td at A-5-A-6.

Wid at AS— A-11
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. Delays and Dispute Resolution: Providing a mechanism for resolving inter-agency
disagreements encourages resoluton of disputes in a tmely and consistent

manner.”’

B. Tailor the Purpose and Need Statement to the Decision Before the Agency

The framework that NEPA provides to federal agencies to understand the environmental
outcomes of their decisions imposes requirements on agencies, but it does not define the analytcal
parameters. The substantive cateria of the agency’s analysis must refleet the purposce and need of the
decision for the analysis to effectively inform the agency.

Broadly defining “purpose and need” under NEPA i3 a frequent challenge in NEPA
implementation. This often transforms NEPA from a decision-making tool into an obstacle rhat
delays those decisions. CEQ should consider revisions to the regulations that require agencics to talor
the purpose and need to the decision the agency is considering.™

C. Consideration of Environmental Impacts Must be Within NEPA’s Boundaries
of Foreseeability and Causation

Agencics must consider the direct, indirect, and cumulative cffects of 2 proposed action.” The
scope of review is limited to “reasonably foreseeable” effects of 4 proposed action.” NEPA further
requires 2 “reasonably close causal relationship” between the proposed action and the indirect and
cumulative effects to warrant the ugency’s consideration.” The connection between the federal acdon
and the impact should be proximate”  This framework must limit consideration of broad
environmental impacts — including greenhouse gas emissions and clumate change.

As CEQ considers revisions to its regulations, it should rewin NEPA’s flexible analyrical
framework centered on foreseeability, causation, and the availabibity of probative information.

®ld at A1 -A 12

2 1n the case where multple federal agencies have authorizaton authority over a project under different statutes, CEQ
should again look o the MOU, which requires that the ead federal apency develop the purpose and need to support @
single, courdinated NEPA review among agencies, See MOU at A-7.

240 C.FR. §§ 1508.7-1508.8.

2 j4 §1508.8

2 Dep’s af Transp. v Pub. Cirigen, 541 11.8. 752, 754 (2004} (quoting Mermpolitan Edison Co. v. People Apainst Nudear Energy,
460 1.8, 766, T74 (1983).

% Id,
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D.  Connect the Aliernatives Analysis to the Purpose and Need”

The hreadth and depth of alternatives analyses that agencies routinely consider demonstrates
that the analysis has becomc untcthered from the purposc of NEPA. Agencics must tailor alternative
analysis to the purposc of the proposal; otherwisc, it lcads to excessive analysis of urclevant or
infeasthle projects that the agency 1s not reviewing,

NEPA does not require agencies to consider an endless number of alternatives. Instead, the
statute kmuts such analysis to a reasonable numher of alternatives that meet the purpose and need of
the agency’s decision.®® When this is tailored to the agency’s decision, agencics ensure that the analysis
generates information that 1s meaningful. The hreadih of the analyses has increased to analyze an
unreasonable number of unnecessarily detailed alternatives. Clear standards that reasonably limit the
scope of the alternative analyscs would bencfit agencies.

E. Limit Cumulative Impacts Analysis t0 Those Impacts That Are Reasonably
Foreseeable and Provide Meaningful Insight”

The cumulative impact analysis seeks to ensure that an agency considers how the effects of its
own actions interact with other impacts. Ewsting regulations and gudance instruct agencies on the
appropriatc bounds of the cumulative impacts analysis.”* Despite exssting regulations and guidancc,
the cumulative impact analysis has become a target for those secking to expand the scope of NEPA.
Clear and practical limits on the scope of the cumulative impacts analysis in the regulations would
help head off some of this litigation and advocacy:

. First, the agency 1dentifies the resources, geographte area, and the tmeframe over
which a decision is likely to create effects.”

. Next, the agency identifics other expected actions affecting the resources within
the identified geographic arca and timeframe. What the agency knows and can
reasonably foresee as well as what is significant to the environment limits this
second step.”

25 ANPR at 28,592 {(Question 13)-

% Lty of Alpandra, Ve v. Starer, 198 F.3d B62, 869 (D.C. Cir. 1999) (stating rhat “a reasonable alrernative is defined by
reference to a project’s objectives.”) {citation omitted;,

77 ANPR ax 28,592 (Question 17).

# 40 CER. § 1508.7; Council on Lovironmental Qualsty, Considering Curmelaizve Liffects Under the Nationa! Environmental
Policy A (Jan. 1997) (“CEQ} Guidance™), suatlable af https:/ fceq.doe.gov/ publications/ cumulative._effects.html.

& CHQ Guidance at 5.

% 40 C.ER. § 1508.7.
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Employing this analytical framework focuses the agency’s cumulaiive impacts analysis on
information meaningful to irs decision. Incorporating this framework into the regulations can prowide
agencies with clear and practical analytical limits.

F. Set Clear Timing and Page Length Expectations™

The preparation time and length of documents for Environmental Assessments and
FEnvironmental Tmpact Statements has grown longer. In 2016, the average length of time to prepare
a Hinal EIS across all federal agencies was 5.1 years — the highest since 1997.% T'he Deparmment of
Encrgy took over 4 years for an average NEPA review.® NEPA documents routinely exceed the
regulatory expectations on page limits™ — EISs should normally be less than 150 pages, up to 300
pages for proposals of unusual scope or complexiry.” Fven when agencies find no significant impact,
those documents can be over a thousand pages.™ Although the vast majority of projects do not
requite such lengthy and prolonged analysis,” large-scale infrastructure {such as cnergy projects) are
subject to review by multiple agencies are often disproportionately long.*

I CTEQ adheres to the principles above and focuses on critical issues that are sipnificant and
likely to provide meaningful input to the agency, they can achieve brevity and focus in the review

* ANPR ar 28591 (Questions 4 and 10).
* National Association of Fnvironmental Professionals, Annual NEPA Report 2016 at 12,

¥ Linited States Departmen| of Hrergy, 1.essons Learned Quarterly Report, Mar. 2014,
http:/ /energy.pov/ nepa/downloads/lessonslearned-quarteriy-report-march-201 6.

M As of August 14, 2018, the last eight Final 5IS documents contained in the U.8. Eavironmental Protection Agency’s
EiS dambase averaged 560 pages. Although these pages mumbers reflece the Fmnal EIS documents in their entirety

fewehadine annondicas). i annesrs that nnfer one comes cloce to comnivioes with the 300 pama limik For the ravt of RTR

¥ 40 C.ER. § 1502.7.

% See James W, Coleman, Fixing the National ['nvu'onmental Policy Act, LS. House of Represenmuves House
(_‘Ummltt&_’ On Na{w‘u RESOMLLS dt 3 Aprl] Ca Bt L TAT I 2 JAF s I b S I L L S TNT L - [ i — AR L P S 5. T R
Access Pipeline as over one thousand pages)

¥ In the past, CEQ} has cstmated that aboue 95 percent of NEPA analyses are categorical exclusions, less than 5 percent
are BEnvironmental Assessments, and less than 1 percent are EISs. U5, Governmenr Accountabiliny Office, Naoonal
dsts on NEPA Analyses, at T April 2014,

M Across agenaes, the average lenyrth of tme from nonce to bnal TiT5 15 1,804 days, whereas the average length of nme
for projects at the LS. Deparmment of Encrpy and the Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway
Administration are 2,709 days and 3,586 respectively. National Association of Invironmental Professionals, Angual
NEPA Report 2016 at 13
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process. CEQQ should also consider revisions that achieve the Administration’s expectations for shom,
effective NEPA reviews.

‘T'he regulations should incorporate the recent povernment wide goal of an average of two
ycars for cnvironmental revicws and authotization decisions.® CIEQ can accomplish this by
identifying the factors that agencies should consider in developing expected decsion timelines, and by
encouraging default imelines for typical decisions.

‘The current regulations do not set universal tme limits for the entire NEPA process, and
instead encourage federal agencics to sct limits on an individual basis.”! Without a requirement to set
a project specific imetable or a mechanism to encourage compliance, NEPA reviews often languish
— especially when multiple agencies are involved — leading to an unnecessanly lengthy and
unpredictable process. CEQ should consider revisions requining the development of project -speatic
timchines and provide mechanisms for compliance. CEQ could accomplish this by codifying concepts
from the MOU on the development of permitting timetables, scoping and concurrence points, and
elevation of delays and dispute resolution.”

CEQ should revise the repulations that help agencies achieve the expected page lenpths.
CEQ should consider sdentifying the factors thar agencies should constder in sctting appropriate
benchmark leugths for typical dectsions.

G. More Clearly Define Regulatory Tenms®

‘T'he existing definitions fal to provide the clanty critical for an effective regulatory program.
Dcfinitions omit key terms such as “alicrnatives,” “purposc and need,” and “reasonably foresceable.”
Definitions for defined terms often create more confusion than clarity.* In the absence of clarity,
courts have attempted to provide their own interpretations, but often in conflicting or confusing ways
that invite further legal challenges. A clear, simple, comprehensive set of regulatory definitions can
improve NEPA mplementation. CEQ should review the cxisting defirations and ideniify tevisions
and additons that provide this clariry.

L

* An average me period of two yeats for the review of infrastructure projects 8 aligned with other industrialized
countries, and even longer than some. [or example, under a proposed expansion, Canada’s reviews would be completed
in 300 days. Id at 2.

40 Memorandum for Heads of Federal Departments and Apencies freom Mick Mulvaney, Director, Office of
Management and Budget and Marcy Neumayr, Chref of Smff, Councll on Eoviroomentat Quality, March 20, 2018 at 1.

4 40 C.FR. § 1501.8.
42 OFD MOU at A-4— A-5.
© ANPR at 28,501 92 (Questions 7 and 8},

* For exampie, the definiton of “Major Federal action” is lengthy, cooflates Federal acions with Major Federal actions,
and is circular with the meaaing of “sipnificant.” 40 C.F.R. § 1508.18.
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III. Conclusion

‘The Chamber appreciates the opportunity to comment on the ANPR. If you have any
rmackinne ne nead mose information please do not hesirate to contact me at (202) 463-5310 or at

Sincerely,

Neil I.. Bradley
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[EXTERNAL] Comment submission

From: Marina Micic <marina@cg-la.com>

To: "McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 16:53:33 -0400

Attachments: Proposed NEPA. Changes 8-20-18 for filing (2).pdf (1.41 MB)
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 pleasc help us deliver the attached document to the right person/department?

Thank you so much for your assistance!
Marina

The CEQ is extending the commemt period on the ANPRM, which was scheduled to close on Yuly 20, 2018, for 31 days
untl August 20, 2018. The CEC() is making this change in response io public requests for an extension of the comment penod.

pATES: Comments should be submitted on or before August 20, 2018, ADDRESSES: Subm™ =~ ~owemrete Ldeenifing by docket
identification number CEQ-2018-0{{H through the Federal cRulemaking portal at Atps. Follow the
online instretirme far cohmitting rovomepts, Once submided, comments cannot be ediled . . __

[rom hktps:i CEQ may publish

any comment received 1o its public docket. Do not submit electronically any information you consider to be Confidential
Business [nformeliom {CBI) or other informralion whose disclosune is resiricled by statule. Mullimedia submissions {(e.g., sudio,
viden) must be accompanicd by o written commcnt. The written comment is considered the official comment and should include
discussion of all poinis you wish to make.

Comments may also be submitted by mail. Send your comments 10: Council on Povironmental Quahty, 730 Jackson Place NW,
Washwgton, [XC 20503, Atin: Dockel No. CEQ-2018-0001.

FOR FURTHER INFORM ATION CON1ACT:

Edward A. Boling, Associate Director for the National Environmental Policy Act, Council on Environrental Quality, 730
Jacksom Place NW, Washington, D{C 20503, Telephone: (202) 395-5750.
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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 reguiations, 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 maiters 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 litcracy, 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.
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review should only take place after the decision maker has concluded that a federal
action has the potential to significantly affect the environment.

b. Effects;

Again, the effect must be within federal jurisdiction. NEFPA does not expand federal
Jurisdiction and an interpretation which would, for example, allow consideration of
the construction of a facility which is beyond the agency's jurisdiction would be
contrary to the clear intention that agencies’ jurisdiction should not be affected. 4
proper interpretation of this requirement would be consistent with NEPA s original
intent and would greatly simplify its application.

c. Cumulative Impact;

Effects 1o be considered in cumulative impact analysis must be subject to federal
regulatory authority. For example, if the federal government is prohibited from
restricting the export of crude oil, crude oil exports should not be the subject of
cumulative impact analysis. Cumulative effects, like other effects, must be within in
an agency's jurisdiction in order to merit consideration in the environmenial review
Drocess.

d. Significantly;

Under the Act, the decision maker must exercise discretion, subject to judicial
review, fo decide whether the a proposed federal action may have an effect, within
her or his agency'’s jurisdiction, which has the potential to be “significant” As noted
ahove, limitation of this requirement through improper application of the
“categorical exclusion” is inmappropriate and counterproductive. The
“significantly” definition might be amended to make clear that the decision maker
retains this authority.

e. Scope;

Environmental reviews must focus precisely on the foreseeable direct and indirect
effects subject to federal regulation of the proposed federal action or reasonable
alternatives to the federal action. Aliernatives which are noi within federal
Jjurisdiction need not be assessed. The No Federal Action alternative need not he

addressed unless the agency has discretion to take no action.

8. Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added,
and if so, which terms?

a. Alternatives;
b. Purpose and Need;
c. Reasonably Foreseeable;

d. Trivial Violation; and
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f.  Other NEPA terms.

9. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of
documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

a. Notice of Intent;
b. Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

As noted above, the “categorical exclusion” methodology is being misapplied in
many agencies (o impose additional fimits on decision makers’ discretion rather than
to provide a “safe harhor” to he velied upon by decision makers facing decisions on
close questions. It needs to be made clear that categorical exclusions do not
preclude the excrcise of agency discretion regarding the question of whether a
“major federal action” is proposed and that extensive documentation and public
comment is not requived. Otherwise the CATEX functions essentially as a redundant
environmenial assessment. The millions and perhaps billions that have heen spent by
agencies in adopting CATEX regulations will have been wasted. Finally the
exception in many agencies’ CATEX regulations jor matters involving substantial
public interest or opposition essentially defeats the purpose of CATEXs. Those
exceplions should be eliminated.

¢. Environmental Assessments;

We need to know what Environmental Assessments cost, in both federal and private
sector dollars and in project delay costs. Since nearly all EAs result in FONSIy the
cost benefit ratio of this process may be subject to question. Fortunately, the EA
process should be amenable to radical attenuation through the application of modern
technology. That potential should be explored intensively.

d. Findings of No Significant Impact;

¢. Environmental Impact Statements;

e. Records of Decision,;

As noted in the attached repori, all of these elements of the NEPA review process
have become unnecessarily complex and stylized. Digitization of the review process
will provide an opportunity to enhance clarity and predictability. CEQ must take full
advantage of that opportunity; and

f  Supplements;

The role of supplements should be clarified. There is no need for supplementation
where there is no continuing federal oversight or periodic permitting. Where there is
continued oversight or vegulatory engagement, periodic updating should be a matter

of course. Scoping and public participation requirements for supplements are likely
very different from those for original EISs and should be tailored accordingly.
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10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency
action be revised, and if so, how?

Addressing at the earliest practicable date is important and should be rigorously
enforced.  Particularly in adjudicatory proceedings, environmental documentation
should be available prior 10 finding and application to be complete, certainly prior fo
commencement of the proceeding. Anv necessary environmental review should be
integrated into the proceeding and certainly should not be a basis for reopening a
proceeding after the vecord is closed. There is no need for FEIS or ROD when a judicial
decision is issued after a trial type proceeding. Time limits for final approval should be
provided.

11. Should the provisions in CE(Q}’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility
and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised,
and if so, how?

Existing procedures for thivd party preparation of environmental review documents are
cumbersome, create perverse incentives and should he eliminated. Reasoned review of
applicant prepared documents should be a fully accepted protocal.

12. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA
documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

Programmatic documentation is extremely useful and should he more cffectively utilized.
It should be made clear, however, that there is not a moratorium on permit issuance
during the pendency of programmatic review and reviews should be completed within a
reasonahble time period.  Digitization and data analytics will allow continuous input fo
programmatic review processes and would greatly improve the usefulness of this tool,

13. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA repulations relating to the appropriate range
of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and 1f so, how?

Alternatives which are nof within the regulatory purview of the reviewing agencies
should be eliminated. Where an agency lacks authority to withhold action based on
public inferest considerations, the “no action” alternative is not available. Agency
regulations restricting consideration of “mitigation” in choosing among alternatives or
requiring selection of the “least impact” alternative should he examined to determine
their statutory basis.

General:
1. Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA repulations currently obsolete? If so, please
provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or

replaced.

As noted abaove, the NEPA regulations require a comprehensive overhaunl to enable full
utilization of modern technology.
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FW: First batch of ANOPR comments ready for review

From: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]
To: "Neumnayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date; Tue, 21 Aug 2018 21:18:23 -0400

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:15 PM

T=-**--so0r, Yardena M. I Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ
I edAEOP/CEQ

vrummand, Michael R. EC Il | oyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ
I Marlys A. EOP/CEC I
'ktoria Z. EOP/CEC I - 1as L. EOP/CEQ

B -1, Katherine R EOP/CE0.
. 22aw0, Aaron L EOP/CEO. _

Subject: RE: First batch of AN_. .. __..iments ready for review
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From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 4:09 Dha

To: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ I Coling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
_ u-u-mnond, Michael R, EOP/CEA
I — (oo, Mario A EOP/CEQ. |
Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I Ustcrhues, Marlys A, EOP/CEQ
e o=2le, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ I 5harr,
..c..... LLEOP/CEQ [
Ce: Szabo, Aaron L, EOP/CEQ I

Subject: First batch of ANOPR cunnnents ready for review

Let me know if you are having difficulties handling the pdf files or have other questions.

Yardena Mansoor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
c==~"on Envi—-—— -~ “al Quality

. I
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Fwd: Dept. of the Interior Comments on CEQ's ANPRM "Update
to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of
the NEPA"

"Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=4e618sc0a8d7 49c29c9f54889897f4bb-ne">
To: *Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ' ]
Date; Tue, 21 Aug 2018 20:22:23 -0400
Attachments

DOl Comments on CEQ ANPRM .pdf (382.2 kB)

Sent rom 1y iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Juslin Abe;

Dagn ° 21,

To: || I

Ce! voiians - wYIES

Subject: Dept. of PRM "Update to the Repgulations for Implementing

the Procedural Provisions of the NEPA™

Ms. Neumayr and Mr. Barnett,

Comments from the Department of the Intericr (Department) in response to the Council on
Envircnmental Quality's (CEQ) Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, titled "Update to the
Regulations for Implementimg the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act,” are
attached for your consideration. The Department looks forward to assisling CEQ with this and other
efforts that achieve the goals of Executive Order 13807.

Thank you,

Justin Abernathy

Policy and Regutatory Affairs Supervisor

Oifice of the | ixecutive Secretanat and Regulatory Alfarrs
Oflice of the Secretary

U5, Department of the Interior

1849 U Sircet NW

Room 7311

Washington, 130 201240
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Dept. of the Interior Comments on CEQ's ANPRM "Update to the
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the
NEPA"

From: Justin Abernathy <justin_abernathy@ios.doi.gov>

To: “Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" I ©-nctt, Steven
W. EOP/CEQ" ]

Cc: James Voyles <james_voylas@ios.doi.gov>

Date: Tue, 21 Aug 2018 18:29:08 -0400

Attachments

DOl Comments on CEQI ANPRM.pdf (382.2 kB)

Ms. Neumayr and Mr. Barnett,

Comments from the Department of the Interior (Department) in response to the Council on
Environmental Quality's (CEQ) Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, titled "Update to the
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act,” are
attached for your consideration. The Department locks forward to assisting CEQ with this and other
efforts that achieve the goals of Executive Order 13807.

Thank vou,

Tustin Abemaihy

Policy and Regulatory Affairs Supervisor
Oflice ol the fixeculive Secretariat and Regulatary Aflairs
Othee of the Seceretury

U5 Department of the Interdor

TRAY € Btreer N

Room 7311

Washinetnn W HY2AN

i ma

Oilic

Cell i
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FW: First batch of ANOPR comments ready for review

From "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" <"/fo=exchange organizationfou=exchange administrative group
(fydibohf23spdit)fcn=recipients/cn=23a8d 1dd2b4420ca81e53fB199b780-52">

“Daniel J. EOPICEQ Schneider T
I

Date: Tue, 21 Aug 2018 21:18:57 -0400

To:

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 9:15 PM

Tas bA-mcaor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ
E— ., ied A €OP/CEC. [
urummand, Michael R. EC Il  ovola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ
] s, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ ]
Seale Viktaoria Z. EQP/CEC I b=~ 'homas L EOP/CEQ
~~n, natherine R. EOP/CEQ ]
s wcww0, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ- ]

Subject: RE: First batch of ANOPR comments ready for review
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From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 4:09 Dha

To: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ I Coling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
_ u-u-mnond, Michael R, EOP/CEA
I — (oo, Mario A EOP/CEQ. |
Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I Ustcrhues, Marlys A, EOP/CEQ
e o=2le, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ I 5harr,
..c..... LLEOP/CEQ [
Ce: Szabo, Aaron L, EOP/CEQ I

Subject: First batch of ANOPR cunnnents ready for review

Yardena Mansoor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
~=e==Non Envice e “al Quality

. I
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FW: [EXTERNAL] Comment submission

From: "McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ’ ]

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ I
Date; Wed, 22 Aug 2018 08:51:07 -0400

Attachments: Proposed NEPA Changes 8-20-18 for filing (2).pdf (1.41 MB}

From: Marina Micic <marina@cg-la.com:=
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 4:54 4

To: Mclaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ- I

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?

Thank you so much for your assistance!

Marina

The CEQ is exlending the comment period on the ANPRM, which was scheduied to close on July 20, 2018, for 31 days
until August 20, 2018 ‘The CK(} 1s making ihis change in response to public requesis for an extension of the comment pernod.

pA1ES: Comments should be submitied on or before August 20, 2018, AppRressEs: Subm’ "7 "7 d by docket
identification number CEQ-2018 -0001 through the Tederal cRulcmaking portal at Aifps./ Fallow the
onling mstry i Foe anboasdibive evapents, Once submitled, comments cannoi be edited . oo oen

[fom Afips:/ CEQ may publish

any commentl received o its public dockel. Do not submil electronically any iniormalion you consider Lo be Conlideulial
Business Informaltion {CBI) or other information whose disclosure i5 restricted by stamte. Multimedia submissions (e.g., audio,
video) must be accompanied by a writien corument. The writien cornment is considercd the oflicial comment and should include
discnssion of all points you wish 10 make.

Comments may also be submitied by mail. Send your comments to; Council on Environmenlal Quality, 730 Jackson Place NW,
Washington, DC 20503, Attn: Docket No. CEQ-2018-0001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT!

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007361















review should only take place after the decision maker has concluded that a federal
action has the potential to significantly affect the environment.

b. Effects;

Again, the effect must be within federal jurisdiction. NEFPA does not expand federal
Jjurisdiction and an interpretation which would, for example, allow consideration of
the construction of a facility which is beyond the agency's jurisdiction would be
contrary to the clear intention that agencies’ jurisdiction should not be affected. A4
proper interpretation of this requirement would be consistent with NEPA s original
intent and would greatly simplify its application.

c. Cumulative Impact;

Effects 1o be considered in cumulative impact analysis must be subject to federal
regulatory authority. For example, if the federal government is prohibited from
restricting the export of crude oil, crude oil exports should not be the subject of
cumulative impact analysis. Cumulative effects, like other effects, must be within in
an agency's jurisdiction in order to merit consideration in the environmenial review
DFroCess.

d. Significantly;

Under the Act, the decision maker must excrcise discretion, subject to judicial
review, fo decide whether the a proposed federal action may have an effect, within
her or his agency'’s jurisdiction, which has the potential to be “significant” As noted
ahove, limitation of this requirement through improper application of the
“categorical exclusion” is inappropriate and counterproductive. The
“significantly” definition might be amended to make clear that the decision maker
retains this authority.

e. Scope;

Environmental reviews must focus precisely on the foreseeable direct and indirect
effects subject to federal regulation of the proposed federal action or reasonable
alternatives tv the federal action. Aliernatives which are noi within federal
Jjurisdiction need not be assessed. The No Federal Action alternative need not he

addressed unless the agency has discretion to take no action.

8. Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added,
and if so, which terms?

a. Alternatives;
b. Purpose and Need;
c. Reasonably Foreseeable;

d. Trivial Violation; and

4 CEQO75FY18150_



f.  Other NEPA terms.

9. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of
documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

a. Notice of Intent;
b. Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

As noted above, the “categorical exclusion” methodology is being misapplied in
many agencies (o impose additional fimits on decision makers’ discretion rather than
to provide a “safe harhor” to he velied upon by decision makers facing decisions on
close questions. It needs to be made clear that categorical exclusions do not
preclude the excrcise of agency discretion regarding the question of whether a
“major federal action” is proposed and that extensive documentation and public
comment is not requived. Otherwise the CATEX functions essentially as a redundant
environmenial assessment. The millions and perhaps billions that have heen spent by
agencies in adopting CATEX regulations will have been wasted. Finally the
exception in many agencies’ CATEX regulations jor matters involving substantial
public interest or opposition essentially defeats the purpose of CATEXs. Those
exceplions should be eliminated.

¢. Environmental Assessments;

We need to know what Environmental Assessments cost, in both federal and private
sector dollars and in project delay costs. Since nearly all EAs result in FONSIy the
cost benefit ratio of this process may be subject to question. Fortunately, the EA
process should be amenable to radical attenuation through the application of modern
technology. That potential should be explored intensively.

d. Findings of No Significant Impact;

¢. Environmental Impact Statements;

e. Records of Decision,;

As noted in the attached repori, all of these elements of the NEPA review process
have become unnecessarily complex and stylized. Digitization of the review process
will provide an opportunity to enhance clarity and predictability. CEQ must take full
advantage of that opportunity; and

f  Supplements;

The role of supplements should be clarified. There is no need for supplementation
where there is no continuing federal oversight or periodic permitting. Where there is
continued oversight or vegulatory engagement, periodic updating should be a matter

of course. Scoping and public participation requirements for supplements are likely
very different from those for original EISs and should be tailored accordingly.
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10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency
action be revised, and if so, how?

Addressing at the earliest practicable date is important and should be rigorously
enforced.  Particularly in adjudicatory proceedings, environmental documentation
should be available prior 10 finding and application to be complete, certainly prior fo
commencement of the proceeding. Anv necessary environmental review should be
integrated into the proceeding and certainly should not be a basis for reopening a
proceeding after the vecord is closed. There is no need for FEIS or ROD when a judicial
decision is issued after a trial type proceeding. Time limits for final approval should be
provided.

11. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility
and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised,
and if so, how?

Existing procedures for thivd party preparation of environmental review documents are
cumbersome, create perverse incentives and should he eliminated. Reasoned review of
applicant prepared documents should be a fully accepted protocal.

12. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA
documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

Programmatic documentation is extremely useful and should he more cffectively utilized.
It should be made clear, however, that there is not a moratorium on permit issuance
during the pendency of programmatic review and reviews should be completed within a
reasonahble time period.  Digitization and data analytics will allow continuvous input fo
programmatic review processes and would greatly improve the usefulness of this tool,

13. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA repulations relating to the appropriate range
of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and 1f so0, how?

Alternatives which are nof within the regulatory purview of the reviewing agencies
should be eliminated. Where an agency lacks authority to withhold action based on
public inferest considerations, the “no action” alternative is not available. Agency
regulations restricting consideration of “mitigation” in choosing among alternatives or
requiring selection of the “least impact” alternative should bhe examined to determine
their statutory basis.

General:
1. Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA repulations currently obsolete? If so, please
provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or

replaced.

As noted abaove, the NEPA regulations require a comprehensive overhaunl to enable full
utilization of modern technology.
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[EXTERNAL] RE: National Hydropower Association Comments
on NEPA ANOPR

From
"Jeif Leahey (NHA)" <jeff@hydro.org>

"Sensiba, Charles R." <charles.sensiba@troutrmansanders.com>, "Herrgott, Alex H.

coricee .

Date: Thu, 23 Aug 2018 10:058:44 -0400

To:

Thanks Chuck. And yes, Alex, let us know if there is any follow-up you would like to do.

From: Sensiba, Charles R. <Charles.Sensiba@troutmansanders.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 " *-~" "M

To: Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ - _
Cc: Jeff Leahey (NHA) <jeff@hyaro.org>

Subject: National Hydropower Association Comments on NEPA ANOPR

Alex,

Jeff Leahey asked that | forward you the attached comment letter, which the National
Hydropower Association filed with CEQ yesterday in response to the NEPA Advance Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking.

NHA appreciates the opportunity to comment on the ANOPR. Please |et us know if you have
any questions or wish to discuss.

Best regards,
Chuck

B wrLEArArLy § RN Y, rLEILA AR

washington, DC 20004
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This e-mail message (and any attachments) from Troutman Sanders LLP may contain legally privileged
and confidential information solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you received this message in
error, please delete the message and notify the sender. Any unauthorized reading, distribution, copying,
or other use of this message {and attachments) is strictly prohibited.
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RE: DO OUTS for August 28, 2018 NEPA Implementing
Regulations Working Group Meeting

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

To: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]
Ce: “Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ" - I
Date: Thu, 30 Aug 2018 09:02:54 -0400

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 8:58 AM

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]
Cc: Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CE( ]

Subject: RE: DO OUTS for August 28, 2U18 NEPA Implementing Regulations Working Group Meeting

From: 5zabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2012 577 DM

Tn: Rarnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ I coling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
IS ' ummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

I | oyo:, Mario A 0P/CEQ
mMancnnr, Yardena M. EQP/CEC IS - crew, Theresa L EOP/CEQ

I ey >chneider, Daniel J. EOP/! .
ktoria Z. EOP/CEC TRy . EOP/CEQ
I ~th, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ I

Le: »2apo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: DO OUTS for August 2o, «vad NEPA Implementing Regulations Working Group Meeting
WG,

As discussed in the meeting today, I will try and provide “Do Quts” for everyone in writing
by close of business of the day of our WG meeting.

For the meeting, | have the following Do Outs:

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000007344



Thank you very much. If you need additional time on your Do Quts, please let me know as
soon as possible.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
7---il on Environmental Quality

. (-5

- (Cell)
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RE: DO OUTS for August 28, 2018 NEPA Implementing
Regulations Working Group Meeting

. "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange
nom
administrative group

{fydibohf23spdlt}/cn=recipients/cn=albc62c0ab454e6ib7a1beb04b7d284a-dr'">

To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I
Cc: "Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Thu, 30 Aug 2018 08:58:00 -0400

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, August 29,207~ " =~ "M

T~e Ba-mptt, Steven W. EOP/CEQ I Boiing. Ted A. EOP/CEQ
I Crummond, Michael R. EOP/CEO
IR o oi:, Mario A. EOP/CEQ I

r, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ - I rew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ

I 5 cicer, Dariel J. EOP/CEQ I

seae. viktoria Z. EOP/CEC _ Sharp. 1nomas L. EOP/CEQ
I th, Katherine R EOP/CEQ. |
Cc: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/C I

Subject: DO QUTS for August zs, 2218 NEPA Implementing Regulations Working Group Meeting
WG,

As discussed in the meeting today, I will try and provide “Do Quts” for everyone in writing
by close of business of the day of our WG meeting.

For the meeting, | have the following Do Outs:
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Thank you very much. if you need additional time on your Do Outs, please let me know as
soon as possible,

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
Council on Environmental Quality

. (Desk)

- iCelli
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Blueprint 2025

From: “"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date; Thu, 30 Aug 2018 12:48:19 -0400

Attachments Proposed NEPA Changes 8-20-18 for filing (2).pdf {1.41 MB); Blueprint 2025.pdf
: {1.41 MB)

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, August 2? 012 503 AM

To: Baling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I V2nsoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
I ]

wamnegnns Fd; [EXTERNAL] Comment submission
Ted,

Shall we scan and post this late entry? I have a feeling they attempted to send via fedex or
similar and were tumed away due to our security protocols.

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
il on Environmental Quality

Begin forwarded message:

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

Date: August 22, 2018 at 8:51:07 AM EC™

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Comment submission

From: Marina Micic
Sent: Monday, AUBL.. cu, cuac a1 1m
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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 maiters 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 showld 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.
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review should only take place after the decision maker has concluded that a federal
action has the potential to significantly affect the environment.

b. Effects;

Again, the effect must be within federal jurisdiction. NEFPA does not expand federal
Jjurisdiction and an interpretation which would, for example, allow consideration of
the construction of a facility which is beyond the agency's jurisdiction would be
contrary to the clear intention that agencies’ jurisdiction should not be affected. A4
proper interpretation of this requirement would be consistent with NEPA s original
intent and would greatly simplify its application.

c. Cumulative Impact;

Effects 1o be considered in cumulative impact analysis must be subject to federal
regulatory authority. For example, if the federal government is prohibited from
restricting the export of crude oil, crude oil exports should not be the subject of
cumulative impact analysis. Cumulative effects, like other effects, must be within in
an agency's jurisdiction in order to merit consideration in the environmenial review
DFroCess.

d. Significantly;

Under the Act, the decision maker must excrcise discretion, subject to judicial
review, fo decide whether the a proposed federal action may have an effect, within
her or his agency'’s jurisdiction, which has the potential to be “significant” As noted
ahove, limitation of this requirement through improper application of the
“categorical exclusion” is inappropriate and counterproductive. The
“significantly” definition might be amended to make clear that the decision maker
retains this authority.

e. Scope;

Environmental reviews must focus precisely on the foreseeable direct and indirect
effects subject to federal regulation of the proposed federal action or reasonable
alternatives tv the federal action. Aliernatives which are noi within federal
Jjurisdiction need not be assessed. The No Federal Action alternative need not he

addressed unless the agency has discretion to take no action.

8. Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added,
and if so, which terms?

a. Alternatives;
b. Purpose and Need;
c. Reasonably Foreseeable;

d. Trivial Violation; and
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f.  Other NEPA terms.

9. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of
documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

a. Notice of Intent;
b. Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

As noted above, the “categorical exclusion” methodology is being misapplied in
many agencies (o impose additional fimits on decision makers’ discretion rather than
to provide a “safe harhor” to he velied upon by decision makers facing decisions on
close questions. It needs to be made clear that categorical exclusions do not
preclude the excrcise of agency discretion regarding the question of whether a
“major federal action” is proposed and that extensive documentation and public
comment is not requived. Otherwise the CATEX functions essentially as a redundant
environmenial assessment. The millions and perhaps billions that have heen spent by
agencies in adopting CATEX regulations will have been wasted. Finally the
exception in many agencies’ CATEX regulations jor matters involving substantial
public interest or opposition essentially defeats the purpose of CATEXs. Those
exceplions should be eliminated.

¢. Environmental Assessments;

We need to know what Environmental Assessments cost, in both federal and private
sector dollars and in project delay costs. Since nearly all EAs result in FONSIy the
cost benefit ratio of this process may be subject to question. Fortunately, the EA
process should be amenable to radical attenuation through the application of modern
technology. That potential should be explored intensively.

d. Findings of No Significant Impact;

¢. Environmental Impact Statements;

e. Records of Decision,;

As noted in the attached repori, all of these elements of the NEPA review process
have become unnecessarily complex and stylized. Digitization of the review process
will provide an opportunity to enhance clarity and predictability. CEQ must take full
advantage of that opportunity; and

f  Supplements;

The role of supplements should be clarified. There is no need for supplementation
where there is no continuing federal oversight or periodic permitting. Where there is
continued oversight or vegulatory engagement, periodic updating should be a matter

of course. Scoping and public participation requirements for supplements are likely
very different from those for original EISs and should be tailored accordingly.
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10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency
action be revised, and if so, how?

Addressing at the earliest practicable date is important and should be rigorously
enforced.  Particularly in adjudicatory proceedings, environmental documentation
should be available prior 10 finding and application to be complete, certainly prior fo
commencement of the proceeding. Anv necessary environmental review should be
integrated into the proceeding and certainly should not be a basis for reopening a
proceeding after the vecord is closed. There is no need for FEIS or ROD when a judicial
decision is issued after a trial type proceeding. Time limits for final approval should be
provided.

11. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility
and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised,
and if so, how?

Existing procedures for thivd party preparation of environmental review documents are
cumbersome, create perverse incentives and should he eliminated. Reasoned review of
applicant prepared documents should be a fully accepted protocal.

12. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA
documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

Programmatic documentation is extremely useful and should he more cffectively utilized.
It should be made clear, however, that there is not a moratorium on permit issuance
during the pendency of programmatic review and reviews should be completed within a
reasonahble time period.  Digitization and data analytics will allow continuvous input fo
programmatic review processes and would greatly improve the usefulness of this tool,

13. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA repulations relating to the appropriate range
of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and 1f so0, how?

Alternatives which are nof within the regulatory purview of the reviewing agencies
should be eliminated. Where an agency lacks authority to withhold action based on
public inferest considerations, the “no action” alternative is not available. Agency
regulations restricting consideration of “mitigation” in choosing among alternatives or
requiring selection of the “least impact” alternative should bhe examined to determine
their statutory basis.

General:
1. Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA repulations currently obsolete? If so, please
provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or

replaced.

As noted abaove, the NEPA regulations require a comprehensive overhaunl to enable full
utilization of modern technology.
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review should only take place after the decision maker has concluded that a federal
action has the potential to significantly affect the environment.

b. Effects;

Again, the effect must be within federal jurisdiction. NEFPA does not expand federal
Jjurisdiction and an interpretation which would, for example, allow consideration of
the construction of a facility which is beyond the agency's jurisdiction would be
contrary to the clear intention that agencies’ jurisdiction should not be affected. A4
proper interpretation of this requirement would be consistent with NEPA s original
intent and would greatly simplify its application.

c. Cumulative Impact;

Effects 1o be considered in cumulative impact analysis must be subject to federal
regulatory authority. For example, if the federal government is prohibited from
restricting the export of crude oil, crude oil exports should not be the subject of
cumulative impact analysis. Cumulative effects, like other effects, must be within in
an agency's jurisdiction in order to merit consideration in the environmenial review
DFroCess.

d. Significantly;

Under the Act, the decision maker must excrcise discretion, subject to judicial
review, fo decide whether the a proposed federal action may have an effect, within
her or his agency'’s jurisdiction, which has the potential to be “significant” As noted
ahove, limitation of this requirement through improper application of the
“categorical exclusion” is inappropriate and counterproductive. The
“significantly” definition might be amended to make clear that the decision maker
retains this authority.

e. Scope;

Environmental reviews must focus precisely on the foreseeable direct and indirect
effects subject to federal regulation of the proposed federal action or reasonable
alternatives tv the federal action. Aliernatives which are noi within federal
Jjurisdiction need not be assessed. The No Federal Action alternative need not he

addressed unless the agency has discretion to take no action.

8. Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added,
and if so, which terms?

a. Alternatives;
b. Purpose and Need;
c. Reasonably Foreseeable;

d. Trivial Violation; and
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f.  Other NEPA terms.

9. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of
documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

a. Notice of Intent;
b. Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

As noted above, the “categorical exclusion” methodology is being misapplied in
many agencies (o impose additional fimits on decision makers’ discretion rather than
to provide a “safe harbor” to he velied upon by decision makers facing decisions on
close gquestions. It needs to be made clear that categorical exclusions do not
preclude the excrcise of agency discretion regarding the question of whether a
“major federal action” is proposed and that extensive documentation and public
comment is not required. Otherwise the CATEX functions essentially as a redundant
environmenial assessment. The millions and perhaps hillions that have heen spent by
agencies in adopting CATEX regulations will have been wasted. Finally the
exception in many agencies’ CATEX regulations jor matters involving substantial
public interest or opposition essentially defeats the purpose of CATEXs. Those
exceplions should be eliminated.

¢. Environmental Assessments;

We need to know what Environmental Assessments cost, in both federal and private
sector dollars and in project delay costs. Since nearly all EAs result in FONSIy the
cost benefit ratio of this process may be suhject to question. Fortunately, the EA
process should be amenable to radical attenuation through the application of modern
technology. That potential should be explored intensively.

d. Findings of No Significant Impact;

¢. Environmental Impact Statements;

e. Records of Decision;

As noted in the attached report, all of these elements of the NEPA review process
have become unnecessarily complex and stylized. Digitization of the review process
will provide an opportunity to enhance clarity and predictability. CEQ must take full
advantage of that apportunity; and

f  Supplements;

The role of supplements should be clarified. There is no need for supplementation
where there is no continuing federal oversight or periodic permitting. Where there is
continued oversight or vegulatory engagement, periodic updating should be a matter

of course. Scoping and public participation requirements for supplements are likely
very different from those for original EISs and should be tailored accordingly.
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10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency
action be revised, and if so, how?

Addressing at the earliest practicable date is important and should be rigorously
enforced.  Particularly in adjudicatory proceedings, environmental documentation
should be available prior 10 finding and application to be complete, certainly prior fo
commencement of the proceeding. Anv necessary environmental review should be
integrated into the proceeding and certainly should not be a basis for reopening a
proceeding after the vecord is closed. There is no need for FEIS or ROD when a judicial
decision is issued after a trial type proceeding. Time limits for final approval should be
provided.

11. Should the provisions in CE(Q’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility
and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised,
and if so, how?

Existing procedures for thivd party preparation of environmental review documents are
cumbersome, create perverse incentives and should he eliminated. Reasoned review of
applicant prepared documents should be a fully accepted protocal.

12. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA
documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

Programmatic documentation is extremely useful and should he more cffectively utilized.
It should be made clear, however, that there is not a moratorium on permit issuance
during the pendency of programmatic review and reviews should be completed within a
reasonahble time period.  Digitization and data analytics will allow continuvous input fo
programmatic review processes and would greatly improve the usefulness of this tool,

13. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA repulations relating to the appropriate range
of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and 1f so, how?

Alternatives which are nof within the regulatory purview of the reviewing agencies
should be eliminated. Where an agency lacks authority to withhold action based on
public inferest considerations, the “no action” alternative is not available. Agency
regulations restricting consideration of “mitigation” in choosing among alternatives or
requiring selection of the “least impact” alternative should be examined to determine
their statutory basis.

General:
1. Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA repulations currently obsolete? If so, please
provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or

replaced.

As noted abaove, the NEPA regulations require a comprehensive overhaunl to enable full
utilization of modern technology.
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SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF
GAME, FISH AND PARKS

523 EAST CAPITOL AVENUE | PIERRE, 5D 57501

August 21, 2018

Edward A. Boling

Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality
730 Jackson Place, NW
Washington, DC 20503

Re: Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
e-mail Subject: Docket (D number CEQ-2018-0001
e-mail: Portal though htpps://www regulations.gov

Dear Mr. Boling,

The South Daketa Department of Game, Fish and Parks (SDGFP) submits comments on the above-
referenced matter. We abprecia_te the oppartunity to respond to the Council on Environmental Quality’s
{CEQ) 18 guestions and proposal to review the National Environmental Policy Act's {NEPA) procedural
provisions. CEQY's intent is to review NEPA and identify if any changes may be needed to update and
clarify regulations.

Our participation in environmental review of federal documents through National Environmental Policy
Act {NEPA} is critical to our State’s outdoor heritage, trust resources, and our citizens, If CEQ elects to
streamiine NEPA, we advocate that requirements for effects analyses on natural resources and
processes remain accurate and robust through mandatory use of local and applicable science. In
general, States have broad trustee and management authority of fish and wildlife within their borders,
including species which occur on federal lands. Therefore, our relationship with federal agencies subject
to NEPA is centrai to ensure that projects consider all impacts to wildlife, fisheries, and the ecotogical
services they provide to our citizens.

Please continue to send future correspondence ta the SDGFP.
Sincerely,

Kelly R. Hepler
Cabinet Secretary

605.773.3718 | GFP.SD.GOV
WILDINFO@STATESD.US | PARKINFO@STATESD.US

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000008325



South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks
Responses are Enumerated Identical to CEQ’s questions

NEPA is an essential public input process, which influences environmental management of our nation’s
treasured resources. NEPA is the foundation for environmental review, which requires transparency to
the citizens of this country. NEPA should be afforded every opportunity to survive either as it is, or have
thoughtful revisions, which do not weaken NEPA’s intent. Federal agencies interpret and apply NEPA
differently. Courts add another level of interpretations. The SDGFP has considerable experience
reviewing federal agency NEPA but CEQ's questions will be interpreted by us according to the NEPA with
we are most familiar: USDH Fish and Wildhfe Service and Bureau of Land Management, or USDA Forest
Service.

SDGFP struggled to provide useful, insightful responses to the CEQ guestions. The results are that we
cannot provide the types of responses we prefer. it is the SDGFP’'s opinion that some CEQ's guestions
may not lead o rigorous, methodical analyses of the current NEPA process. Therefore, we are
concerned that CEQ's assessment may not accurately portray how publics understand and engage in
NEPA. For example, we found both ieading and ambiguous guestions. Terminology is central to
understanding and participating m the NEPA process and vet terms were not defined within the notice.
Some Federal agency's interpretation of NEPA has resulted in a culture of putting an excessive burden
on the public to research regulations and interpret terminology. Environmental review can become over
whelming for publics. The irony, in our opinion, is that this same culture of assuming publics know these
critical details is prevalent within this scoping notice.

It would have been useful to commenters if CEQ had included term definitions and corresponding 40
CFR 1500+ and other regulations within this notice. NEPA documents offer a strategy of how projects
will be assessed. This notice should also inform publics how inquiries will be assessed and the possibie
thresholds which could trigger change. Therefore, we kindly suggest that CEQ re-scope questions and
provide the missing information.

NEPA Process

1. Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised ta ensure that enviranmental reviews and authorization
decisions involving multiple agencies are canducted in o manner that is concurrent, synchronized, timely,
and efficient, ond if sa, how?

We assume this guestion implies multipie federal agencies, which have a single NEFA document due to
overtapping federal jurisdictions. The multiple federal agency NEPA proposals we have reviewed have
not been at issue.

2. Should CEQY's NEPA reguiations be revised ta maoke the NEPA process more efficient by better
facilitating age ncy use of environmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in earlier Federal,
State, tribal or local environmental reviews or autharization decisians, and if sa, how?

One definition of efficiency includes operations as measured by a comparison of production with costs
such as energy, time, personnel, and budgets. Efficiency is about the best possible use of resources.
Efficiency is also a level of performance that employs the {east amount of input to achieve the highest
amount of output. Please describe how CEQ is defines efficiency and the metrics to be measured.
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A citation to this regulation would have been helpful. Having none, SDGFP opines that NEPA regulations
ahsolutely should not demand page length. NEPA should not be reduced to subjective page length,
rather held to a standard of substantive content. Some topics require little coverage while athers, such
as effects analysis on endangered species, climate change, water, and air could be gquite detailed, as
they should be. Science should not be abbreviated. CEQ shouid entrust the NEPA preparers to write a
concise and thorough decument. Some topics are controversial and ta shorten the information, could
lead to unnecessary objections and court litigation, which again, can be unnecessary and inefficient.

Clarification is needed by CEQ to define “time limits for completion”. if this is related to public
commenting periods, these should absolutely not be shortened but lengthened. If this is related to
timing between public commenting periods and the federal agency's preparation timing, again, no. We
witness the extreme pressure on federal employees to conduct day-to-day tasks, which include
implementation of previously approved NEPA projects as well as preparation of new NEPA, Withoui
additionai personnel and sufficient budgets, federal agencies are under pressure to implement NEPA-
approved projects or plans while preparing new NEPA, Federal agencies should have the discretion and
be trusted to determine how much time is needed for NEPA within current CEQ guidelines. In addition, if
cooperators are not forthcoming in their agreed-upon deliverables, it wiil jeopardize exceeding CEQ
imposed deadlines. Until CEQ provides clarification on this question, we reserve additional comments.

5. Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to provide greater clarity to ensure NEPA documents better
focus on significont issues thot are refevant ond useful to decisian--makers and the public, and if so,
haw?

Clarification: define “significant issues”. Under CEQ regulation, significance is determined through NEPA
identification teams using specific issue identification processes. Therefore, “significant issues”
terminology is defined much differently than the average public’s definition. CEQ’s definition should be
within this question and not left open to interpretation. Until it is defined in this potential rule revision,
we reserve additional comments.

Suggested revised CEQ regulations: How federal identification teams determine significance is often
shortsighted to only considering federal processes and procedures, an incompiete picture of the
environment and social values. By collaborating with non-federal cooperators an NEPA projects and
planning, holistic perspectives are gained. :

6. Should the provisions in CEQY's NEPA regulations refoting to public involvement be revised to be more
inclusive and efficient, and if so, how?

See aur previous comments and responses to questions 7-9.

7 — 9. Questions on key terms and documents used in NEPA,

CEQ shou'd revise and re-scope this notice. CEQ requires NEPA documents to be forthcoming and
transparent which are achieved, in part, by including glossaries and exptanations of certain terms. It is
unnecessarily burdensome for publics, and inefficient, to research the 16 terms and uses in guestions 7-
9. We reserve comment until such time CEQ provides current definitions and uses.

10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulatians relating to the timing of agency action be revised,
and if so, how?
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Biased alternatives do not accurately consider an expanse of mitigation, design measures, or holistic
public input. Two alternatives should be eliminated in favor of at least three.

General
14. Are any provisions of the CEQ's NEPA requiations currently absolete? If so, please provide specific
recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, ar replaced,

Unknown at this time.

15. Which provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations con be updoted to refiect new technologies thot can
be used to make the process more efficient?

MEPA mailing lists should be a standard, shared database within a federal agency rather than each
reglonal office having its own list with selected recipients. Discrete mailing lists inadvertently have
omissions and proper public scoping is absent. Secondly, with land ownership datahbases availabie for
maost counties, federal agencies should be required to notify adjacent landowners to the best of their
abllity rather than rely on publications in the Federal Register or authorized newspaper.

16. Are there additionol woys CEQ's NEPA regulations should be revised to pramote coordination of
environmental review and guthorization decisions, such as combining NEPA analysis and other decision
documents, and if so, how?

Clarification is needed as to “combining NEPA anaiysis and other decision documents”. Examples of
“other decision documents” would be heipful. NEPA’s intent is not to regurgitate existing, viable
decisions, laws and regulations but rather tier to those decisions. Previous NEPA decisions are
presumably already incorporated into new NEPA documents through connected actions and cumulative
effects analyses.

17. Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised ta imprave the efficiency ond
effectiveness of the implementation of NEPA, and if sa, how?

Continued use of “efficiency” implies NEPA is in fact, inefficient, Again, what metrics are implied with
this terminology? The question as to “what do you believe is working accurately with NEPA" could have
also been asked by CEQ.

In SDGFP's experience, the federal agencies are overly concerned with process rather than content due
to years of NEPA litigation. Our participation on federal projects bas demonstrated that Federa! agencies
concentrate more on avoiding litigation by adhering to a stringent, methodical NEPA matrix, rather than
caontent accuracy. Unfortunately, we find that process is the driver in NEPA, and accurate, relevant
science is often sidelined. Courts interpretations of laws can be result in decisions which are still
contrary to the science hehind the project. There should be an avenue for science considerations as well
as pracess.

18. Are there ways in which the role of tribaf governments in the NEPA process should be dlarified in
CEQ’s NEPA regulations, and if so, how? Mo comment.
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SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF
GAME, FISH AND PARKS

523 EAST CAPITOL AVENUE | PIERRE, 5D 57501

August 21, 2018

Edward A. Boling

Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality
730 Jackson Place, NW
Washington, DC 20503

Re: Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
e-mail Subject: Docket (D number CEQ-2018-0041
e-mail: Portal though htpps://www regulations.gov

Dear Mr. Boling,

The South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks (SDGFP) submits comments on the above-
referenced matter. We abprecia_te the opportunity to respond to the Council on Environmental Quality’s
{CEQ) 18 guestions and proposal to review the National Environmental Policy Act’s (NEPA) procedural
provisions. CEQY's intent is to review NEPA and identify if any changes may be needed to update and
clarify regulations.

Our participation in environmental review of federal documents through National Environmental Policy
Act {NEPA) is critical to our State’s outdoor heritage, trust resources, and our citizens, If CEQ elects to
streamiine NEPA, we advocate that requirements for effects analyses on natural resources and
processes remain accurate and robust through mandatory use of local and applicable science. In
general, States have broad trustee and management authority of fish and wildlife within their borders,
including species which occur on federal lands. Tharefore, our relationship with federal agencies subject
to NEPA is central to ensure that projects consider all impacts to wildlife, fisheries, and the ecotogical
services they provide to aur citizens.

Please continue to send future correspondence to the SDGFP.
Sincerely,

Kelly R. Hepler
Cabinet Secretary

605.773.3718 | GFP.SD.GOV
WILDINFORSTATESDUS | PARKINFO@STATESDUS
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South Dakota Department of Game, Fish and Parks
Responses are Enumerated Identical to CEQ’s guestions

NEPA is an essential public input process, which influences environmental management of our nation’s
treasured resources. NEPA is the foundation for environmental review, which requires tranpsparency to
the citizens of this country. NEPA shouid be afforded every opportunity to survive either as it is, or have
thoughtful revisions, which do not weaken NEPA's intent. Federal agencies interpret and apply NEPA
differently. Courts add another level of interpretations. The SDGFP has considerable experience
reviewing federal agency NEPA but CEQ's questions will be interpreted by us according to the NEPA with
we are most familiar: USDH Fish and Wiidlife Service and Bureau of Land Management, or USDA Forest
Service. .

SDGFP struggled to provide useful, insightful responses to the CEQ questions. The results are that we
cannot provide the types of responses we prefer. it is the SDGFP’s opinion that some CEQ's questions
may not lead to rigorous, methodical analyses of the current NEPA process. Therefore, we are
concerned that CEQ's assessment may not accurately portray how publics understand and engage in
NEPA. For example, we found both ieading and ambiguous guestions. Terminology is central to
understanding and participating in the NEPA process and yet terms were not defined within the notice.
Some Federal agency's interpretation of NEPA has resulted in a culture of putting an excessive burden
on the public to research regulations and interpret terminology. Environmental review can become over
whelming for publics. The irony, in our opinion, is that this same culture of assuming publics know these
critical details is prevalent within this scoping notice.

It would have been useful to commenters if CEQ had included term definitions and corresponding 40

CFR 1500+ and other regulations within this notice. NEPA documents offer a strategy of how projects

will be assessed. This notice should also inform publics how inquiries wili be assessed and the possible
thresholds which could trigger change. Therefore, we kindly suggest that CEQ re-scope questions and

provide the missing information.

NEFA Process

1. Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure that environmental reviews and authorization
decisions involving multiple agencies are canducted in a manner that is cancurrent, synchronized, timely,
and efficient, and if so, how?

We assume this question implies multipie federal agencies, which have a single NEPA document due to
overfapping federal jurisdictions. The multiple federal agency NEPA proposals we have reviewed have
not been at issue.

2. Should CEQY's NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient by better
facilitating agency use af environmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in earlier Federal,
State, tribal or local enviranmental reviews or authorization decisions, and if so, how?

One definition of efficiency includes operations as measured by a comparison of production with costs
such as energy, time, personnel, and budgets. Efficiency is about the best possible use of resources.
Efficiency is also a level of performance that employs the {east amount of input to achieve the highest
amount of output. Please describe how CEQ is defines efficiency and the metrics to be measured.
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A citation to this regulation would have been helpful. Having none, SDGFP opines that NEPA regulations
ahsolutely should not demand page length. NEPA should not be reduced to subjective page length,
rather held to a standard of substantive content. Some topics require littte coverage while others, such
as effects analysis on endangered species, climate change, water, and air could be quite detarled, as
they shouid be. Science should not be abbreviated. CEQ should entrust the NEPA preparers to write a
concise and thorough document. Some topics are controversial and to shorten the information, could
lead to unnecessary objections and court litigation, which again, can be unnecessary and inefficient.

Clarification is needed by CEQ to define “time /imits for completion”. if this is related to public
commenting periods, these should absolutely not be shortened but lengthened. If this is related to
timing between public commenting periods and the federal agency's preparation timing, again, no. We
witness the extreme pressure on federal employees to conduct day-to-day tasks, which include
implementation of previously approved NEPA projects as well as preparation of new NEPA, Without
additionai personnet and sufficient budgets, federal agencies are under pressure to implement NEPA-
approved projects or plans while preparing new NEPA, Federal agencies should have the discretion and
be trusted to determine how much time is needed for NEPA within current CEQ guidelines. [n addition, if
cooperators are not forthcoming in their agreed-upon deliverables, it will jeopardize exceeding CEQ
imposed deadlines. Until CEQ provides clarification on this question, we reserve additional comments.

5. Should CEQ’s NEPA reguiations be revised toa provide greater clarity to ensure NEPA documents better
focus on significant issues that are refevant ond useful to decision--makers and the public, and if so,
how?

Clarification: define “significant issues”. Under CEQ regulation, significance is determined through NEPA
identification teams using specific issue identification processes. Therefore, “significant issues”
terminology is defined much differently than the average public’s definition. CEQ’s definition should be
within this question and not left open to interpretation. Until it is defined in this potential rule revision,
we reserve additional comments.

Suggested revised CEQ regulations: How federal identification teams determine significance is often
shortsighted to only considering federal processes and procedures, an incomplete picture of the
environment and social values. By collahorating with non-federal cooperators on NEPA projects and
planning, holistic perspectives are gained. :

6. Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulotions reloting to public involvement be revised to be more
inclusive ond efficient, ond if so, how?

See our previous comments and responses to questions 7-9.

7 — 9. Questions on key terms and documents used in NEPA,

CEQ should revise and re-scope this notice. CEQ requires NEPA documents to be forthcoming and
transparent which are achieved, in part, by including glossaries and expianations of certain terms. It is
unnecessarily burdensome for publics, and inefficient, to research the 16 terms and uses in questions 7-
9, We reserve comment until such time CEQ provides current definitions and uses.

10. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency action be revised,
and if so, how?
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Biased alternatives do not accurately consider an expanse of mitigation, design measures, or holistic
public input. Two alternatives should be eliminated in favor of at least three.

Generol
14, Are any provisions of the CEQ's NEPA requlations currently obsolete? If so, please provide specific
recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or replaced.

Unknown at this time.

15. Which provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations can be updated ta refiect new technalogies thaot can
be used to make the process more efficient?

MEPA mailing lists should be a standard, shared database within a federal agency rather than each
regional office having its own list with selected recipients. Discrete mailing lists inadvertently have
omissions and proper public scoping is absent. Secondly, with land ownership databases available for
most counties, federal agencies shouild be required to notify adjacent landowners to the best of their
ability rather than rely on publications in the Federal Register or authorized newspaper.

16. Are there odditional ways CEQ's NEPA regulotions should be revised to promote coordination of
enviranmental review and authorization decisions, such as combining NEPA analysis and ather decision
docurnents, and if so, how?

Clarification is needed as to “combining NEPA analysis and other decision documents”. Examples of
“ather decision documents” would be heipful. NEPA's intent is not to regurgitate existing, viable
decisions, laws and regulations but rather tier to those decisions. Previous NEPA decisions are
presumably already incorporated into new NEPA documents through connected actions and cumulative
effects analyses.

17. Are there additiono! woys CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to improve the efficiency and
effectiveness of the implementotion of NEPA, and if so, how?

Continued use of “efficiency” implies NEPA is in fact, inefficient, Again, what metrics are implied with
this terminology? The, question as to “what do you believe is working accurately with NEPA" could have
also been asked by CEQ.

In SDGFP’s experience, the federal agencies are overly concerned with process rather than content due
to years of NEPA litigation. Our participation on federal projects has demonstrated that Federal agencies
concentrate more on avoiding litigation by adhering to a stringent, methodical NEPA matrix, rather than
content accuracy. Unfortunately, we find that process is the driver in NEPA, and accurate, relevant
science is often sidelined. Courts interpretations of laws can be result in decisions which are still
conirary to the science hehind the project. There should be an avenue for science considerations as well
as process.

18, Are there ways in which the rofe of tribal governments in the NEPA process should be darified in
CEQ’s NEPA regulations, and if so, how? No comment.
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RE: Draft background for NPRM

From: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
To: “Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date; Tue, 04 Sep 2018 13:22:21 -0400

Attachments FR Document Drafting Handbook May 2018.pdf (2.94 MB); DOE NOPR Jan 3,
2011.pdf (280.79 kB)

From: Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2018 1-n7 DA
To: Mansoor, Yardena M, EOP/CEQ
Subject: RE: Draft background for Nr v

(14 - -
The points made in your
AULNOTITY Paragrapn are aireaay in e wext

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuescay, September 4, 2018 12:59 PM

To: Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEC ]

Subject: RE: Draft background tor NPRM
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From: Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2018 °~ “~ ="

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I
Subject: RE: Draft background for NPRM

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Tuesday, September 4, =~~~ "~ ==~ *

To: Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEC ]

Cec: Drummond, Michael R. £C I Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
R

vy Draft background for NPRM

Here is the draft responding to the task list item due today, for your review.

Some notes:
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Yardena Mansoor
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality

. I
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RE: Can you fill this out for tomorrow?

From: "Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQY ]
To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date: Wed, 05 Sep 2018 17:52:38 -0400

Attachments: Draft Agenda 09062018.docx (15.72 kB)

--—0riginal Mcssage-—-

From: Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Wednesday, September 5, 201R 306 PM

To; Bamett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ- ]

Subject: Can you fill this out for (o

Thanks and lel me know il you have any questions,
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INTERNAL USE ONLY — DO NOT DISSEMINATE — DELIBERATIVE

CEQ’s NEPA Implementing Regulations Working Group
AGENDA
September 6, 2018, 1:00 — 2:00PM

. NEPA Background-History Discussion—Ted Boling, Mario Loyola (presenting), Working
Group (discussion)—30 minutes

. Initial Review of Priority List of Issues—Working Group—15 minutes
a. Determine Issues to Address in Next Week’s Discussion

. Brief Update on ANPRM Comments—Aaron Szabo—S5 minutes

. Discuss Highlights from Representative ANPRM Comments—W orking Group—10 minutes
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RE: Updated Version of Spring Agenda

From: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" I
"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ' I cumayr, Mary B.
To: EOP/CEQ": I o'ino, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
e
Date; Mon, 05 Mar 2018 11:32:24 -0500
Attachments

CEQ Unified Agenda Entries--Spring 2018 vzs edit.docx (27.61 kB}

From: 5zabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Monday, March 5, 2018 10:59 AM

T~ Menayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ I Scale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
I, :o'n¢, Ted A. EOP/CEC I

supject: Updated Version of Spring Agenda
All,

Please find attached for an updated version that takes into account the comments from
earlier this morning.

Please leL me know if you have any additional comments.
Thank you very much.

Aaron L. Szabo
Senior Counsel
7= il on Environmental Quality
(Desk)

(Cell)
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RE: Revised ANPR

From: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" I
I ‘Neumayr, Mary B.

"Loycla, Maric A, EOP/CEQ

EOP/CEQ"- I 5oiino. Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
To: el ''Szato. Aaron L. EOP/CEQ"
I s ith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
I
Date: Thu, 28 Mar 2018 11:15:57 -0400

Attachments
FR Notice for ANPRM - 3-28-2018 VZS edits.DOCX (52.684 kB)

From: Loyola, Maric A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 2:25 PM

-~ *'-mayr, Mary B. EOP/CEC ., Sc:le, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
B ... TeiA cob/cec I b

Aaron L EOP/CEQ I 5 ith, Kathenine R. EOP/CEQ
e

. Revised ANPR

— - —-

Dear friends — Please see attached a clean revised draft reflecting all changes so
far. Please review and get back to me with any further suggested changes. Thank

|||| LC
=)
=
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Mario Loyola
Associate Director, Regulatory Reform
White House Council on Environmental Quality

©) B | () ]

2 CEQO75FY18150_ 249



CEQO75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_




CEQQ75FY18150_




CEQQ75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_000008550




FW: EO 12866 Review of CEQ NEPA Procedural Provisions

Prerule [ comment: ___ I

From: "Whiteman, Chad 5. EOP/OMB! ]

“Szaba, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I Eoing. Ted A

EOP/CEQ" I Orunmond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”
I conett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ”
I shap, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ”

To:

I Lcyoia. Mario AL EOP/CEQ"

I Gionoux, Caroline M. EOP/CEQ (Intern)*

I ith, Katherine R. EQP/CEQ"

I
Date: Mon, 21 May 2018 10:26:54 -0400
Attachments

Docket Number CEQ-2018-0001.docx (18.49 kB)
] ]
]
I

O]
]
I
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Fwd: CEQ ANPRM

"schneider, Daniel J. EQOP/CEQ" <“/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange
From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=7 057634 1fcb44ab780c5f4d1ca218647-sc">

To: “Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ' I
Date; Thu, 14 Jun 2018 17:24:41 -0400

Attachments
Draft FINAL ANPRM Fact Sheet 6-15-18.docx (19.82 kB)

Scnt from my iPhonc

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP, ]
Date: June 14, 2018 at 5:15:15 Ph

To: "Love, Kelly A. EOP/WHO"

Ce: "Diilo, Jessica E. EOP/YWHO'

Subject: CEQ ANPRM

FYI - Tomorrow, we're planning on posting the attached fact sheet on our NEPA Advanced Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking to the CEQ page of the website. In this ANPRM, we’re proposing a series of 20
questions for public comment on the NEPA process and the scope of NEPA review in an effort to
solicit feedback on any potential future revisions to NEPA. Over the last four decades, CEQ has issued
numerous guidance documents but has only substantially amended its regulations once. This ANPRM
is part of our list of actions under E.O. 13807 to modernize the federal environmental review and
authorization process. | don’t foresee this generating much attention in that it’s just an ANPRM but
we may hear from EE News or another publication who pays particular attention to issues like this.

Let me know if you have any questions.
Dan

Dan Schneider

Associate Director for Communications

Council on Environmental Quality
Fxecutive OFfice of the President
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Council on Environmental Quality Requests Public Comment on Potential Revisions to Update

Or

National Environment Policy Act Regulations

2018, the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) submitted an Advance Notice of

Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) titled “Update to the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural

Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act” to the Federal Register for publication and

public comment.

Background:

On August 15, 2017, President Trump issuec which directed CEQ to
develop an initial list of actions it would take to enhance and modernize the Federal
environmental review and authorization process.

In it published in the Federal Register on September 14, 2017, CEQ
stated that it intended to review its 1978 regulations implementing the procedural requirements
of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) in order to identify potential updates and
clarifications to those regulations.

Over the past four decades, CEQ has issued numerous guidance documents but has amended its
NEPA regulations substantively only once in 1986. Given the length of time since those
regulations were issued, CEQ has determined it appropriate to solicit public comment on

potential revisions to update the regulations.

Request for Public Comment:

CEQ requests comment on potential revisions to update and clarify CEQ’s NEPA regulations.
Comments should be submitted on or before 30 days after the date of publication in the Federal
Register. To comment, go tc ind follow the online instructions for
submitting comments to Docket ID No. CEQ-2018-0001.

Through a series of 20 questions, CEQ is requesting comments on provisions of the regulations

related to the NEPA process and the scope of NEPA review.

Next Steps:

Following the conclusion of the public comment period, CEQ will review the comments before

taking any potential further action.

1 CEQO075FY18150_
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FW: FR 2018-13246_1644312 redline edit

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

From: group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eaebh047i871428b9b46baiBafd1176a-bo">
To: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Fri, 15 Jun 2018 13:58:23 -0400

Attachments

FR 2018-13246_1644312 redline edit.docx {(47.66 kB)

From: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Friday, June 15, 2018 1:34 ™*~

Tas Manmayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ I 5::ho. Aaron L EOP/CEQ
R
wue vuini g, Ted A, EOP/CEQ _

Subject: FR 2018-13246_16.. ._ __ . _dline edit

Mary and Aaron,

.
-
N
I

Thank you,

Viktoria
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FR 2018-13246_1644312 redline edit

From: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" I
I, S zabo, Aaron L.

"Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" -

To: eorcee .

Ce: “Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Fri, 15 Jun 2018 13:33:59 -0400

Attachments

FR 20168-13246_1644312 redline edit.docx (47.66 kB)

Mary and Aaron,
.

Thank you,

Viktoria
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From
"Carter, Marian (CONTRY)" <marian.carter@hqg.doe.gov>

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

"Alexander, Lillian" <iillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"

I Diumimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
I '~ cams, John (AU) (CONTR)"

<john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

Co:

Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 13:56:27 -0400

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

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 1:53 PM
To: Carter, Marian [CONTR) <Marian.Carter@hg.doe.gov>
r~ Alavander, Lillian <Lillian.Alexander@hq.doe.gov>; Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ

I O ummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ,

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000008846












Fwd: Draft Herrgott Testimony

“Hemgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organizationfou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=45656107f8dc4dc18bb681d14e44c8e9-he">

To: “Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ' ]

Date: Mon, 18 Jun 2018 20:37:58 -0400

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

Take a look at this one
Sent from my iPhonc

Begin ferwarded message:

From: "Barnetlt, Steven W. BOP/( ]

Date: June 18, 2018 a1 5:44:49 Ph

To: "Herrgotl. Alex H. EOP/CEQ'

Ce: "Drumi -~ * *“:hael R. EOP "Vandepri[l, Scotl F.
PN Isterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ"

sunject: Draft Herrgott Testimony

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

Steven

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000009205



CEQQ75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_000009206




CEQQ75FY18150_




CEQO75FY18150_000009206




CEQQ75FY18150_000009207




CEQO75FY18150_000009207




CEQO75FY18150_000009207




CEQQ75FY18150_000009207




FW: Draft Herrgott Testimony re 6.27 Senate Roundtable

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

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=2e9fa2193939482 1b946485a80c4cbde-ba">
To: “Sharp, Thomas L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date; Tue, 19 Jun 2018 10:44:21 -0400
Attachments

Hermrgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DOCX (28.39 kB)

From: Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 10:19 AM

To: Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ ]

Ce: Drummond Michael R. EOP/( I S hneider, Daniel J.

EOP/CEQ I Pciticrew, Theresa L EOP/CEQ
R \arccrif, Scott F. EOP/CEQ.

Harrontt, Alex H. EOP/CEC I (<rorhues, Marlys A, EOP/CEQ
N el 5oling, Ted A EOP/CE.

+ wwene, Michael A, EOP/CEC =

Subject: Draft Herrgott Testiwiy = 6.27 Senate Roundtable
All:
Please find attached a clean copy of Alex’s draft testimony for the Senate roundtable.

Dan and Theresa: please take a quick look before we finalize this for Mary in the next 30 minutes or so
{sorry!). Let me know if you have any other edits.

Best,

Steven
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Draft Herrgott Testimony

From: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQF I

"Barnett, Steven W. EOP/CEQ" I \cumayr, Mary
R FNBICEQ I Fctticrew. Theresa L. EOP/CEQ”

Cc: I Horoott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ”
I S mith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
______________

Date: Tue, 18 Jun 2018 17:10:07 -0400

Attachments Herrgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DS V2 CLEAN.DOCX {29.55 kBj);
Herrgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DS V2.DOCX (33.64 kB)

All — attached are both clean and marked up versions of Alex's statement that reflects Mary, Theresa,
and |'s edits. Please coordinate with FPISC in sending over the statements simuitaneously.

Let me know if you have any questions,
Dan

Dan Schneider

Associate Director for Communications

Council on Environmental Quality
Executive Office of the President
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Herrgott- 6/27 Roundtable

"Smith, Katherine R. EQP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=e45de0bbb5cade87adc4528ec12a7b03-sm">

To: “Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2018 12:09:58 -0400

Attachments Alexander Herrgott--Bio.docx {14.06 kB); Herrgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable
Senate FINAL.DOCX (28.67 kB)
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From
"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
T "Adams, John {AU)} (CONTR)" <jochn.adams@hq.doe.gov>, "Carter, Marian {CONTR)"
o:
<marian.carter@hqg.doe.gov>
"Alexander, Lillian" <lillian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
Ce: I Dummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"

Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2018 16:12:06 -0400

From: Adams, John {AU) (CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 4:07 PM

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I C:rter, Marian (CONTR)
<Marian.Carter@hq.doe.gov>

Ce: Alexander, Lillian <Lillian.Alexander@hq.doe.gov>; Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQt

I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov
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RE: Draft Herrgott Testimony

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

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

Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>, "Hemgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ"

I F-tiiorew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"
I C:-inctt, Steven W. EOP/CEQ"
I Oummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”

Ce: I ~mber Levofsky - Y
<amper.levofsky@gsa.gov>. Janet Pileeger - Y <janet.pfleeger@ipisc.gov>, "Smith,
Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" I Kavita Vaidyanathan -
AY-DETAILEE <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>, “Schneider, Daniet J. EOP/CEQ"
I
Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 17:46:35 -0400
Attachments

Herrgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL_6.20.00CX (28.14 kB)

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ,

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 4:47 PM

- :la Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>; Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ
]

Ce: Karen Hanley - Y <karen_hanley@gsa.gov>; Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ
I P-tticrew, Theresa L EOP/CT ™
I - <, Steven W. EOP/CEQ.

Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ I -~ ber Levofsky - Y

levofsky@gsa.gov>; Janew rueeger - ¥ <janet.pfleeger@fpisc.gov>; Smith, Katherine R, EOP/CEQ.

I <2 ita Vaidyanathan - AY-DETAILEE <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>
Subject: RE: Draft Herrgott Testimony

From: Angela Colamaria - Y-D <angela.colamaria@fpisc.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 4:39 PM
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Re: Draft Herrgott Testimony

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

To: "Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEQ" ]

Karen Hanley - Y <karen.hanley@gsa.gov>, "Hemrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ"
I F-tiicrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ”
I c:-nctt, Steven W. EOP/CEQ"
I Oiummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ”

Cc: I b Levorsky - Y

<amper levofsky@gsa.gov>. Janet Plleeaer - Y <janet.pfleeger@fpisc.gov>,

"Schneider, Daniel J. EC I Snith,

Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" I K-ita Vaidyanathan -

AY-DETAILEE <kavita.vaidyanathan@gsa.gov>

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 16:38:30 -0400

Attachments Herrgott Testimony 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DS V2 CLEAN (3) AFC EDITS 6-
20-18.DOCX {35.83 kB)

Adding Katherine, Kavita, and Dan to this chain as they were on the other email chain re my written statement. Feel
free to ignore if not relevant to you!

On Wed, Jun 20, 2018 at 4:32 PM, Angela Colamaria - Y-D wWrote:
All here are my quick comiments on Alex's testimony, In toe mierest of ume, L @ani review the "agency action”
section,

I will be offline for the next hour ot so, but can send out both written statements once we are ready.

Angela F. Colamaria

Acting [xeculive Director

Offiec of (hc Exccutive Director (FPISC-OED)
Fadaral Pormitfina tmnravemany Steering Council

1800 F St. NW
Washington, DC 20405

On Tue, Jun 19, 2018 at 5:32 PM, Osterhues, Marlys A. EOP/CEC I o<
Angie and Karen —
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RE: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

From

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ ]

"Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I cc:le, Vikoria Z.
EQP/CEQ" Il ' Ncumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ"
I coing, Ted A. EOP/CEQY
To: I Orurnmond, Michael R. EQP/CEQ"
I cith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
I Fctiiorew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"
|

Cc: "Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ’ I

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 10:07:50 -0400

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ,

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2072 220 AM

To: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ, I Neumaye, Mary B. EOP/CEQ
s o:<u0, Aaran L. EOP/CEC I coling, Ted
EQ I Ounmond, ... R. EOP/CEQ
I Sith, Katherine R, EOP/CFO
I Fcttigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ I

wwe wwii, Howard C. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: RE: Advance Notice ot Proposed Rulemaking

From: Seale, Viktaria Z. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 20189:"" "~~~

T~ Macmayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ I S:abo, Aaron L EOP/CEQ
I Boiing, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I Orummond,
wienaen R, EOP/CEQ _ srmuch, Katherine R. EQP/CEQ
Il Pctticrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ
I cncicer, Daniel 1. EOP/CEQ
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Cc: Sun, Howard €. EQOP/CEQ. I

Subject: Advance Notice of Prupuseu Rulemaking
The Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking is available on the public inspection desk at

wW's
reaeral Regisier, sune 2u.

Viktoria Z. Seale
General Counsel
Executive Office of the President
r«--==i{ on Environmental Quality
I (direct)
I (cel)
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RE: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

From

"Schneider, Daniel J. EQP/CEQ" ]

"Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" I ' \cumayr, Mary B.
EOP/CEQ" el 52200, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ"
I 5oiing, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"

To: I Orumimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
I <ith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ"
I Fcttiorew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"
I

ce: "Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ' I

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 09:30:24 -0400

From: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 9:11 AM

To: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ I S::bo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ
B ..., A tOP/CEQ I Orummond,
nmenast R, EOP/CEQ I s ith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ
Il Fetticrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ
B chneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ I
Ce: Sun, Howard C. EOP/CEQ. I

Subject: Advance Notice of Proposed Kulemaking

Tha Advuanra Karira nf Drannecand Rinllamalbrina ic availahla an tha nohlie incnactinn dack of

WS

I SUTIOaL WNCTEVSLTI , JULIT LW,

Viktoria 2. Seale
General Counsel
Executive Office of the President
- ‘| on Environmental Quality
{direct)
{cell)
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From: “Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Ce: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 08:25:10 -0400

Aaron,

We are ready to update the CEQ website {proposed text below) once the regulations.gov page goes live.
Please let me know when | can proceed.

Thanks,

Yardena

On the ©FO NFPA Imnlemeanting Procedures page
a&er the current R'Esulﬂllullﬂ. (NI Ll R e s LA Ilew heading ”Proposed
KUiemakKing:" ana insert.

Proposed Rulemaking:

Aduanecs Natice nf Dranngsed Rulemaking [link t
[20 June 2018), CEQLIS e ivrmrr o1 vy wpemrnareomy sasr sm i 22 00v s prrsve s smes v
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
Anrlnt IN e bae £EA 3010 AG0], through the Federal eRulemaking portal,
—omments 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)}' <Marian.Carter@hg.doe.gov>

Cc: Alexander, Lillian <Lillian.Alexander@hg.doe.gov>; Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ,

I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
I - d:2ms, John {(AU) (CONTR) <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>

supject: RE: Updates to NEPA gov
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Adams, John (AU} (CONTR)" <john.adams@hq.doe.gov>

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

I Diunimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 09:30:40 -0400

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQL

Sent: Wednesday, lune 20, 2018 9:12 AM

To: 'Adams, John {AU) {CONTR)' <John.Adams@Hq.Doe.Gov>

Cc: Carter, Marian (CONTR} <Marian.Carter@hg.doe.gov: Alevander, Lillian

<lillian.Alexander@hgqg.doe.gov>; Boline. Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]
Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ -

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA.go.

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 bv docket ID number
CEQ-2018-0001, through the Federal eRulemaking portal

Comments should be submitted on or before July 20, 2018.

June 20, 2018 (Although the
historical links just list their month and vear, please include the day on this one.}

0 June 2018). 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 CEQ-2018-0001, through the Federal

oooo1 CEQO75FY18150_000008945









I ~darms, John (AU) {CONTR)

auugewe. RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

1.
From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ ]
Sont: Mandav linae 1R M8 12-31 PL.
ler, Lillian

SAMMWPGLL: VUOLLT LY VLT LU

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.
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From
"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Adams, John (AU} {CONTR)" <john.adams@hqg.doe.gov>
"Carter, Marian (CONTR}" <marian.carter@hq.doe.gov>, "Alexander, Lillian"
c <{illian.alexander@hq.doe.gov>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
C.

I Diumimond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ"
]

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 08:47:34 -0400

M b~ SO RCDA |Mﬁ|nmnu\+;ng Procedures pagE
after the Current Reguiations: neaaing, create new heading “Proposed

Hull:llldnllls; I mserL.
Proposed Rulemaking:

Advance Naotice of Pronnsed Rulemaking [link t
{20 June 2018). CEQ is considering updating Its NEFA ITiplementing
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
Anrbat IN numbare CEAIN2000] | through the Federal eRulemaking portal,
Comments should be submitted on or before July 20, 2018.

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQOP/CEQ

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 1:53 PM

To: 'Carter, Marian (CONTR)' «Marian.Carter@hq.doe.gov>
inder, Lillian <Lillian.Alexander@hq.doe.gov>; Boling, Ted A. FEOP/CEQ
I Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
I £ d=s, [ohn (AU} (CONTR) <lohn.Adams@Hg. Doe.Gov>

sumject: RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

Not an image.
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RE: Updates to NEPA.gov

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ" I

"Szabo, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ I coling, Ted A EOP/CEQ"
I —

Date: Wed, 20 Jun 2018 08:46:47 -0400

To:

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2018 8:25 AM

To: Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CE! I
Cc: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQY ]

Subject: RE: Updates to NEPA gov

Aaran,

We are ready to update the CEQ} website {proposed text below) once the regulations.gov page goes live.
Please let me know when | can proceed.

Thanks,

Yardena

i thea £EO MEDA |mh|nmnn+ing Procedures page
after the Current Regulations: heading, create new heading “Proposed

RUITIIIARIIK. oIIJ HIaSiL.
Proposed Rulemaking:

mi-wiee ~£0----zed Rulemaking [link t
(20 June 2018). CEQ is consigenng upaaung ITs NEPA IMPIEMENting

regulations ana soncits public comment on potential revisions to update the regulations and
ensure a more efficient, timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit comments, identified by
Anrlkat IN nemhar FEN-I01R-0001, through the Federal eRulemaking portal,

comments should be submitted on or befaore July 20, 2018,

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ

Sent: Monday, June 18, 2018 1:53 PM

To: 'Carter, Marian {CONTR)' <Marian.Carter@hq.doe.gov>

Cc: Alexander, Lillian <Lillian.Alexander@hqg.doe.gov>; Baling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
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[EXTERNAL] RE: CEQ is considering amending its NEPA
Regulations

From: "Mandelker, Daniel" <mandelker@wustl.edu>
To: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date: Thu, 21 Jun 2018 17:44:18 -0400

Good to hear from you, Yardena, and | am glad you have new responsibilities at CEQ. | hope you
understand that | am not going to cooperate with the goons who wrecked EPA and your NEPA
program at DOE. The CEQ review is just a front for hardliners who are going to use it to wreck
NEPA. We'll take it back in two years. Please give my regards to Michael.

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ R

Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2018 12:00 Pw
To: Mandelker, Daniel <mandelker@wustl.edu>
Subject: CEQ is considering amending its NEPA Regulations

Professor Mandelker,

| hope this finds you well - thought I’d take a minute to say hello and alert you to NEPA news, in case
you hadn’t heard. . . .

Michael and | are still both working, respectively at FDIC and Department of Energy. DOE's NEPA
Program has been less vibrant at headquarters since Carol Borgstrom’s retirement in early 2017 and a
subsequent reassignment of NEPA responsibilities from headquarters to the field offices. You have
probably noticed that we have not published Lessons Learned Quarterly Report since last September.
Since January, | have been on detail to the Council on Environmental Quality, which has been an
interesting and gratifying opportunity for me to contribute in a different way.

Yesterday CEQ published an advance notice of proposed rulemaking {attached) inviting comments on
potential revisions to update and clarify the CEQ NEPA regulations. Twenty questions are provided as
means of structuring the conversation. Comments should be submitted on or before July 20, 2018, and
should be submitted througt by following the online instructions for
submitting comments to DoC.wv e vont oy e e ww v .~ .-0Uld especially value any
recommendations you may make that reflect your unique depth of experience with NEPA,

Fond regards,
Yardena Mansoor

Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Council on Environmental Quality

N N
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Heads Up - Circulating GSA and CEQ Statements for 6/27
Roundtable

From: “Bronack, Candice M. EOP/OMB" I
To: GSA <ca.legislation@gsa.gov>, DL-CEQ-LRM =
Ce: “Ventura, Alexandra EOP/OMB" I
Date: Thu, 21 Jun 2018 13:40:13 -0400

Attachments Colamaria Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DRAFT_6.20.docx (31.47 kB);
Hermrgott Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL DRAFT_6.20.docx (33.25 KB)

HEADS UP - GSA/CEQ, we received the attached statements for the 6/27 Senate HSAGC roundtable
through back channels and plan to circulate them through our LRM process momentarily. 1 plan to send
any comments | receive to Angela Colamaria and include GSA and CEQ. Please let me know if you have
any questions. Thanks.

Candice M. Bronack
Legislative Analyst — Legislative Reference Division
N#fira of Management & Budget
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FYI: CEQ Remarks for Portman/McCaskill Roundtable on Federal
Permitting Process for Major Infrastructure Projects (June 27,
2018)

From: Staff Secretary

“Donaldson, Annie M. EOPAWHO' I <ioht,
Shahira E. EOPWHO' I chalksy, Richard J.

To: EOPMWHO" Il 'Grccnwood, Daniel Q. EOP/WHO"
i 0. VHO LEG AFFAIRS Staff Sec
I -

o Staff Secretary I Fettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"

' e

Date: Fri, 22 Jun 2018 17:05:04 -0400

Attachments 2018-06-27 Portman and McCaskill Roundtable Invitation to Herrgott.pdf (1.75 MB);
Hemrgott Statement 6.27 Roundtable Senate FINAL_CLEAN.DOCX (27.19 kB})

WHCO, NEC, and OLA -

CEQ's Assaciate Director for Infrastructure, Alex Herrgott, has been invited to speak at an upcoming
roundtable scheduled for Wednesday, June 27 at 2:30 PM. Alex’s written statement, which has been
reviewed and cleared through the LRM process, is attached. The invitation is also attached and details
for the events are below:

Event: Roundtable with Members of the Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs

Sponsors: Senators Portman and McCaskill

Topic: Federal Permitting Process for Major Infrastructure Projects

Date/location: Wednesday, June 27, 2018; SD-106, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Washington DC
Press: Yes

Written statements are requested by Monday, June 25 at 2:30 PM — please flag any concern by this
time.

STAFF SEC
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Pillsbury Winthrob >haw Pittman LLY
136-3006

ABU DHABI AUSTIN BELING DUBAI HOMNG KONG HOUSTON LONDON
LS ANGELES  MIAMI  NASHVILLE MEW YORX NOATHERN VIRGINIA
PALM BEACH SARAMENTO SAMDIEGO SANMEGL

SANFRANCISOD SHANGHAI SIU0ON VALLEY TOKYOD

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, distributien, er 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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FW: FYIl: CEQ Remarks for Portman/McCaskill Roundtable on
Federal Pemmitting Process for Major Infrastructure Projects (June
27,2018)

"Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=579eb754b4c34f0eBe46d1fb4cd70Bd7-pe™

To: "Kaldahi, Ryan M. EOPfWHO" I

Date; Mon, 25 Jun 2018 12:27:42 -0400

Aftachments 2018-06-27 Portman and McCaskill Roundtable Invitation to Herrgott.pdf (1.75 MB);
Herrgott Statement 6.27 Roundiable Senate FINAL CLEAN.DOCX (27.19 kB}

From: Staff Secretary
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 5:05 PM

Tas Mmaldson, Annie M. EOP/WHO - I i ight, Shahira E. EOP/WHO
Chalkey, Richard J. EOP/WHO ]
Iy U VHO LEG AFFAIRS Staff Sec

asod, Daniel Q. EOP/WHOQ

Ce: Staff Secretary I P:tticrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ
wugunse FY1: CEQ Remarks for Partman/McCaskill Roundtable on Federal Permitting Process for Major

Infrastructure Projects {June 27, 2018)
WHCO, NEC, and OLA -

CEQ's Associate Director for Infrastructure, Alex Herrgott, has been invited to speak at an upcoming
roundtable scheduled for Wednesday, June 27 at 2:30 PM. Alex’s written statement, which has been
reviewed and cleared through the LRM process, is attached. The invitation is also attached and details
far the events are below:

Event: Roundtable with Members of the Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs

Sponsors: Senators Portrman and McCaskill

Topic: Federal Permitting Process for Major Infrastructure Projects

Date/Location: Wednesday, June 27, 2018; SD-106, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Washington DC
Press: Yes
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Fwd: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I
Date: Fri, 06 Jul 2018 18:10:58 -0400

Attachments Final State AG Letter Requesting Extension of Time to Comment on Advance.._.pdf
{1.24 MB)

Just putting this on the top of your inbox.

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associaie Director for NEPA
7 7 on Environmental Quality

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Drummond, Michaei R, E ]

Date: July 3, 2018 al 3:10:34 PM

o, Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" 7iktoria Z. EOP/CEQ"

. EOP/CEQ)'
"Smith, Kaitherine R, EQP/CEQ”

1s00t, Yardena M, EQOPX

sunjevu; FW: Comment - CEQ-2018-001

From: Kealy, Tricia {ATG)

Sent: Tuesday, Julv3 207 ce cu
To: FN-CEQ-NEPA

Cc: Janke, Aurora |

Subject: Comment - Leurcutswa

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. CEQ-2018-001 from Attorneys General of Washington,
Marvland. Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, and Oregon. This was submitted today on
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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‘YI‘“ ™mMJsamnrr
Attort

By:
ASSISTant ATOINEY Ueneral
200 8aint Pau! Place
Baltimore, MD 21202

(410) 576-6962
ltulin{@oag.state.md.us

FOR THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

GUREBIR S. GREWAL
Attorney General

By:

Mary B. Neumayr, Chief of Stalt
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 Ashburion 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 JERSLEY

GURDBIR S§. GREWAL
Attorney General

By:

By

Assistant AUOmMmey 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
Alttorney 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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timely, and effective NEPA process. Submit comments, identified by docket ID number

CEQ-2018-0001. throueh the Federal eRulemaking portal.,

As always, thank you for your help.

Michael Drummond
Deputy Associate Director for NEPA
Conneil on Environmental Quality

00002
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RE: Milestones report -- agency review and input needed by July
13

From
"Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" I
"Drummond, Michaal R. EOP/CEQ' I '\ cumayr, Mary
T B. EOP/CEQ"- I Schneicer, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ"
Lo A
I Hcroott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ”
o "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" I coing, Ted A

EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Thu, 12 Jul 2018 10:33:20 -0400

From: Drummeond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 20189 "~ *°~

T Nawmiayr, Mary B. EOP/CEC I <-+-sicer, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ
I e Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ I

nenguil, Alex H, EOP/CEQ _
ra- Drvtiprow, Theresa L. E I boling, Ted AL EOP/CEQ
I —

auujer: FW: Milestones report - agency review and input needed by July 13
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[No Subject]

"schneider, Daniel J. EQP/CEQ" <“/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=7057634 1fcb44ab780c5f4d1ca218647-sc">
To: “Pettigrew, Theresa L. EQP/CEQ' ]
Date: Fri, 13 Jul 2018 15:22:01 -0400
Attachments

Draft Mary Backgrounder 07-09-18.docx (107.32 kB)

Dan Schneider
Associate Director for Communications

Council on Environmental Quality
Evaritiva MfFira nf tha Drncident
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vE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
iTON, D.C. 20503

Lraic. Juy 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
nomination.

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 Deputy
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 uae 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."”

AT AnE G, i O TTNAY T o s PRI s WX ra . FF L = ___axr_L.

[APG]
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vE QFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
iTON, D.C. 20503

FO MTara: Voaels Thaiwevan  Thaosasn fdwsn sremion o A 4 fovsn s i saaeas§ {0k

e Brett Hantl, 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.”

NEITAMNNTIE: Tha WWarhinatan Dact Twarin feiac miase meiddlo 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.

06/14720R FELE News Fuven some oreens like Trimn s nick for CEC),

e "She is a good selection for the administration to oversee CE(Q) and centainly a stark
contrast with the conscious outlier and extreme figure that they mitially 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 1s 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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vE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
iTON, D.C. 20503

verzr2ul 87 New York Times. New Candidares Emeree for Trumbp'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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Re: Milestones report -- agency review and input needed by July
13

From

"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" I

To: "Seale, Viktoria 2. EOP/CEQ" I

"Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I cumayr, Mary B.
EOP/CEQ" Il 'Herroott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ”

Cc: e F:tiorcw, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ"
I 'coino. Ted A EOP/CEQ"
]

Date; Fri, 13 Jul 2018 23:09:10 -0400

Yes, thank you Viktoria, good catch. It’s the same content, so 'Ll let them know to make the commesponding changes
there ioo.

Michae]l Drummond

Deputly Associate Director for NEPA
Cromeil gn Environmental Qualily

On Jul 13, 2018, at 4:35 PM, Scale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ [ Eus

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Friday, July 13, 2018 4:12 PM

= ' eider, Daniel ). EOF I e, \Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
I Mary B. EOP/CEC ]
Herrgott, Alex H, EOP/CEQ [

~ = “grew, Theresa L. EC I B oling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ
: .

Subject: RE: Milestones report -- agency review and input needed by July 13

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 10:38 AM
To: Seale, Viktoria 2. EOP/CEQ- I O ummond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ
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I, \=umayr, Mary B. EOP/CEO
I Alex H.EOP/CEC ]
rew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ Il Co'inc, Ted A EOP/CEQ

suupen. RE: Milestones report -- agency review and input needed by July 13

From: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 10:33 ~**

To: Drummannd Michael R. EOP/CEC I \cumayr, Mary B.

EOP/CEQ I chneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ

C — ¢ % AlexH.EOP/CEQ

t- -----grew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ I Co'ing. Ted A. EOP/CEQ
I

suupew. RE; Milestones report -- agency review and input needed by July 13

From: Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 9:52 Ar4

Ta« Manmayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ - ™ -+ -cider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ
I ;e Vikioria Z. EOP/CEQ ]

e g, Alex H, EOP/CEQ .
Fe Dartinrew, Theresa L. EC I 5 o'ing, Ted A. EOP/CEQ

suupent. rW: Milestones report — agency review and input needed by July 13
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RE: Milestones report -- agency review and input needed by July
13

From
"Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" ]
"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ' I ' cchneider,
T Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I '\cumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ"
Lo A
I Horoott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ”
]
o "Pettigrew, Tharaea L. EOP/CEQ" I coing, Ted A

EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Fri, 13 Jul 2018 16:35:33 -0400

From: Drummand, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Friday, July 13, 2018 4:12 DM

To: Schneider, Daniel ). EC I scole, Viktoria 2. EOP/CEQ
E— Mary5.EOP/CEQ

Herrgott, Alex H. EOP/CEC | 222222 -

Cc: Pettigrew, Theresa L. E I coling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
I

suupect: RE: Milestones report — agency review and input needed by July 13

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EQOP/CECQ:
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 1138 4RA

To: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEC I 0. mmond. Michael R. EOP/CEQ
BN Noumayr, Mary B FOP/CEQ

i w- .. Alex H. EOP/CEQ ]

Cc: Pettigrew, Theresa L. E I oiing, Ted A EOP/CEQ
=

- ——y—-- RE: Milestones report — agency review and input needed by July 13

From: Seale, Viktaria Z, EOP/CEQ,
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2018 10:33 AM
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RE: Questions, please review

From: "Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ" I
To: "Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ" ]
Date: Mon, 16 Jul 2018 17:30:46 -0400

Attachments: Draft Questions.docx (23.17 kB)

From: Neumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 5-27 DM

To: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEC I 5chneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ

SIS th KatherincR cOP/CEC |
Pattiaraw, Theresa L. EOP/CE I Herreott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ

suuycu. RE: Questions, please review

From: Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 5:16 PM
To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQt I < ith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ
I - cv Theresa L EOP/CEQ
Iy .c.rmoy, Mary 5. EOP/CEQ
Herrgotr, Alex H. EOP/CEC I

Subject: RE: Questions, pleaac 1 svicW

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 5:02 ~**

Tn: Smith, Katherine R. EOP/CEQ I Pcttigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ
N ey <2y, Mary B. EOP/CEQ <
ktoria Z. EOP/CEC I H<rreott, Alex H. EOP/CEQ
I —

supject: RE: Questions, please review

From: Smith, Katherine R, EOP/CECY
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 4:59 PM
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To: Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP I Ncumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEQ

] ctoria Z. EOP/CEQ I
€rhmnidar Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ... - :cott AlexH.EOP/CEQ
I

suupece. RE: Questions, please review

From: Pettigrew, Theresa L. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 4:52 PM

Tn Maumayr, Mary B. EOP/CEC <™ ---'-. Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ
IS chrcider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ I
" Alex H. EOP/CEC _ EITIIVE Katherine R. EOP/CEO.
s

Subject: Questions, please review

Please review this document now, if possible. We need to get to Committee.
Thank you!
Theresa

Theresa L. Pettigrew

Associate Director for Legislative Affairs
Council on Environmental Quality
Executive Office of the President
I (<)

I (fx)
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[EXTERNAL] Re: Shipley Group - Podcast

From

Jefirey Stewart <jeff stewart@shipleygroup.com>
To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" ]

"Drummond, Michael R. E( ey
Cc:

mirrhey@aol.com, Joe Carbone <jcarbone1993@aol.com>

Date: Tue, 17 Jui 2018 12:48:14 -0400

Ted,

Happy to hear you are interested. We would be interested in recording the episode in August. When
would you be available?

Thanks,

leff Stewart

The Shipley Group, Inc.
Phnne: RRR-77N-7157

IMUNIEIY ENVINUNMVEN TAL LULUMIENTS
COMMUNICATE RELEVANT ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION
IMPLEMENT YOUR MISSION

From: "Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Tuesday, July 17, 2018 at 9:13 AM
To: “jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com” <jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com>

Cc: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Subject: RE: Shipley Group - Podcast
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RE: Shipley Group - Podcast

From "Boling, Ted A. EQOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=eae5h047f871428h9b46baf8afd1176a-bo™>

To: Jeffrey Stewart <jeff stewant@shipleygroup.com:

Ce: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ ]

Date; Tue, 17 Jul 2018 11:13:58 -0400

From: Jeffrey Stewart <jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com>
Sent: Monday, July 2, 2018 10:51 AM

To: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Shipley Group - Podcast
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 EQ 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 be facilitated by one or two of our instructors as a dialogue with you. Our objective is to
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RE: Comment log updates

“Cook, Kearstyn N. EQP/CEQ {Intern)” <“/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From: administrative group
{fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=4473d4560f524c0b8bdb3d591ae56168-co™>

To: “Carfin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ (Intern)” < N NG

Date: Thu, 02 Aug 2018 14:40:27 -0400

Attachments

ANOPR Comment Log 2.xlsx (98.13 kB)

From: Carlin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ (Intern)
Sent: Thursday, August 2, 2018 10:55 AM

To: Cook, Kearstyn N. EOP/CEQ {Intern) <} NG

Subject: Comment log updates
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Log

Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Column1  Column3

5

Thomas King
Thomas King

John Roberts
Larry Freilich

Rue Eich
David Keys

Daniel Holt
Michael Dechter

Anonymous Anonymous

Jennifer Blegen
Judith Konig

Ronald Estepp

Env. Law & Policy Center,
Howard Learner
Whitney Kroschel

David Hill

Stephen Buckley

Michel Hammes

Ssusan LaSala

Association of Metropolitan Water
Agencies, Diane VanDe Hei; American
Water Works Association, Tracy Mehan

Jacob Siegel
Susan Chapin

Amer. Soc. of Civil Engineers, Natalie
Mamerow
Russell Hodin

Western Urban Water Coalition, Michael
Carlin

Marilyn Price

Patricia Always

Elizabeth Tachick

Nora Rawn
Dobi Dobroslawa

Jeffrey Waggoner
Andrew Hawkins

Nasreen Hosein
Tim Chapp

Salt River Project, Kara Montalo
Kathy Mohar

Sarah David
Chesapeake Bay Foundation, Alison Prost

Charles Johnson

Utility Water Act Group, Karma Brown
Caigian Cropper

Steve Tyler
John Anderson
Beverly Railsback

Harry and Jill Brownfield
Kym Garcia

Norma Van Dyke
Richard Van Aken

Amy Harlib

Thomas Koven

Marlena Lange
Catherine Smith

Thomas Carlo

Frances DeMillion

Grace Ramus

Jeanne Held-Warmkessel
Rachel Crowley

Joanne Wagner

Wanda Hofbauer

Green Party of Philadelphia, Chris
Robinson

Jane Winn

Michael W Evans

In Scope?
Columné
Yes

General

General
Yes

General

General

No
General

General
Extension

General
General

General

General
General
Extension

Yes
General
Extension
Extension
Extension

General
General
General

General
General

General
General

General
General

Extension
General

General
Extension

Yes

Extension
General

General
Extension
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1120
Att. Overview/Notable
olumnt Column2

Offers thoughts on whether and how to
revise NEPA implementation.
Objects to questions; re-imagine NEPA from
scratch.
Do not make changes.
Page and time limits may cause additional
work, restrict information.
Do not make changes.
Implementation has adapted, lttle change
needed to regs.
Re-adopt GHG guidance.
Page limits make EIS less useful, add work

save all environmental protection provisions.

[Re EPA]
Retain protections for air, water, wildlife.

Against changing NEPA role of scientists and
public.
1 Requests 60-day extension, public hearings

Need better justification for changing.
States specific provisions not to change and
general opposition.

NEPA community has interest in no change.

Do not make changes.
NEPA does not need an overhaul.
1 Requests 60-day extension. [Same as E-0005.]

Address climate change, retain public
involvement.
Burdens, delay may protect future health,
vitality of environment.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

Requests 60 day extension, public forums,
mail option for commenting.
1 Requests 60-day extension.

Opposed to rollback of NEPA.
Preserve the strength of NEPA.

We need govt transparency, input on
projects.

Preserve public comment, consideration of E)
communities.

Concerned about possibly weakened NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.
Retain public comment and involvement.

Against updates to NEPA,
Update to streamline, but retain EPA and
state review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.
Retain public and other agency involvement
in NEPA process.
Importance of public review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

1 Recommends NEPA pre-planning approach
based on FERC and BLM (cover letter and
paper)

1 Requests 30-day extension
Prioritize transparency, community input over
synchronization, efficiency.

No rollback.

1 Requests 30-day extension.

Do not weaken NEPA, requests 90-day
extension.

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

same as 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Responses to ANOPR

Phone (if provided)

35383036253118131314 8 1413 8 10 9 11 11 19 13 8 11 8 10 18 22 22 20 15 23 21 19 20 25 15
1 2 3 4 5 6 7a7b7c 7d 7e 7f 8a 8b 8c 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e Of 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (if provided)
11

Page 1

Address (if provided)

15 Balfour Lane, Chatham MA 02633

zip

60601

173
Posted/Red.
Column5
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
20-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

20-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018
26-Jun-2018

26-Jun-2018
27-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

30-Jun-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

George Trovato

Janet Cavallo

Valerie Lucznikowska

Leona and George Fluck

Hilarie Johnston

Debra Mobile

Janice Banks

Park Furlong

Vince Mendieta

Park Furlong

Nicole Rahman

Dennis O'Brien

Anne Jackson

Mr Lombardi

karin peklak

Ronald Gulla

Edward Thornton

Lorenz Steininger

Bryn Hammarstrom, RN

Jeffrey Laubach

Lenore Reeves

Melvin Czechowski

Elizabeth Thompson

David Kagan

Marc Obernesser

James Rosenthal

Mary Ann Leitch

Susan Nierenberg

jeffrey shuben

Rebecca Canright

Amy Hansen

Patricia Rossi

Mark Canright

Susan VanMeter

Margaret McGinnis

Mark Dodel

Kathie E Takush

Patricia Libbey

Carl Doll

Kiujhy erdwq

Bonnie Stoeckl
Marvin Feil
Clifford Phillips
Lawrence Stauffer
Lawrence Stauffer
Cindy Carlin
JOHN PASQUA
Nicholas Lenchner
Susan Shaak

lydia garvey

MH Higgins
Suzanne Roth
Jessica Reed
Steve Mattan
Craig Way

Juliann Pinto
Rebecca Berlant
Ellis Woodward
William Kellner
Bettie Reina
Mare McClellan
Eric Bare
Christopher Kratzer

Tom Hoffman
Chuck Graver
Kelley Scanlon
marion M Kyde Ph.D.
William Huston
Rob Moore

Susan Babbitt
Elizabeth A. Roedell
Steve Troyanovich
Rosemarie Brenner
Leslie Sauer

Sue Harmon

Katie Chapp

Joseph Holmes

David Mathews
MD

Shane Worth
Ryan Dodson
Adam Eyring
Mara TIPPETT
Nichole Diamond
Joshua Fine
Bibianna Dussling
kathleen rengert
Peggy Miros

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

No

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General

Yes
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1120
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047

: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Opposed to weakening NEPA.
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

[Re wind power in German and solar in China

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Opposes revising NEPA; requests 90-day

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Do not change NEPA

Consider well-informed remarks, lengthen

comment period.

Do not make any changes (cites all questions).

Favors changes for efficiency.

Preserve environmental stewardship while

streamling NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

35
1

38
2

3036253118131314 8 1413 8 10 9 11111913 8 11 8 10 18 22 22 20 15 23 21 19 20 25 15
7a 7b 7c 7d 7e 7f 8a 8b 8c 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e 9f 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (if provided)
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Phone (if provided)
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zip Posted/Red.
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Carol Schmidt

Joseph Quirk

Laura Mirsky

Louise Sellon

Vincent Prudente

Mary McMahon

Elizabeth Seltzer

Margaret Quinn

lloyd goodman

John and Janice Hahn

Yolanda Stern Broad Ph.D.

Patti Packer

Erik McDarby

Gregory Esteve

Kate Sherwood

Aaron Fumarola

Peter Donnelly

Yvonne De Carolis

Ellen Weininger

Patricia Swanton

Carol Armstrong

Ruth Heil

marilyn miller

Robert Adams

Gail Musante

Peter Mulshine

P Scoville

Curtis Baker

marilyn miller

Joe Busby

Anneke Walsh
Frederick Stluka

Sarah Benton

Andrew Benton

Park Furlong

William Edelman

john dunphy

Jason Kemple
Anonymous Anonymous

Robert Depew

Gary Hinesley

Jose Almanzar

Lisa Levine

Vicki Dodge

Cathy Snyder

Justin Pidot for 36 law professors with
NEPA expertise

Aurora Janke for Attorneys General of WA,
MD, MA, NJ, NY, OR

Megan Flaherty

Elizabeth lke

Tom Petersen
Alliance for the Great Lakes,
Sheyda Esnaashari

Denise Lytle

Henry Berkowitz

Ronald Bishop

Collin Keyes

Andrea Zinn

Bob Nebel

Gokhan Seker

Faith Zerbe

8 Soltis

Diana Rarig

Dennis Grzezinski

Theodore Doll

Western New York Environmental Aliance,
Lynda Schneekloth

Suzanne McCarthy

Grace Bergin

Janet Eisenhauer

arline Soffian

Great Egg Harbor Watershed Association,
Fred Akers

Mark Simcoe

Michael Litzky

Geri Weitzman

Wendy Redal

Western Resource Advocates,
Robert Harris

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

General

General

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Yes
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

General
General
General
General
Yes
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Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

EPA and NEPA cause overregulation and
duplication. Disband EPA and keep CEQ.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: very similar to 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; don't weaken
NEPA, cites several provisions to retain.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Public needs to be considered.
Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; open to some
adjustments to regulations.

6 State AGs request at least 60-day extension,
public hearings. [same as E-0003]

Don't use revisions to undermine NEPA.
Supports increased efficiency and
‘communication.

Important to consider alternatives, low
income communities, communities of color,
and opinions of different agencies.
Campaign: same as 0047

Requests 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Enforce page limits and plain language.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Similar to 0047

Requests 90-day extension.

Opposed to weakening NEPA and any version
of Farm Bill.

Requests 90-day extension.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: similar to 0047

Opposed to weakening public input and
alternative consideration, eliminating climate
consideration, and establishing hard
deadlines.

Don't change NEPA.

Opposedto proposed revisions.

Opposed to proposed revisions.

Opposed to revisions to NEPA.

Believes in the goals of the rulemaking but
not in the execution. Suggests reform of the
implementation of NEPA rather than of its
regulations. Cites examples from Lean Event
in Colorado.
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2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Log
228

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Aaron Miller

Gregory Esteve
Craig Wallentine

Sara Schultz
The Partnership Project,
Justin McCarthy

Robert Shippee

Marlene srael
William Blount
Christopher Jannusch
Jerre stallcup

Eric Hirst

Michael Kellett

Nicole Quinn
Andy Puckett
Susan Dixon
Andrew McGrath
Barbara Halpern
Lynn Koster
David Goebel

Ben Luccaro
Vicki Barg

Deborah Kratzer

Lauren Greenawalt

Corey White

Hllinois Council of Trout Unlimited,
Edward Michael

Carl Erdmann

Rush Hardin

Ken Gamauf

Susan Meacham

Cindy Eby

Minnesota Center for Environmental
Advocacy, Eric Lindberg

Amy Harlib

Maryland Nonprofits,

Henry Bogdan

Sarah Gutierrez

James Quealy

£.O'Halloran

Lorraine Gold

Great Basin Water Network,
Abigail Johnson

Caitlin Caldwell

Claire Nordlie
Laurie Whittle

Duchesne County, Utah,
Michael Hyde

Jonathan Oppenheimer
Ben Barnes

Katherine Dawes

Tyler Wean

Jamie Woody
Nathan Miller

Zachary Smith

For Love of Water (FLOW),
Liz Kirkwood

In Scope?
Yes

General
General

Gen./Extension
Yes

General

General
General
General
General
General

General

Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Yes

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension

Yes
General

General
General

General
General

General

General

Extension

151 1120
Att. Overview/Notable
Consider that the resources of agencies that
conduct NEPA reviews are low so expediting
the process will cost the public.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.
Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it. Cites examples in Utah of why
NEPA is important.
Campaign: similar to 0047

1 Represents 352 organizations; requests at
least 60-day extension public forums and mail
commenting; linked to question 6.

Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Opposed to weakening NEPA but belives
there could be improvements made
Opposes changes to NEPA. Problems in
implementation lie in lack of adherence to
laws and regs.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Keep NEPA intact.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Cites reforms needed to aviation. Requests
extension of comment period.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA intact. Requests 90-day extension.
Describes BLM issues as examples.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Keep NEPA intact

1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Keep NEPA intact.
Opposed to major changes, but minor
changes may be necessary.

Opposes weakening or revisions of NEPA,
Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: similar to 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
1 Requests 60-day extension. (Pdf and Word
attachments are identical.)
Campaign: same as 0047
Responds to several questions.
Do not lesson environmental review, save
NEPA. Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: same as 0047
Requests 60-day extension.

Requests longer (unspecified) comment
period. Complete any environmental studies
before starting projects, especially for
fracking.
Don't reform NEPA, protect NEPA.
Requests extension of "response time" from
30 to 60 days. Keep NEPA intact.

1 Comments on all questions.

Improve collaborative decisionmaking.

Doe not support any change or rewrite.
(Confusing ANOPR with permitting EO?)
Cutting permitting from 3-5 years to 2 would
undercut thoroughness, cut EPA review
authority harm env. and public health
Opposed to provision making it easier to run
natural gas piplines through national parks.

NEPA is important, protects communities,
considering alternatives is important.

No chage to NEPA.

Be cautious in changing NEPA. CEs should
have 10-year expiration date; NEPA violations
should result in rejection of proposed action;
don't allow segmentation through CEs.

Keep NEPA protections or make them
stronger.
1 Requests at least 90-day extension.

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
278

Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Robin Beard General
Ohio Wetlands Association, Extension
Mark Dilley
Jody Carrara Gen./Extension
Andrea Nagel General
Debbie Boucher General
Phil Barnette Gen./Extension
Mark Demuth Yes
Ronald Parry General
Richard Heisler General
Robert Veltkamp General
Amy Cook General
Transportation Agency for Monterey Yes

County, California, Debra Hale

Michelle Mehlhorn General
Matthew Hall General
William Howard General
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Friends of Milwaukee's Downtown Forest, Extension

Barbara Richards

Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Cecelia Phillips General
Jackie Cash General
Cindy Eby Gen./Extension
Randy Sailer General
Anonymous Anonymous General
Lavaughn Hamblin Yes
Lavaughn Hamblin General
Anonymous Anonymous No

jjuyt hytr No

Kay Barrett General
Gena Goodman-Campbell General

Lytton Rancheria of California, Gen./Extension
Brenda Tomaras

anonymous anonymous Gen./Extension

Gail Harris General
Emily Estrada General
Amy Hunter General
Ben Gordon General
Sarah Graham General
Matthew Anonymous Yes
Leigh Schwarz General
Karen Sinclair General
Concerned citizen in Bend Oregon General
Mark McCormick General
Aryeh Frankfurter General
Darryl Lioyd General
Freda Sherburne General
Marsha Swanson General
Jeff Pokorny General
stephen gerould General
Rebeckah Berry General
Diana Pope General
Hardin King General
Bruce Jackson General
Dan Struble General
Debra Rehn No
Noel Plemmons General
JBlagen General
Susan Strible General
Delwin R Holland General
San Diego State University, General
Roger Sabbadini

Andrea Pellicani General
Sandra Thompson General
Alan Bart| General
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Opposed to changes that restrict public input,
limit alternatives, extablish hard deadlines, or

limit obligation to consider climate change.
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Same as 278

Keep NEPA as it s.

Keep NEPA as it is. Requests 60-day
extension.

Briefly addresses multiple questions.
Opposed to weakening NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact. Cites an article he wrote.

Campaign: similar to 0278
Do not revise NEPA. No to all questions.

1 Comments on two questions. Attachment is
same as text comment, except for contact
info.

Thankful for CEQ.

Leave NEPA alone.

Purpose of revision is unclear. Opposed to
changing, except to increase environmental
protection.

Responds to several questions.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Requests at least 60-day extension.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA as it is. Do not give states control
of public lands.

Don't change NEPA implementation.

Wants a cumulative impact definition.
Urges streamlining, electronic approaches.

[Political, meaning unclear.]
[Re source of natural gas for Germany]
Retain NEPA as is.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Requests extension.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
period.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Addresses several questions - against
potential changes.

Campaigs
of public input.

Campaign: Similar to 222; retain current
policy regarding decisions about the
environment that enforce maximum
thoughtfulness,

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; cites importance of

citizens having an equal voice regarding
managing and protecting land.

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; stresses importance

of public input.
Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

[Re Sinclair-Tribune Merger (an FCC docket)]

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't change NEPA.
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222

similar to 222; Stresses importance
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Kelsey Ward

Sandra Mooney

john costello

David Funk

David Kaiser

Sharon Evoy

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General

151 1120
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222 (includes the
campaign instructions to past the paragraph
into reg.gov.)
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Janeese Jackson

Beth Levin

Dorothy Wylie

James Miller

Christopher Troxell
Keith Harris

Pamela Green

Great Old Broads for Wilderness,
Susan Ostlie

maureen rogers

Lily Frey
American Citizen
Kay Nelson
Walter Kuciej
David Cooper
David Worley

Bill Smith

Gary Kish

John Richen

James Davis
Margaret Wolf
Kristen Swanson
Kevin Brown
Christine McKenzie
LeeAnn Kriegh

Fuji Kreider

Pete Sandrock
Joanne Diepenheim
Environmental Protection Agency,
Rebecca Ramage (likely not accurate)
Catherine Williams
llan Bubb

Mike Farley

Cindy Thomas

Steven Haycock
Cheryl Fergeson
Sandi Cornez

Craig Loftin

Jane Heisler

Brad Stevens

Annette Ancel-Wisner

Derek Gendvil

Kevin Manion

Carolyn Eckel

rosalind o'donoghue
Oregon Natural Desert Association,
Katie Kelley

priscilla Galasso

Tim Brelinski

Kate Walter

Lisa Jones

Denis Besson

David Regan
Anonymous Anonymous

Martha Ahern

John Nettleton

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Linda Watts

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Peter Nunnenkamp

Rick Ray

Judy Merrick

Seth Hanson

Tara Miner

John Murphy

Anonymous Anonymous

Donald Mansfield

Brian M.

Brooke Wickham

Akila Mosier

Jennifer Goebel

Linda Greaves
Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Alan Winter

George and Frances Alderson

Lynn Norris

Amalie Duvall

Amy Wolfberg

Joshua Bleecher Snyder
David Beltz

Allex McDaniel

Susan Harmon

In Scope?
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
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Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; Don't take away
safeguards.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Wants more, strict regulations that protect
public lands.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Weakening NEPA would negatively affect

public and scientific input on decisionmaking.

Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Opposes any changes to NEPA.
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't rescind procedural provisions of NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222
Do not alter or weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Don't change NEPA

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Wants three tiers of NEPA to remain intact

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
NEPA protects communities,
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't diminish NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Support existing NEPA system.
Campaign: similar to 222
Public input and thorough planning under
NEPA are vital.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Opposed to NEPA revisions and House Farm
Bill that would reduce scientific analysis or
public involvement in environmental
decisionmaking.

[Re preventing government and corporate
overreach]

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't restrict public input.
Keep NEPA rules are is or strengthen them.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Keep NEPA unchanged.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Robert Currie

Geoff King

Gary Landers

Peggy McConnell

Oregon Natural Desert Association,

Mackenzie Clark

Anonymous Anonymous

Douglas Krueger, Citizen of America
Kirk Barnes

PATRICIA KOSKI

Rica Fulton

Benton Elliott

Melissa Burke
Steven Dunn
Suzanne Geraci
Michael Smith
Michele McKay
Richard Stellner
Danika EsdenTempski
Lisa Olsen

M. Bourke
satya vayu

louj tgre

Lynn Putnam
Eric Downes
Marie Dunkle
Dawn Page

Scott Kaiser
Jamie Brackman

John Koenig
Anonymous Anonymous
Reva Fabrikant

Joel Ban

Richard Grassetti

ronald strickland
Phillip Callaway

Minnesota DOT, Nancy Frick
Kimberly Crihfield

Elizabeth Greenman
Charles Scudder

Michael Young
MARTIN KAPLAN
Joseph Merkelbach
Michelle Turner

Derek Turner

Byron Rendar
William Forbes
Jill Wyatt
Jeremy Wells

Suzanne Painter

AAMU Community Development
Corporation, Joseph Lee

Martha Bibb

Deidre Deegan

Joan Walker
mark caso

Greg Lesoine
Keith Wetzel

Mary Ann Jasper
Karen Schumacher

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General

Incorrectly posted?

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
Yes
General
No
General
Gen./Extension
Extension
General

General
General

General
General
Gen./Extension
General
General or Yes?

General
General
Yes
General
Yes
General

General
General
General
General

Yes
General
General

General
Yes

General
Yes

General
General

General
General

General
General

General
Yes
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Overview/Notable

Against weakening NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Comment 0428 is the FR extension notice.

NEPA works.

Opposed to any change.

Same as 430

Keep intact or improve training, public
outreach, use of scientific information.
Don't restrict public input, limit alternatives,
establish hard deadlines for project approval,
or narrow obligations to consider climate
impacts.

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Comments on several questions.

Same as 433

[Re Germany energy sources]

Same as 433

No change; requests 60-day extension.
Requests 30-day extension.

Don't use government efficiency claim to
allow private gain without oversight.

Keep NEPA in current form.

Protect public interests over private, but
regulatory agencies neeed to be efficient,
accountable, and transparent.

Same as 433

Environment must come first.

Campaign: same as 0047

Against any changes in NEPA.

Any changes to NEPA should be to increase its
effectiveness; against limiting public input,
limiting scope or page length.

Keep NEPA.
Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433; do not weaken in name of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Continue without changes.

We need intact and robust NEPA.
Archaeologist urges protection of
environment and cultural resources; don't
restrict public participation, prevent agencies
from objecting to plans or proposing
alternatives, limit the role of the EPA to
protect air quality, or otherwise weaken
NEPA,

NEPA should not be weakened for the sake of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Keep NEPA asis.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions (without number
references). Do not weaken NEPA; involve
social scientists to collect data on the
impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Strengthen NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Support strong NEPA.

Protect NEPA, including public involvement.

Don't undermine NEPA for sake of efficiency.

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 278

Reduce/eliminate NGO and Tribal
involvement, increase coordination with local
jurisdictions, announce comment periods in
advance of their start, remove all reference to
climate change from the NEPA process.

35
1
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Log
481

Number of Responses

Organization / Name
Virginia Department of Transportation,
Stephen Brich

Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria,
Christine Siojo

Morgan Gratz-Weiser

Sarah Meitl

Kathleen Roche

Caroline Skinner
Stacy Green
samuel Lowry
Michele May

Nia Payne
Kate Hogan

Don Stephens
Leiana Beyer
Greg Warren
Levi Loria
Emily Cleath
Glenna Silvan

Alaska Institute for Justice, Robin Bronen
mike hobbs
John MacFarlane

Greater Fort Worth Sierra Club,
John MacFarlane
Pauline Reetz

Stephen Singleton

Connie Lippert

Wyoming Stock Growers Association, Jim
Magagna

Carol Todd

Jamestown S'Klallam Tribe (WA),

Robert Knapp

Seattle Housing Authority, Beka Smith
Elizabeth Purcell

Kljh drew

Anonymous Anonymous

Kathy Bremer

National Butterfly Center,

Marianna Wright
Brad White

San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, Edward Reiskin, Director of
Transportation

April Hersey

Thiopthlocco Tribal Town, Terry Clouthier,
THPO

Anonymous Anonymous

Zachary Klehr

Shelby Reeder

David Ortman

Anon Anon

Terra Lewis
Arizona Game and Fish Department,
Clayton Crowder

Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, Emily
Luscombe

Katherine S Stewart

In Scope?

General
General
General
General

General
General

General

General
General

Yes
Gen./Extension
Yes
Yes
Gen./Extension
General
General
Yes

General

General
No
Yes

General

General

Yes

General
Yes

General

151
Att.

1120
Overview/Notable
Revoke the CEQ regulations. Make one
agency responsible for all environmental
decisions.
2 comments on tribal rights.

Campaign: same as 278
Don't weaken flexibility in NEPA (by requiring
substitution for 106 review.

.

w
[V

—wy

Create NEPA clearing house for publicinfoby 1 1 1 1

location, etc. Word and pdf attachments

Campaign: same as 278
Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as ??? (Look before you leap
set)

Do not rewrite NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
periods for better public involvement.
Campaign: same as 278

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Campaign: similar to 0222.

Characterizes possible revision as attempt to
weaken NEPA.

Makes recommendations with respect to
community relocation.

Leave NEPA intact. Requests at least 90-day
extension.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA. Same s 500.

Don't limit NEPA comment periods, and
requests 60-day extension of ANOPR
comment period.

Protect NEPA.

Don't reduce public input.

Responds to several questions.

Don't change NEPA

Consult early and support tribal capacity to
participate. Requests unspecified additional
time to respond to other questions.

Responds to several questions. [Word
attachment same as docket form.]
NEPA gives people a voice. Leave NEPA alone.

[Re urban environmental conditions]
Responds to several questions.

Urges against weakening NEPA and responds
"no change" to all questions.

Leave NEPA alone.

Same as 470. Addresses several questions
(without number references). Do not weaken
NEPA; involve social scientists to collect data
on the impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

Makes recommendations on Q4 (1501.8,
1502.7), Q16 (1506.2), and 3 definitions also
relevant to Q7b (1508.8), Q2 (1508.13), Q12
(1508.28). (Consider addressing in procedures
instead of definitions.)

Don't change NEPA in way that reduces public
involvement.
Responds to several questions.

Confusion over extension date. Don't change
NEPA regulations.

Don't weaken NEPA protections, public
outreach.

Responds to several questions. Word and pdf
files are identical.

Attaches his 2001 NEPA NEWS article on EIS
standard: "complete analysis," not
"reasonably thorough discussion."

Brief responses to 2, 3, 6, 10; for others,
current text is adequate.

At end of comment, states that she is saying
no to all questions and does not believe NEPA
should be changed

Answers several questions

Don't weaken NEPA. Provides comments on
several questions.

Answered no to all questions except 15, 18,
and 20.

1

"

1

-

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
527

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Anastacia Marx de Salcedo

Bay Planning Coalition, Brianne Riley

Shoshone Bannock Tribes, Christina Cutler
Timothy Lavallee

cheryl noncarrow

Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Micah
Looper

Catherine Pharis
John Young

Portland Housing Bureau, Emily Benoit
Frank Phillip Davis
Frank Phillip Davis

Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission,
Alice Johnstone

Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League,
Louis Zeller

North Cascades Conservation Council,
David Fluharty

Montgomery County Quiet Skies Coalition,
Gretchen Gaston

Douglas Fenner

Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Emily Johnson

Rhett Diessner
Kathy Bowman
Leslie O'Neil
Sue House
Beverly Boyce
Laurie Warhurst
Kermit Heid
Susan Defeo
HB Welsh

njhm weds
nick burns
Trisha Gill

rick baird
William Ingalls
stanley Holmes
Randal Klein
Chris Amrhein

Veronica Egan
Dave and Sue Click, Dave and Sue Click
JoAnn Stoddard

robert hugie

Carolyn Shelton

Ben Burdett

JaNel VanDenBerghe
Waid Reynolds
priscilla Atwell

Priscilla Atwell
James Bowen

James Ruiz, democratic environmentalists
Martin Seigel
Keith Valencourt
Greg Golden

eric biemuller
Janet Fotos

John Roush
Damon Hooten
Arthur Kissel
Jennifer Wittlinger
Francis Furmanek
Denise Hickey
Tom Clark

Gen./Extension

No

No
No

No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No

In Scope?
Yes

Yes
General

Yes

General
Yes

Yes
General

General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
No

No

151 1120
Att. Overview/Notable

1 Answered a few questions.
Supports idea laid out in EO 13807 and
recommends that NEPA should reflect the
categorical exemptions set forth by CEQA.
They are interested in discussing this further
1 with CEQ officials.
Requests that tribes are not a part of the
general public in documentation as a general
comment and answers several questions in
1 the ANPRM directly.
1 Answers several questions.
Campaign: same as 278
Answers several questions.
1
Cites changes that should occur to the HUD
Community Planning and Development
evironmental officer review process. Not sure
if this is something covered by the ANPRM.
1
1 Internal server error appears
Answers several questions.
1
Answers several questions
Answers several questions
Requests a 60-day extension.

1
Believes that EO 13807 and the ANPRM have
the goal of reducing enviromental review
times for infrastructure projects without
demonstrating any need to do so. Criticizes

1 parts of the EO.

Contains lines from campaign 278 and

1 answers several questions

Answers several questions.

Do not change NEPA.

First, states that makiing chnages to NEPA
without a CEQ is  violation; then answers
question 1.

Answers several questions

Answers several questions

Campaign: similar to 278

Encourage use of scientific data to back up
alternatives and maintain the obligation to
respond to public comment.

?
Campaign: similar to 278

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: Equal Access to Justice Act and wildfires in
California

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't diminish NEPA requirements.

Don't change NEPA.

Do not limit public involvement in NEPA
process.

Don't change NEPA.

Supports NEPA as it s.

Maintain the public in the NEPA process and
any chnges should make sure that decisions
are based on science.

Don't change NEPA.

Answers several questions.

Don't deregulate policies.

Don't change NEPA

Campaign re: immigration considerations
Another campaign re: immigration
considerations

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573
Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: every human is a polluter

35 38
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Leo Goriss No
James Reynolds No
Lawrence Newlin No
Michael Pilsner No
jeffrey hogg No
Anonymous Ananymous No
George Miller No
Scott Newton No
Judy Ratliff No
Ronald Everett No
Robin Somerville, Somerville
Environmental No
Katharine Dupre No
al. Ortiz No
Garland Schnack No
DEAN HUNKELE No
jm fay No
William Merrell No
Werner Alber General
Jeffery Walke No
Stephen Taus General
Stephen Pulliam No
albert clark No
Linda Anonymous No
Oudrey Wilson No
John Rohe No
Mary Davidson No
Carolyn Porys No
Jeremy Beck No
Stuart Reynolds No
Carrie Soltay No
Robert French, Adecco No
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA No
Albert Kennedy No
Robert Finkle No
David Luck No
Jan Williams Yes?
John Gyorffy No
Karen Finkle No
Claude Gilbert, NumbersUSA No
anonymous anonymous No
Marshall Richards No
Bart Henkle No
Gerald Hardesty No
Beverly Rigsby No
William Patrick No
J Bruce Gabriel No
Anonymous Citizen No
terry spahr No
Steve Lanard No
anonymous anonymous No
Sofia Byrne No
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA No
Richard Miller No
Tim Aaronson No
John Byrne No
Christine Hayes No
Bruice C PerrymanPHD No
John LaFever No
John Braund No
Karen Alstrup No
Curt Bartrug No
Vic Anderson No
Pamela Opdyke, Regulations.gov No
Elaine Mehigen No
AM Brown No
Bryan Stewart No
Robert Emerick No
Karin Anderson No
Paul Hanson No
Dennis Andersen, NumbersUSA No
Sandra Mathes No
Carol Reid No
Nicki Howerton No
Michael Harris No
CYNTHIA OCONNELL No
Ray Harney No
Abraham Kofman No
Cornelius Gerst, Personal No
elizabeth comer No
Jim Reznik No

Anonymous Anonymous, NumbersUSA  General

Gregory Moses No
Janice Jones, Numbersusa No
James Heide No
Chuck O'Reilly No
Wayne Smyly No
Gary Frederick No
Frances Raley No
Demetrios Vagalatos No

151
Att.

1120
Overview/Notable
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572
Similar to 573

Re: immigration
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Similar to 572 and 573

Same as 573

Re: southern border wall

Re: immigration

Same as 573

The federal government should not be
involved; only the states.

Re: immigration

Belives that we should follow the CEQ's
provisions.

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Re: EPA

Re: EIS requirements for immigration
Similar to 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re:immigration
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573

Re: overpopulation
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: study impact of growing population
Re: immigration
Same as 572

"All CEQ/NEPA proposed regulations should
be implemented"
Same as 573

Re: southern border wall
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 573

35
1

38
2
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Benjamin Watson No
David L. Casey No
Jonathan Eden No
MM Spevack No
Randolph Hughes No
Ronald Goodden No
Debra Pope No
Greg Raven No
Greg Raven No
Leslie Anchors No
Flower Fox No
Delrita Jungnitsch No
Jean Campbell No
James Bullock No
Hugh Latham No
Elaine T. No
Gaylord Yost No
Charles Starr No
Douglas Kennedy No
Sandra Witt No
Dan Hart, NumbersUSA No
Roy Buckridge No
Laura Cruz No
Aaron Thoroman No
AlOlson No
Patricia Shank No
Timothy Conway No
Kenneth Pasternack No

Anonymous Anonymous, Numbers USA  No

Allan Dredge No
Larry Davis No
Scott Kelley No
David Way No
Linda Siefert, Numbers USA No
Evelyn Mills, n/a No
John Berger No
Charles Sigars, Self No
Rick Gluck No
Linda Daugherty, - None - No
Daniel Davis No
Richard Tavano, Numbers USA No
Steven Cox No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Kirsten Leman No
Serry Pringle No
RAYMOND DOMINGUEZ No
Ronald Sobchik No
Edward Fatton No
Lois Alice No
Richard Mixon No
Carol Farr No
1. A McSwain No
Debi Wagner General
Mike Hoban No
Sabrina Wells No
Stanley Chappell No
Susan Werkheiser No
Jeannette Wilkins No
Roger Hamilton No
Richard W. Firth No
Robert Brueggeman No
Jeffery Fain No
Milton Horst No
Mark Wakeford No
Derek Anderson General
Donna Casas No
Paul Hanson No
Michael Miller General
Donald Woods No
james holleny No
Gary Conley No
CHARLOTTE BELDEN, IMMIGRATION No
Jordan Duncan No
Leslie Wilder, Acs, cleaning service No
John Neal No
Ronald Shipe No
Dave Root No
T Cameron, Numbers USA No
lois lockwood No
Letitia Ann Desjardins No
RAMIRO SANCHEZ No
clyde sawyer No
Stan Kaconas No
Gary Lanford No
Donald Wise No
Veronica Reimann No
roger chenoweth General?
Dorothy Duda No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Carol Stevens No
Steve Stocklin No

151
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Responses to ANOPR
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Same as 572
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration

Same as 573
Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Re: population growth control
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: overpopulation

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Offers suggestions for the regulations
Similar to 572

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Revisions to NEPA should be minimal
Similar to 573

Re: immigration (commented the same
response earlier 656)
Same as 433

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: cleaning bathrooms
Same as 572

Re: southern border wall
Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
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821

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
James Thurman
Vincent Lasak
Campbell Taylor, Jr.
Charles Roscoe
John Mullin
Anthony Coluccio
ROBERT CARROLL
Rebecca Nelson
Yancey Summerour, Numbers USA
Leslie Ross
Macky Patton
Jon von Leden
Wolfgang Gielisch, Citizens who care
Harry Lenhart, Company
Robert M. Stuendel
Gabriel Gardner
Dale Breidenbach
William Aiello
Ed Pelton, ME
Willard Duffey, Sr
Diane Janovyak
Sylvia Keiser
njhm edfs
RICHARD STERNBERG
Robert Mandarino
William Parker
Jean Dibble
Ellen Tate
Randle Sink

Annelie Menzies
Sandra Gray
Brian Schutsky
Dennis Siebers
Larry Hutson
Ramey Brandon
Jim Dixon
Anonymous Anonymous
Neil Connolly
Michael Paige
Sue Merriner
Martha Patton
Ken Burkhead
Dena Charvat
Russell Cave
Matthew Russell

Amy Mills

Byron Kilbourne

Steven Freise

Bryon Karow

Edward Bagnell

Edward Bagnell

Dianne Glass

Marilyn Griffin, Year
RICHARD MARINO

Jane Miller

anonymous anonymous
Dennis Larson

Larry Huber

City of Phoenix Aviation Department,
Jordan Feld

William Vaello

James Johnston

John Duntley

Don England

ROBERT STOKELY

Dave Auger

Howard Norton

Albert Simpson, Retired
Arthur Lang

Michael Schmulbach
TS

Matt van Wersch
KINSMAN xkxkzk, republicans
Ron Oliphant

Amy Brunvand
Gene Adams
Susan White
David Shall
Mark Schuster
Marlene Drozd
1. Barry Gurdin
Margaret Sullivan
Boyd Lieberman
GARY MILLS
Michael Harding
Christine Love
Carol LeCrone
Susan Beasley
Mark Miller

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

In Scope?

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No

151
Att. Overview/Notable

Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: Venezuelan Lake Maracaibo

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573

The current act and procedural provisions

should be left alone.
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573

Benefits of EISs and EA outweigh risks of
weakening and amending NEPA

Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 572
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573

1120

internal error message

Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 572
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed because making
it more efficient would lessen the public's

voice in decisions.
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572

Same as 572 and 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration

Preserve NEPA and public input.

Same as 573
Similar to 573

35
1

38
2
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Russell Sias

Greg Serbon

Grant Hockin

Bruce Gordon

Renata Richardson

Carl Estes

Donald O'Neill, United States of America

Victoria Griffin

Lana Kelley

Ann Johnson

Brian Leeson

Samantha Carlson

Michael DelMedico

Chuck Sawyer

Jeffrey Davis

Jeffery and Rhonda Hendricks

Dawn Dyer

John Nelligan

Annonymous Annonymous

Denis Hogan

Vito Giotta

Ray Maust

Jerry Irwin

Niki Vogt

Richard Brotzman

Marion John La Violette

Rusty La Violette

Don Smith

John Barger

Ravi Sharma

Judy Brandon

Paul and Katherine Malchiodi
Steven Bukovitz

Diane Pyburn

£d Pelton, CGFD

Darrell Kuhn

Robert Moore, Concerned citizen
Dwight Greenhill

David E Harkey Jr, NumbersUSA
Debra Walston

Carl Hockett

Richard Pelto, Personal

JOHN JOHNJANATA

Richard Reece

Jim Lytch

John A. DeVierno, DOTS of ID, MT, ND, SD a
Mr.Paul Sedlewicz

Gregory LeBlanc

Patricia Jarozynski
Michelle Breinholt
George Sai-Halasz
Jeanette Rost

Jennifer Hiebert
Anonymous Anonymous
Amy Cherko

Joel Barnes

Kris Pagenkopf

Amy Harlib

Judith Smith
Kay Warren

Andrea Martin

Robert Rutkowski
Deb Fritzler

Gary Mercado
Julia Thollaug
Richard Watkins
Sherman Stephens
Elizabeth Gifford

Ken Loehlein
Gina Lee

Robert Leggett

Patricia Always

Susan Peirce, grand canyon trust
Tania Malven

Logan White

Elaine Becker

In Scope?
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
General

General
No
No

General

No
Yes
General
General
General
General

No
General

General

General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
No

General
General
General
General
General

151
Att.

1120
Overview/Notable

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Answers no to all questions answered.
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed.

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Similar to 0047

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed unless it makes
more strict environmental protections.

Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 0278
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
222

Same as 573
Re: land use

Keep NEPA intact. Cites 4 points regarding
important aspects of NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

Similar to 572

Re: overpopulation

Similar to 904. Opposes the ANOPR and cites
specific parts of NEPA that she supports.

Similar to 572

Answers several questions.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact. Cites importance of public
review and the indication of environmental
consequences and outcomes of proposed
actions and alternatives.

Re: need for protection of environment
Keep NEPA as it is. Believes NEPA is already
streamlined and changing it will result in lost
jobs and threaten environmental protection.

Similar to 904. Keep NEPA intact. Cites
complaint about 60-day comment period
length.

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Keep NEPA as it s. Cites importance of public
comments and evaluation of environmental
impacts.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: science consideration in policy decisions

Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.
Do not change NEPA.
Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Tricia Egger, Grand Canyon Trust

STEVEN HANDWERKER

Gary Hartung, Numbers USA

Susan Meyer

Iyl

James Kirks

April Atwood

Dona LaSchiava

Dawn Kosec

Robert Lippman

Homer Blackelk, The EcoHawk Foundation
Tim Wernette, Grand Canyon Trust
Melissa McCool

Susan Fleming
Bradley Carr, Numbers USA
Evelyn Giliam
Robert B. Kaplan
Martin Diedrich
Cynthia Tatlock
Phyllis Coley

David Rudin
kenneth silver
Helen Mitas

David Gjestson
Gordon Lind
VERNON MATHERN
Jerry Reynolds
Lydia Garvey
Anonymous Anonymous
Paula Denissen
Irene Hamilton
Kimi Wei

Sheldon Rourck
Robin Patten

Lesa Skarlot

E Alexander

£ James Nedeau
Andrea Wasserman
Tanya Lysenko

Paul Sorensen
Karen Preece
TERRY MCNEIL

Art Hanson

Robert kvaas

aq
Pat Beauchamp
8ill Davis

Alice Simpson

Naomi Zurcher
David Adams
Laurie Welsh

Clint McKnight
Kirk Rhoads
Sheila Smith, Grand Canyon Trust
Jon Higley

Ron Cammel
Karl Shaddock
Dona Walston
Steve Tyler

s. Stark

Lonna Richmond
Lai Ubberud
Brian Swanson
Steven Ald
Pamela Gilbert
W.J. Van Ry
Norman Black
Bobbi Beck
Robert Miller
Melody Kiley
Laura Saxe
Melissa Miller
8ill Fogg

Robert Keim
Brien Brennan
AlKisner

Lucinda Stafford
tom horton
Carolyn Sweeney
Anonymous Anonymous, Middle Class Citizens
Susan Greiner
JENNIFER MALIK
Katherine McCoy
Robert Hicks
Lawrence Rupp
Jack M.

Charles Sloan
Don Hammond
Shari Hirst

In Scope?
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No
General
No
General

No
No
General
General
No
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
No
No
No
No
General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No

151
Att.

1120
Overview/Notable

Do not weken environmental laws
Protect the environment

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Supports NEPA

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Opposes any changes to NEPA.

Same as 9047

Believes NEPA should be maintained and
strengthened.

Re: 2227

Don't gut NEPA.

Same as 573.

Simialr to 904 (might be separate campaigns.

Look through again)

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 0278

Keep NEPA intact

Same as 572

NEPA should not be changed.
Similar to 904

Same as 573

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact

Same as 904

Same as 573

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Re: protecting land

Keep NEPA in place.

Keep NEPA as it is and do not weaken it.
Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Preserve NEPA as it is.
Similar to 572

Simialr to 904

Protect NEPA

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 904

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA as it s.

Similar to 573

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA should not be changed
Support the existing NEPA. Cites concern
about oil industry.

Same as 904

Similar to 904

Similar to 904. Does not want NEPA to
change.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Same as 573.

Maintain and strengthen NEPA
Similar to 904

NEPA should not be changed.
Leave NEPA asit s,

Protect and sustain current NEPA.
Similar to 904.

Same as 573

Leave NEPA alone.

Re: immigration

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 572

Similar to 904

Re: landmarks

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR
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1069
1070

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Laura Cotts
llene Lofgren
Cynthia Ramirez
Patti Packer, US citizen
Lisa Rutherford
Jane Myers
Jerry Rand
Kathryn Lemoine
Rivko Knox
B Buttazoni
Doris LONG
Anne Pitkin
Jerel McDonald
Paul VANVOROUS
Shawn Martin
James Tripp, Environmental Defense Fund
Michael Strieby
Maya Abela
Dan Struble
Edward Mosimann
Denise Martini
Fred Johnson
Thomas Keys
David Nevin
Lisa Foster
warwick hansell
Dan Struble
Kevin Brown
M.A. Kruse, ONDA
Sherrie Shown
carol popp
Danika Esden-Tempski
C. A. Glock-Jackson
Lisa Swinney
Michele Frisella
Paul West
CE. Watson
Vicky Kramer

Kim Morton

Duressa Pujat
Vigh wsed
yvonne del rossi
Alice Hall

Jim Zola, HAND
Robert Voorhees
Wanda Ballentine
Bruce Higgins

Peggy-Jean Powell
1 Blagen

Peter Auster
Kathleen Nalley
Bromwell Ault
vib wsed

maureen rogers
Susan Morgan

Gary Beverly
Anne McGuffey
Lisa Winters

Phil Francis, Coalition to Protect America's |
Christine Raczka, Port Gamble S'Klallam Trit
Paul Moorehead, Quapaw Tribe of Oklahoma
Bruce Bell

Chris Norden

Faith Zerbe

Michael Lang

Carla Kelly-Mackey

Anne-Marie Marable

ghnb erfd

Norman Torkelson

John Tykol

Cynthia Sarthou, Gulf Restoration Network
Sara Simon-Behrnes

Scott Allan

In Scope?

General
No
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No
No
No
General

General

No
General
No
No
No
General
General
General

General
General

No
No
No
No

No
General

General
General
Yes

Gen/Extension

151
Att.

1120
Overview/Notable

Similar to 904

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 572

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Strengthen NEPA; do not weaken it.
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Keep NEPA alive and maintain public input.

Any NEPA changes should be to strengthen
rules to provide more transparency. Cites
concerns in hometown.

Re: wildfires
Leave NEPA alone.
Similar to 572 and 573
Re: immigration
Re: protecting public land
Similar to 904
Similar to 904
Agencies will provide best comments
regarding reducing wasteful and time-
consuming processes. Public input should not
be limited or trivialized. NEPA should not be
majorly changed.
Same as 433.
NEPA changes should not limit public input. It
would be helpful to make improvements and
increase transparency for agencies involved in
the NEPA process, but changes should not be
made to merely expedit the process.

1
Same as 572.
Re: immigration
Re: wildfires in California
Re: concerns over changes that can affect
quality of water and land
Re: creating an EIS for immigration
Do not weaken NEPA. Instead, increase
compliance with NEPA.
Keep NEPA intact.
Similar to 904.
Opposed to major NEPA revisions. Complaints
about NEPA by agencies are misguided
because problems typically result from failure
by agencies to devote enough resources to
the NEPA process. Answers several questions.

1 Requests a 60-day extension.
1

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
HELEN SPECTOR
Nora Polk
Beth Wilmot
Kathryn Stromme
Susan Tracy
Linda Browning, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Lynn Wolff
Carlynn Capps.
Patricia Always
Rick Ray
James Holk
Richard Weigel
Howard Shapiro, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Anonymous Anonymous
Thomas Hard
Barbara Stroud
Judith Lienhard
Mike Drewry
Charles Maxwell
shireen press
Shawn Mathiesen
kyna rubin
Steven Wheeler
Richard Stellner
Cory Buckley
Brandon Gardner
Amber Armstrong
Taylor Matson
Sandra Rousseau
Barbara Branham
Lloyd DeKay
Regis Krug
Lynda Cunningham
Andrew Petersen

Anonymous Anonymous, Friends of the Columbia River Gorge

Sara Grigsby
Carin Yavorcik
Daniel McGuire
Craig Heverly
John Howard
Jeanette Kloos
Peggy Doulos
Laurie Fisher
Laura O Foster
Steven Thompson
Shira Fogel

Peter Zurcher
Penny Greenwood
Alex Prentiss
Gwen Kramer
Cynthia Talboy
Judith Jordan
Alexander Miller
Paul Wilcox

Dave Miller

Jay Maxwell
Samuel Urkov
Michelle Ritter MD
Becky Williams
Roland Begin
Roger Kofler, Friends of the Columbia River Gorge
Jennifer Savage
Stephen Jensen

Judy Yakymi

DONALD BARBEE

Judy S

Janie Cohen

Barbara Robinson

John Nutt

Derek Gendvil

jeremiah jenkins General

Kevin Ebel General

HELEN OST General

Steve Foster General

George Cummings General
General

llene Le Vee

John Doe General

Teresa McFarland General

James Soares General

JL Angell General

Peggy Lalor General
General

dell goldsmith

Patricia Pingree General

Karen Edwards. General

Debra Asakawa General

Charles Walsh General

David Michalek General

Andrew Frank General

Darvel Lloyd General

Alan Smith General

Rachael Pappano General

In Scope?

151 1120
Att. Overview/Notable

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't undermine NEPA. (Columbia River
Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't weaken NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Walter Mintkeski
Stephanie Sandmeyer
Marilyn McFarlane
Susan McLaughlin
Barbara Coleman
Albyn Jones
Or. Delton Young
Marguery Lee Zucker, Zucker family
Donna Wehrley
Jeffrey White
Susan Saul
Thomas Keys
barbara lindsey, 1951
DONALD GARNER
Bruce Melzer
Linda Levin
Alan Winter

Wendy Bartlett
William Nix

Lara Post

Phil Ewers

JAN GOLICK

Andy Harris
Donna Vogt

Rex Breunsbach
Erich Rau

Robert Paulson
Ben Asher
Jacqueline Abel
Byron Owen
Dorothy Beardsley
Scott Dady

elaine Noonan

Jon Nystrom

Joan Meyerhoff
Shannon Oliver
Linda Felver

ed moye

Robin Burwell
Ann Crandall

John F Christensen
Richard Gorringe, Ph. D.
Don Jacobson
Kirke Wolfe

Terry Reddish
Merna Baker Blagg
Barbara Amen

Mona McNeil
Colleen Wright
Stephanie Nystrom
Don Stephens
James Clapp

Kyle Haines

Paul Moyer
Michael Parker
Jeri anonymous
Tika Bordelon
Gary McCuen
Mark McCormick
patrick mulcahey
Mark Friedman
Celeste Howard

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

151
Att.

1120
Overview/Notable

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't weaken NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Preserve the environment. (Columbia River

Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't change NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't change NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't weaken NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't change NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
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NEPA Process:
1 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure that environmental reviews and authorization decisions involving multiple agencies are conducted in a manner that is
concurrent, synchronized, timely, and efficient, and if so, how?
2 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient by better facilitating agency use of e nvironmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in
earlier Federal, State, tribal or local environmental reviews or authorization decisions, and if so, how?
3 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure optimal interagency coordination of environmental reviews and authorization decisions, and if so, how?
Scope of NEPA Review:
4 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations that relate to the format and page length of NEPA documents and time limits for completion be revised, and if so, how?

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 decisionmakers and
the public, and if so, how?

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?

7 Should definitions of any key NEPA terms in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, such as those listed below, be revised, and if so, how?

7a Major Federal Action;
7b Effects;

7c Cumulative Impact;
7d Significantly;

7e Scope; and

7f Other NEPA terms.
8 Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added, and if so, which terms?

8a Alternatives;

8b Purpose and Need;

8c Reasonably Foreseeable;
8d Trivial Violation; and

8e Other NEPA terms.
9 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

9a Notice of Intent;

9b Categorical Exclusions Documentation;
9c Environmental Assessments;

9d Findings of No Significant Impact;

9e Environmental Impact Statements;

of Records of Decision; and

9g Supplements.

10 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency action be revised, and if so, how?

11 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised, and if so,
how?

12 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

13 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the appropriate range of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed analysis be
revised, and if so, how?

General:
14 Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations currently obsolete? If so, please provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or replaced.

15 Which provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations can be updated to reflect new technologies that can be used to make the process more efficient?

16 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to promote coordination of environmental review and authorization decisions such as combining NEPA analysis
and other decision documents, and if so, how?

17 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the implementation of NEPA, and if so, how?

18 Are there ways in which the role of tribal governments in the NEPA process should be clarified in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, and if so, how?

19 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to ensure that agencies apply NEPA in a manner that reduces unnecessary burdens and delays as much as
possible, and if so, how?

20 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations related to mitigation should be revised, and if so, how?
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Comment log updates

From: "Carlin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ (Intern)” <} NG

To: "Cook, Kearstyn N. EOP/CEQ (Intern)”
Date; Thu, 02 Aug 2018 10:54:34 -0400

Attachments: 02 ANOPR Comment Log 07-23 to Erin {updated B218).xisx (94.68 kB)
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Log

Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Column1  Column3

5

Thomas King
Thomas King

John Roberts
Larry Freilich

Rue Eich
David Keys

Daniel Holt
Michael Dechter

Anonymous Anonymous

Jennifer Blegen
Judith Konig

Ronald Estepp

Env. Law & Policy Center,
Howard Learner
Whitney Kroschel

David Hill

Stephen Buckley

Michel Hammes

Ssusan LaSala

Association of Metropolitan Water
Agencies, Diane VanDe Hei; American
Water Works Association, Tracy Mehan

Jacob Siegel
Susan Chapin

Amer. Soc. of Civil Engineers, Natalie
Mamerow
Russell Hodin

Western Urban Water Coalition, Michael
Carlin

Marilyn Price

Patricia Always

Elizabeth Tachick

Nora Rawn
Dobi Dobroslawa

Jeffrey Waggoner
Andrew Hawkins

Nasreen Hosein
Tim Chapp

Salt River Project, Kara Montalo
Kathy Mohar

Sarah David
Chesapeake Bay Foundation, Alison Prost

Charles Johnson

Utility Water Act Group, Karma Brown
Caigian Cropper

Steve Tyler
John Anderson
Beverly Railsback

Harry and Jill Brownfield
Kym Garcia

Norma Van Dyke
Richard Van Aken

Amy Harlib

Thomas Koven

Marlena Lange
Catherine Smith

Thomas Carlo

Frances DeMillion

Grace Ramus

Jeanne Held-Warmkessel
Rachel Crowley

Joanne Wagner

Wanda Hofbauer

Green Party of Philadelphia, Chris
Robinson

Jane Winn

Michael W Evans

In Scope?
Columné
Yes

General

General
Yes

General

General

No
General

General
Extension

General
General

General

General
General
Extension

Yes
General
Extension
Extension
Extension

General
General
General

General
General

General
General

General
General

Extension
General

General
Extension

Yes

Extension
General

General
Extension
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1037
Att. Overview/Notable
olumnt Column2

Offers thoughts on whether and how to
revise NEPA implementation.
Objects to questions; re-imagine NEPA from
scratch.
Do not make changes.
Page and time limits may cause additional
work, restrict information.
Do not make changes.
Implementation has adapted, lttle change
needed to regs.
Re-adopt GHG guidance.
Page limits make EIS less useful, add work

save all environmental protection provisions.

[Re EPA]
Retain protections for air, water, wildlife.

Against changing NEPA role of scientists and
public.
1 Requests 60-day extension, public hearings

Need better justification for changing.
States specific provisions not to change and
general opposition.

NEPA community has interest in no change.

Do not make changes.
NEPA does not need an overhaul.
1 Requests 60-day extension. [Same as E-0005.]

Address climate change, retain public
involvement.
Burdens, delay may protect future health,
vitality of environment.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

Requests 60 day extension, public forums,
mail option for commenting.
1 Requests 60-day extension.

Opposed to rollback of NEPA.
Preserve the strength of NEPA.

We need govt transparency, input on
projects.

Preserve public comment, consideration of E)
communities.

Concerned about possibly weakened NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.
Retain public comment and involvement.

Against updates to NEPA,
Update to streamline, but retain EPA and
state review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.
Retain public and other agency involvement
in NEPA process.
Importance of public review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

1 Recommends NEPA pre-planning approach
based on FERC and BLM (cover letter and
paper)

1 Requests 30-day extension
Prioritize transparency, community input over
synchronization, efficiency.

No rollback.

1 Requests 30-day extension.

Do not weaken NEPA, requests 90-day
extension.

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

same as 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Responses to ANOPR

Phone (if provided)
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15 Balfour Lane, Chatham MA 02633
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25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
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25-Jun-2018
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25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
20-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

20-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018
26-Jun-2018

26-Jun-2018
27-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

30-Jun-2018
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1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
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1-Jul-2018
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1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008532



Number of Responses
Organization / Name

George Trovato

Janet Cavallo

Valerie Lucznikowska

Leona and George Fluck

Hilarie Johnston

Debra Mobile

Janice Banks

Park Furlong

Vince Mendieta

Park Furlong

Nicole Rahman

Dennis O'Brien

Anne Jackson

Mr Lombardi

karin peklak

Ronald Gulla

Edward Thornton

Lorenz Steininger

Bryn Hammarstrom, RN

Jeffrey Laubach

Lenore Reeves

Melvin Czechowski

Elizabeth Thompson

David Kagan

Marc Obernesser

James Rosenthal

Mary Ann Leitch

Susan Nierenberg

jeffrey shuben

Rebecca Canright

Amy Hansen

Patricia Rossi

Mark Canright

Susan VanMeter

Margaret McGinnis

Mark Dodel

Kathie E Takush

Patricia Libbey

Carl Doll

Kiujhy erdwq

Bonnie Stoeckl
Marvin Feil
Clifford Phillips
Lawrence Stauffer
Lawrence Stauffer
Cindy Carlin
JOHN PASQUA
Nicholas Lenchner
Susan Shaak

lydia garvey

MH Higgins
Suzanne Roth
Jessica Reed
Steve Mattan
Craig Way

Juliann Pinto
Rebecca Berlant
Ellis Woodward
William Kellner
Bettie Reina
Mare McClellan
Eric Bare
Christopher Kratzer

Tom Hoffman
Chuck Graver
Kelley Scanlon
marion M Kyde Ph.D.
William Huston
Rob Moore

Susan Babbitt
Elizabeth A. Roedell
Steve Troyanovich
Rosemarie Brenner
Leslie Sauer

Sue Harmon

Katie Chapp

Joseph Holmes

David Mathews
MD

Shane Worth
Ryan Dodson
Adam Eyring
Mara TIPPETT
Nichole Diamond
Joshua Fine
Bibianna Dussling
kathleen rengert
Peggy Miros

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

No

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General

Yes
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1037
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047

: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Opposed to weakening NEPA.
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

[Re wind power in German and solar in China

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Opposes revising NEPA; requests 90-day

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Do not change NEPA

Consider well-informed remarks, lengthen

comment period.

Do not make any changes (cites all questions).

Favors changes for efficiency.

Preserve environmental stewardship while

streamling NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

35
1

38
2
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Responses to ANOPR

Page 2

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

173
zip Posted/Red.
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008532



Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Carol Schmidt

Joseph Quirk

Laura Mirsky

Louise Sellon

Vincent Prudente

Mary McMahon

Elizabeth Seltzer

Margaret Quinn

lloyd goodman

John and Janice Hahn

Yolanda Stern Broad Ph.D.

Patti Packer

Erik McDarby

Gregory Esteve

Kate Sherwood

Aaron Fumarola

Peter Donnelly

Yvonne De Carolis

Ellen Weininger

Patricia Swanton

Carol Armstrong

Ruth Heil

marilyn miller

Robert Adams

Gail Musante

Peter Mulshine

P Scoville

Curtis Baker

marilyn miller

Joe Busby

Anneke Walsh
Frederick Stluka

Sarah Benton

Andrew Benton

Park Furlong

William Edelman

john dunphy

Jason Kemple
Anonymous Anonymous

Robert Depew

Gary Hinesley

Jose Almanzar

Lisa Levine

Vicki Dodge

Cathy Snyder

Justin Pidot for 36 law professors with
NEPA expertise

Aurora Janke for Attorneys General of WA,
MD, MA, NJ, NY, OR

Megan Flaherty

Elizabeth lke

Tom Petersen
Alliance for the Great Lakes,
Sheyda Esnaashari

Denise Lytle

Henry Berkowitz

Ronald Bishop

Collin Keyes

Andrea Zinn

Bob Nebel

Gokhan Seker

Faith Zerbe

8 Soltis

Diana Rarig

Dennis Grzezinski

Theodore Doll

Western New York Environmental Aliance,
Lynda Schneekloth

Suzanne McCarthy

Grace Bergin

Janet Eisenhauer

arline Soffian

Great Egg Harbor Watershed Association,
Fred Akers

Mark Simcoe

Michael Litzky

Geri Weitzman

Wendy Redal

Western Resource Advocates,
Robert Harris

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

General

General

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Yes
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

General
General
General
General
Yes
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1037
Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

EPA and NEPA cause overregulation and
duplication. Disband EPA and keep CEQ.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: very similar to 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; don't weaken
NEPA, cites several provisions to retain.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Public needs to be considered.
Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; open to some
adjustments to regulations.

6 State AGs request at least 60-day extension,
public hearings. [same as E-0003]

Don't use revisions to undermine NEPA.
Supports increased efficiency and
‘communication.

Important to consider alternatives, low
income communities, communities of color,
and opinions of different agencies.
Campaign: same as 0047

Requests 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Enforce page limits and plain language.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Similar to 0047

Requests 90-day extension.

Opposed to weakening NEPA and any version
of Farm Bill.

Requests 90-day extension.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: similar to 0047

Opposed to weakening public input and
alternative consideration, eliminating climate
consideration, and establishing hard
deadlines.

Don't change NEPA.

Opposedto proposed revisions.

Opposed to proposed revisions.

Opposed to revisions to NEPA.

Believes in the goals of the rulemaking but
not in the execution. Suggests reform of the
implementation of NEPA rather than of its
regulations. Cites examples from Lean Event
in Colorado.
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Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

zip

173
Posted/Red.
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Log
228

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Aaron Miller

Gregory Esteve
Craig Wallentine

Sara Schultz
The Partnership Project,
Justin McCarthy

Robert Shippee

Marlene srael
William Blount
Christopher Jannusch
Jerre stallcup

Eric Hirst

Michael Kellett

Nicole Quinn
Andy Puckett
Susan Dixon
Andrew McGrath
Barbara Halpern
Lynn Koster
David Goebel

Ben Luccaro
Vicki Barg

Deborah Kratzer

Lauren Greenawalt

Corey White

Hllinois Council of Trout Unlimited,
Edward Michael

Carl Erdmann

Rush Hardin

Ken Gamauf

Susan Meacham

Cindy Eby

Minnesota Center for Environmental
Advocacy, Eric Lindberg

Amy Harlib

Maryland Nonprofits,

Henry Bogdan

Sarah Gutierrez

James Quealy

£.O'Halloran

Lorraine Gold

Great Basin Water Network,
Abigail Johnson

Caitlin Caldwell

Claire Nordlie
Laurie Whittle

Duchesne County, Utah,
Michael Hyde

Jonathan Oppenheimer
Ben Barnes

Katherine Dawes

Tyler Wean

Jamie Woody
Nathan Miller

Zachary Smith

For Love of Water (FLOW),
Liz Kirkwood

In Scope?
Yes

General
General

Gen./Extension
Yes

General

General
General
General
General
General

General

Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Yes

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension

Yes
General

General
General

General
General

General

General

Extension

151 1037
Att. Overview/Notable
Consider that the resources of agencies that
conduct NEPA reviews are low so expediting
the process will cost the public.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.
Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it. Cites examples in Utah of why
NEPA is important.
Campaign: similar to 0047

1 Represents 352 organizations; requests at
least 60-day extension public forums and mail
commenting; linked to question 6.

Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Opposed to weakening NEPA but belives
there could be improvements made
Opposes changes to NEPA. Problems in
implementation lie in lack of adherence to
laws and regs.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Keep NEPA intact.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Cites reforms needed to aviation. Requests
extension of comment period.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA intact. Requests 90-day extension.
Describes BLM issues as examples.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Keep NEPA intact

1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Keep NEPA intact.
Opposed to major changes, but minor
changes may be necessary.

Opposes weakening or revisions of NEPA,
Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: similar to 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
1 Requests 60-day extension. (Pdf and Word
attachments are identical.)
Campaign: same as 0047
Responds to several questions.
Do not lesson environmental review, save
NEPA. Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: same as 0047
Requests 60-day extension.

Requests longer (unspecified) comment
period. Complete any environmental studies
before starting projects, especially for
fracking.
Don't reform NEPA, protect NEPA.
Requests extension of "response time" from
30 to 60 days. Keep NEPA intact.

1 Comments on all questions.

Improve collaborative decisionmaking.

Doe not support any change or rewrite.
(Confusing ANOPR with permitting EO?)
Cutting permitting from 3-5 years to 2 would
undercut thoroughness, cut EPA review
authority harm env. and public health
Opposed to provision making it easier to run
natural gas piplines through national parks.

NEPA is important, protects communities,
considering alternatives is important.

No chage to NEPA.

Be cautious in changing NEPA. CEs should
have 10-year expiration date; NEPA violations
should result in rejection of proposed action;
don't allow segmentation through CEs.

Keep NEPA protections or make them
stronger.
1 Requests at least 90-day extension.

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
278

Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Robin Beard General
Ohio Wetlands Association, Extension
Mark Dilley
Jody Carrara Gen./Extension
Andrea Nagel General
Debbie Boucher General
Phil Barnette Gen./Extension
Mark Demuth Yes
Ronald Parry General
Richard Heisler General
Robert Veltkamp General
Amy Cook General
Transportation Agency for Monterey Yes

County, California, Debra Hale

Michelle Mehlhorn General
Matthew Hall General
William Howard General
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Friends of Milwaukee's Downtown Forest, Extension

Barbara Richards

Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Cecelia Phillips General
Jackie Cash General
Cindy Eby Gen./Extension
Randy Sailer General
Anonymous Anonymous General
Lavaughn Hamblin Yes
Lavaughn Hamblin General
Anonymous Anonymous No

jjuyt hytr No

Kay Barrett General
Gena Goodman-Campbell General

Lytton Rancheria of California, Gen./Extension
Brenda Tomaras

anonymous anonymous Gen./Extension

Gail Harris General
Emily Estrada General
Amy Hunter General
Ben Gordon General
Sarah Graham General
Matthew Anonymous Yes
Leigh Schwarz General
Karen Sinclair General
Concerned citizen in Bend Oregon General
Mark McCormick General
Aryeh Frankfurter General
Darryl Lioyd General
Freda Sherburne General
Marsha Swanson General
Jeff Pokorny General
stephen gerould General
Rebeckah Berry General
Diana Pope General
Hardin King General
Bruce Jackson General
Dan Struble General
Debra Rehn No
Noel Plemmons General
JBlagen General
Susan Strible General
Delwin R Holland General
San Diego State University, General
Roger Sabbadini

Andrea Pellicani General
Sandra Thompson General
Alan Bart| General

151
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Opposed to changes that restrict public input,
limit alternatives, extablish hard deadlines, or

limit obligation to consider climate change.
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Same as 278

Keep NEPA as it s.

Keep NEPA as it is. Requests 60-day
extension.

Briefly addresses multiple questions.
Opposed to weakening NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact. Cites an article he wrote.

Campaign: similar to 0278
Do not revise NEPA. No to all questions.

1 Comments on two questions. Attachment is
same as text comment, except for contact
info.

Thankful for CEQ.

Leave NEPA alone.

Purpose of revision is unclear. Opposed to
changing, except to increase environmental
protection.

Responds to several questions.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Requests at least 60-day extension.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA as it is. Do not give states control
of public lands.

Don't change NEPA implementation.

Wants a cumulative impact definition.
Urges streamlining, electronic approaches.

[Political, meaning unclear.]
[Re source of natural gas for Germany]
Retain NEPA as is.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Requests extension.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
period.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Addresses several questions - against
potential changes.

Campaigs
of public input.

Campaign: Similar to 222; retain current
policy regarding decisions about the
environment that enforce maximum
thoughtfulness,

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; cites importance of

citizens having an equal voice regarding
managing and protecting land.

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; stresses importance

of public input.
Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

[Re Sinclair-Tribune Merger (an FCC docket)]

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't change NEPA.
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222

similar to 222; Stresses importance

111 1 1
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Kelsey Ward

Sandra Mooney

john costello

David Funk

David Kaiser

Sharon Evoy

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General

151 1037
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222 (includes the
campaign instructions to past the paragraph
into reg.gov.)

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Janeese Jackson

Beth Levin

Dorothy Wylie

James Miller

Christopher Troxell
Keith Harris

Pamela Green

Great Old Broads for Wilderness,
Susan Ostlie

maureen rogers

Lily Frey
American Citizen
Kay Nelson
Walter Kuciej
David Cooper
David Worley

Bill Smith

Gary Kish

John Richen

James Davis
Margaret Wolf
Kristen Swanson
Kevin Brown
Christine McKenzie
LeeAnn Kriegh

Fuji Kreider

Pete Sandrock
Joanne Diepenheim
Environmental Protection Agency,
Rebecca Ramage (likely not accurate)
Catherine Williams
llan Bubb

Mike Farley

Cindy Thomas

Steven Haycock
Cheryl Fergeson
Sandi Cornez

Craig Loftin

Jane Heisler

Brad Stevens

Annette Ancel-Wisner

Derek Gendvil

Kevin Manion

Carolyn Eckel

rosalind o'donoghue
Oregon Natural Desert Association,
Katie Kelley

priscilla Galasso

Tim Brelinski

Kate Walter

Lisa Jones

Denis Besson

David Regan
Anonymous Anonymous

Martha Ahern

John Nettleton

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Linda Watts

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Peter Nunnenkamp

Rick Ray

Judy Merrick

Seth Hanson

Tara Miner

John Murphy

Anonymous Anonymous

Donald Mansfield

Brian M.

Brooke Wickham

Akila Mosier

Jennifer Goebel

Linda Greaves
Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Alan Winter

George and Frances Alderson

Lynn Norris

Amalie Duvall

Amy Wolfberg

Joshua Bleecher Snyder
David Beltz

Allex McDaniel

Susan Harmon

In Scope?
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
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Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; Don't take away
safeguards.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Wants more, strict regulations that protect
public lands.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Weakening NEPA would negatively affect

public and scientific input on decisionmaking.

Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Opposes any changes to NEPA.
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't rescind procedural provisions of NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222
Do not alter or weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Don't change NEPA

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Wants three tiers of NEPA to remain intact

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
NEPA protects communities,
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't diminish NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Support existing NEPA system.
Campaign: similar to 222
Public input and thorough planning under
NEPA are vital.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Opposed to NEPA revisions and House Farm
Bill that would reduce scientific analysis or
public involvement in environmental
decisionmaking.

[Re preventing government and corporate
overreach]

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't restrict public input.
Keep NEPA rules are is or strengthen them.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Keep NEPA unchanged.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Robert Currie

Geoff King

Gary Landers

Peggy McConnell

Oregon Natural Desert Association,

Mackenzie Clark

Anonymous Anonymous

Douglas Krueger, Citizen of America
Kirk Barnes

PATRICIA KOSKI

Rica Fulton

Benton Elliott

Melissa Burke
Steven Dunn
Suzanne Geraci
Michael Smith
Michele McKay
Richard Stellner
Danika EsdenTempski
Lisa Olsen

M. Bourke
satya vayu

louj tgre

Lynn Putnam
Eric Downes
Marie Dunkle
Dawn Page

Scott Kaiser
Jamie Brackman

John Koenig
Anonymous Anonymous
Reva Fabrikant

Joel Ban

Richard Grassetti

ronald strickland
Phillip Callaway

Minnesota DOT, Nancy Frick
Kimberly Crihfield

Elizabeth Greenman
Charles Scudder

Michael Young
MARTIN KAPLAN
Joseph Merkelbach
Michelle Turner

Derek Turner

Byron Rendar
William Forbes
Jill Wyatt
Jeremy Wells

Suzanne Painter

AAMU Community Development
Corporation, Joseph Lee

Martha Bibb

Deidre Deegan

Joan Walker
mark caso

Greg Lesoine
Keith Wetzel

Mary Ann Jasper
Karen Schumacher

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General

Incorrectly posted?

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
Yes
General
No
General
Gen./Extension
Extension
General

General
General

General
General
Gen./Extension
General
General or Yes?

General
General
Yes
General
Yes
General

General
General
General
General

Yes
General
General

General
Yes

General
Yes

General
General

General
General

General
General

General
Yes

151
Att.

1037
Overview/Notable

Against weakening NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Comment 0428 is the FR extension notice.

NEPA works.

Opposed to any change.

Same as 430

Keep intact or improve training, public
outreach, use of scientific information.
Don't restrict public input, limit alternatives,
establish hard deadlines for project approval,
or narrow obligations to consider climate
impacts.

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Comments on several questions.

Same as 433

[Re Germany energy sources]

Same as 433

No change; requests 60-day extension.
Requests 30-day extension.

Don't use government efficiency claim to
allow private gain without oversight.

Keep NEPA in current form.

Protect public interests over private, but
regulatory agencies neeed to be efficient,
accountable, and transparent.

Same as 433

Environment must come first.

Campaign: same as 0047

Against any changes in NEPA.

Any changes to NEPA should be to increase its
effectiveness; against limiting public input,
limiting scope or page length.

Keep NEPA.
Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433; do not weaken in name of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Continue without changes.

We need intact and robust NEPA.
Archaeologist urges protection of
environment and cultural resources; don't
restrict public participation, prevent agencies
from objecting to plans or proposing
alternatives, limit the role of the EPA to
protect air quality, or otherwise weaken
NEPA,

NEPA should not be weakened for the sake of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Keep NEPA asis.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions (without number
references). Do not weaken NEPA; involve
social scientists to collect data on the
impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Strengthen NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Support strong NEPA.

Protect NEPA, including public involvement.

Don't undermine NEPA for sake of efficiency.

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 278

Reduce/eliminate NGO and Tribal
involvement, increase coordination with local
jurisdictions, announce comment periods in
advance of their start, remove all reference to
climate change from the NEPA process.

35
1

38
2

1

Responses to ANOPR

3036253118131314 8 1413 8 10 9 11111913 8 11 8 10 18 22 22 20 15 23 21 19 20 25 15

3 4 5 6 7a7b 7c 7d 7e 7f 8a 8b 8c 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e Of 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (if provided)

1 111111

Page 8

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

P

173
Posted/Red.

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008532



Log
481

Number of Responses

Organization / Name
Virginia Department of Transportation,
Stephen Brich

Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria,
Christine Siojo

Morgan Gratz-Weiser

Sarah Meitl

Kathleen Roche

Caroline Skinner
Stacy Green
samuel Lowry
Michele May

Nia Payne
Kate Hogan

Don Stephens
Leiana Beyer
Greg Warren
Levi Loria
Emily Cleath
Glenna Silvan

Alaska Institute for Justice, Robin Bronen
mike hobbs
John MacFarlane

Greater Fort Worth Sierra Club,
John MacFarlane
Pauline Reetz

Stephen Singleton

Connie Lippert

Wyoming Stock Growers Association, Jim
Magagna

Carol Todd

Jamestown S'Klallam Tribe (WA),

Robert Knapp

Seattle Housing Authority, Beka Smith
Elizabeth Purcell

Kljh drew

Anonymous Anonymous

Kathy Bremer

National Butterfly Center,

Marianna Wright
Brad White

San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, Edward Reiskin, Director of
Transportation

April Hersey

Thiopthlocco Tribal Town, Terry Clouthier,
THPO

Anonymous Anonymous

Zachary Klehr

Shelby Reeder

David Ortman

Anon Anon

Terra Lewis
Arizona Game and Fish Department,
Clayton Crowder

Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, Emily
Luscombe

Katherine S Stewart

In Scope?

General
General
General
General

General
General

General

General
General

Yes
Gen./Extension
Yes
Yes
Gen./Extension
General
General
Yes

General

General
No
Yes

General

General

Yes

General
Yes

General
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1037
Overview/Notable
Revoke the CEQ regulations. Make one
agency responsible for all environmental
decisions.
2 comments on tribal rights.

Campaign: same as 278
Don't weaken flexibility in NEPA (by requiring
substitution for 106 review.

.

w
[V

—wy

Create NEPA clearing house for publicinfoby 1 1 1 1

location, etc. Word and pdf attachments

Campaign: same as 278
Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as ??? (Look before you leap
set)

Do not rewrite NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
periods for better public involvement.
Campaign: same as 278

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Campaign: similar to 0222.

Characterizes possible revision as attempt to
weaken NEPA.

Makes recommendations with respect to
community relocation.

Leave NEPA intact. Requests at least 90-day
extension.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA. Same s 500.

Don't limit NEPA comment periods, and
requests 60-day extension of ANOPR
comment period.

Protect NEPA.

Don't reduce public input.

Responds to several questions.

Don't change NEPA

Consult early and support tribal capacity to
participate. Requests unspecified additional
time to respond to other questions.

Responds to several questions. [Word
attachment same as docket form.]
NEPA gives people a voice. Leave NEPA alone.

[Re urban environmental conditions]
Responds to several questions.

Urges against weakening NEPA and responds
"no change" to all questions.

Leave NEPA alone.

Same as 470. Addresses several questions
(without number references). Do not weaken
NEPA; involve social scientists to collect data
on the impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

Makes recommendations on Q4 (1501.8,
1502.7), Q16 (1506.2), and 3 definitions also
relevant to Q7b (1508.8), Q2 (1508.13), Q12
(1508.28). (Consider addressing in procedures
instead of definitions.)

Don't change NEPA in way that reduces public
involvement.
Responds to several questions.

Confusion over extension date. Don't change
NEPA regulations.

Don't weaken NEPA protections, public
outreach.

Responds to several questions. Word and pdf
files are identical.

Attaches his 2001 NEPA NEWS article on EIS
standard: "complete analysis," not
"reasonably thorough discussion."

Brief responses to 2, 3, 6, 10; for others,
current text is adequate.

At end of comment, states that she is saying
no to all questions and does not believe NEPA
should be changed

Answers several questions

Don't weaken NEPA. Provides comments on
several questions.

Answered no to all questions except 15, 18,
and 20.

1

"

1

-

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
527

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Anastacia Marx de Salcedo

Bay Planning Coalition, Brianne Riley

Shoshone Bannock Tribes, Christina Cutler
Timothy Lavallee

cheryl noncarrow

Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Micah
Looper

Catherine Pharis
John Young

Portland Housing Bureau, Emily Benoit
Frank Phillip Davis
Frank Phillip Davis

Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission,
Alice Johnstone

Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League,
Louis Zeller

North Cascades Conservation Council,
David Fluharty

Montgomery County Quiet Skies Coalition,
Gretchen Gaston

Douglas Fenner

Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Emily Johnson

Rhett Diessner
Kathy Bowman
Leslie O'Neil
Sue House
Beverly Boyce
Laurie Warhurst
Kermit Heid
Susan Defeo
HB Welsh

njhm weds
nick burns
Trisha Gill

rick baird
William Ingalls
stanley Holmes
Randal Klein
Chris Amrhein

Veronica Egan
Dave and Sue Click, Dave and Sue Click
JoAnn Stoddard

robert hugie

Carolyn Shelton

Ben Burdett

JaNel VanDenBerghe
Waid Reynolds
priscilla Atwell

Priscilla Atwell
James Bowen

James Ruiz, democratic environmentalists
Martin Seigel
Keith Valencourt
Greg Golden

eric biemuller
Janet Fotos

John Roush
Damon Hooten
Arthur Kissel
Jennifer Wittlinger
Francis Furmanek
Denise Hickey
Tom Clark

Gen./Extension

No

No
No

No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No

In Scope?
Yes

Yes
General

Yes

General
Yes

Yes
General

General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
No

No

151 1037
Att. Overview/Notable

1 Answered a few questions.
Supports idea laid out in EO 13807 and
recommends that NEPA should reflect the
categorical exemptions set forth by CEQA.
They are interested in discussing this further
1 with CEQ officials.
Requests that tribes are not a part of the
general public in documentation as a general
comment and answers several questions in
1 the ANPRM directly.
1 Answers several questions.
Campaign: same as 278
Answers several questions.
1
Cites changes that should occur to the HUD
Community Planning and Development
evironmental officer review process. Not sure
if this is something covered by the ANPRM.
1
1 Internal server error appears
Answers several questions.
1
Answers several questions
Answers several questions
Requests a 60-day extension.

1
Believes that EO 13807 and the ANPRM have
the goal of reducing enviromental review
times for infrastructure projects without
demonstrating any need to do so. Criticizes

1 parts of the EO.

Contains lines from campaign 278 and

1 answers several questions

Answers several questions.

Do not change NEPA.

First, states that makiing chnages to NEPA
without a CEQ is  violation; then answers
question 1.

Answers several questions

Answers several questions

Campaign: similar to 278

Encourage use of scientific data to back up
alternatives and maintain the obligation to
respond to public comment.

?
Campaign: similar to 278

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: Equal Access to Justice Act and wildfires in
California

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't diminish NEPA requirements.

Don't change NEPA.

Do not limit public involvement in NEPA
process.

Don't change NEPA.

Supports NEPA as it s.

Maintain the public in the NEPA process and
any chnges should make sure that decisions
are based on science.

Don't change NEPA.

Answers several questions.

Don't deregulate policies.

Don't change NEPA

Campaign re: immigration considerations
Another campaign re: immigration
considerations

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573
Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: every human is a polluter
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Leo Goriss No
James Reynolds No
Lawrence Newlin No
Michael Pilsner No
jeffrey hogg No
Anonymous Ananymous No
George Miller No
Scott Newton No
Judy Ratliff No
Ronald Everett No
Robin Somerville, Somerville
Environmental No
Katharine Dupre No
al. Ortiz No
Garland Schnack No
DEAN HUNKELE No
jm fay No
William Merrell No
Werner Alber General
Jeffery Walke No
Stephen Taus General
Stephen Pulliam No
albert clark No
Linda Anonymous No
Oudrey Wilson No
John Rohe No
Mary Davidson No
Carolyn Porys No
Jeremy Beck No
Stuart Reynolds No
Carrie Soltay No
Robert French, Adecco No
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA No
Albert Kennedy No
Robert Finkle No
David Luck No
Jan Williams Yes?
John Gyorffy No
Karen Finkle No
Claude Gilbert, NumbersUSA No
anonymous anonymous No
Marshall Richards No
Bart Henkle No
Gerald Hardesty No
Beverly Rigsby No
William Patrick No
J Bruce Gabriel No
Anonymous Citizen No
terry spahr No
Steve Lanard No
anonymous anonymous No
Sofia Byrne No
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA No
Richard Miller No
Tim Aaronson No
John Byrne No
Christine Hayes No
Bruice C PerrymanPHD No
John LaFever No
John Braund No
Karen Alstrup No
Curt Bartrug No
Vic Anderson No
Pamela Opdyke, Regulations.gov No
Elaine Mehigen No
AM Brown No
Bryan Stewart No
Robert Emerick No
Karin Anderson No
Paul Hanson No
Dennis Andersen, NumbersUSA No
Sandra Mathes No
Carol Reid No
Nicki Howerton No
Michael Harris No
CYNTHIA OCONNELL No
Ray Harney No
Abraham Kofman No
Cornelius Gerst, Personal No
elizabeth comer No
Jim Reznik No

Anonymous Anonymous, NumbersUSA  General

Gregory Moses No
Janice Jones, Numbersusa No
James Heide No
Chuck O'Reilly No
Wayne Smyly No
Gary Frederick No
Frances Raley No
Demetrios Vagalatos No
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Overview/Notable
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572
Similar to 573

Re: immigration
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Similar to 572 and 573

Same as 573

Re: southern border wall

Re: immigration

Same as 573

The federal government should not be
involved; only the states.

Re: immigration

Belives that we should follow the CEQ's
provisions.

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Re: EPA

Re: EIS requirements for immigration
Similar to 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re:immigration
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573

Re: overpopulation
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: study impact of growing population
Re: immigration
Same as 572

"All CEQ/NEPA proposed regulations should
be implemented"
Same as 573

Re: southern border wall
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 573

35
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Benjamin Watson No
David L. Casey No
Jonathan Eden No
MM Spevack No
Randolph Hughes No
Ronald Goodden No
Debra Pope No
Greg Raven No
Greg Raven No
Leslie Anchors No
Flower Fox No
Delrita Jungnitsch No
Jean Campbell No
James Bullock No
Hugh Latham No
Elaine T. No
Gaylord Yost No
Charles Starr No
Douglas Kennedy No
Sandra Witt No
Dan Hart, NumbersUSA No
Roy Buckridge No
Laura Cruz No
Aaron Thoroman No
AlOlson No
Patricia Shank No
Timothy Conway No
Kenneth Pasternack No

Anonymous Anonymous, Numbers USA  No

Allan Dredge No
Larry Davis No
Scott Kelley No
David Way No
Linda Siefert, Numbers USA No
Evelyn Mills, n/a No
John Berger No
Charles Sigars, Self No
Rick Gluck No
Linda Daugherty, - None - No
Daniel Davis No
Richard Tavano, Numbers USA No
Steven Cox No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Kirsten Leman No
Serry Pringle No
RAYMOND DOMINGUEZ No
Ronald Sobchik No
Edward Fatton No
Lois Alice No
Richard Mixon No
Carol Farr No
1. A McSwain No
Debi Wagner General
Mike Hoban No
Sabrina Wells No
Stanley Chappell No
Susan Werkheiser No
Jeannette Wilkins No
Roger Hamilton No
Richard W. Firth No
Robert Brueggeman No
Jeffery Fain No
Milton Horst No
Mark Wakeford No
Derek Anderson General
Donna Casas No
Paul Hanson No
Michael Miller General
Donald Woods No
james holleny No
Gary Conley No
CHARLOTTE BELDEN, IMMIGRATION No
Jordan Duncan No
Leslie Wilder, Acs, cleaning service No
John Neal No
Ronald Shipe No
Dave Root No
T Cameron, Numbers USA No
lois lockwood No
Letitia Ann Desjardins No
RAMIRO SANCHEZ No
clyde sawyer No
Stan Kaconas No
Gary Lanford No
Donald Wise No
Veronica Reimann No
roger chenoweth General?
Dorothy Duda No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Carol Stevens No
Steve Stocklin No
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Same as 572
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration

Same as 573
Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Re: population growth control
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: overpopulation

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Offers suggestions for the regulations
Similar to 572

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Revisions to NEPA should be minimal
Similar to 573

Re: immigration (commented the same
response earlier 656)
Same as 433

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: cleaning bathrooms
Same as 572

Re: southern border wall
Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
James Thurman
Vincent Lasak
Campbell Taylor, Jr.
Charles Roscoe
John Mullin
Anthony Coluccio
ROBERT CARROLL
Rebecca Nelson
Yancey Summerour, Numbers USA
Leslie Ross
Macky Patton
Jon von Leden
Wolfgang Gielisch, Citizens who care
Harry Lenhart, Company
Robert M. Stuendel
Gabriel Gardner
Dale Breidenbach
William Aiello
Ed Pelton, ME
Willard Duffey, Sr
Diane Janovyak
Sylvia Keiser
njhm edfs
RICHARD STERNBERG
Robert Mandarino
William Parker
Jean Dibble
Ellen Tate
Randle Sink

Annelie Menzies
Sandra Gray
Brian Schutsky
Dennis Siebers
Larry Hutson
Ramey Brandon
Jim Dixon
Anonymous Anonymous
Neil Connolly
Michael Paige
Sue Merriner
Martha Patton
Ken Burkhead
Dena Charvat
Russell Cave
Matthew Russell

Amy Mills

Byron Kilbourne

Steven Freise

Bryon Karow

Edward Bagnell

Edward Bagnell

Dianne Glass

Marilyn Griffin, Year
RICHARD MARINO

Jane Miller

anonymous anonymous
Dennis Larson

Larry Huber

City of Phoenix Aviation Department,
Jordan Feld

William Vaello

James Johnston

John Duntley

Don England

ROBERT STOKELY

Dave Auger

Howard Norton

Albert Simpson, Retired
Arthur Lang

Michael Schmulbach
TS

Matt van Wersch
KINSMAN xkxkzk, republicans
Ron Oliphant

Amy Brunvand
Gene Adams
Susan White
David Shall
Mark Schuster
Marlene Drozd
1. Barry Gurdin
Margaret Sullivan
Boyd Lieberman
GARY MILLS
Michael Harding
Christine Love
Carol LeCrone
Susan Beasley
Mark Miller

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

In Scope?

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
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Att. Overview/Notable

Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: Venezuelan Lake Maracaibo

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573

The current act and procedural provisions

should be left alone.
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573

Benefits of EISs and EA outweigh risks of
weakening and amending NEPA

Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 572
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573

1037

internal error message

Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 572
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed because making
it more efficient would lessen the public's

voice in decisions.
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572

Same as 572 and 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration

Preserve NEPA and public input.

Same as 573
Similar to 573

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Russell Sias

Greg Serbon

Grant Hockin

Bruce Gordon

Renata Richardson

Carl Estes

Donald O'Neill, United States of America

Victoria Griffin

Lana Kelley

Ann Johnson

Brian Leeson

Samantha Carlson

Michael DelMedico

Chuck Sawyer

Jeffrey Davis

Jeffery and Rhonda Hendricks

Dawn Dyer

John Nelligan

Annonymous Annonymous

Denis Hogan

Vito Giotta

Ray Maust

Jerry Irwin

Niki Vogt

Richard Brotzman

Marion John La Violette

Rusty La Violette

Don Smith

John Barger

Ravi Sharma

Judy Brandon

Paul and Katherine Malchiodi
Steven Bukovitz

Diane Pyburn

£d Pelton, CGFD

Darrell Kuhn

Robert Moore, Concerned citizen
Dwight Greenhill

David E Harkey Jr, NumbersUSA
Debra Walston

Carl Hockett

Richard Pelto, Personal

JOHN JOHNJANATA

Richard Reece

Jim Lytch

John A. DeVierno, DOTS of ID, MT, ND, SD a
Mr.Paul Sedlewicz

Gregory LeBlanc

Patricia Jarozynski
Michelle Breinholt
George Sai-Halasz
Jeanette Rost

Jennifer Hiebert
Anonymous Anonymous
Amy Cherko

Joel Barnes

Kris Pagenkopf

Amy Harlib

Judith Smith
Kay Warren

Andrea Martin

Robert Rutkowski
Deb Fritzler

Gary Mercado
Julia Thollaug
Richard Watkins
Sherman Stephens
Elizabeth Gifford

Ken Loehlein
Gina Lee

Robert Leggett

Patricia Always

Susan Peirce, grand canyon trust
Tania Malven

Logan White

Elaine Becker

In Scope?
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
General

General
No
No

General

No
Yes
General
General
General
General

No
General

General

General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
No

General
General
General
General
General

151
Att.

1037
Overview/Notable

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Answers no to all questions answered.
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed.

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Similar to 0047

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed unless it makes
more strict environmental protections.

Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 0278
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
222

Same as 573
Re: land use

Keep NEPA intact. Cites 4 points regarding
important aspects of NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

Similar to 572

Re: overpopulation

Similar to 904. Opposes the ANOPR and cites
specific parts of NEPA that she supports.

Similar to 572

Answers several questions.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact. Cites importance of public
review and the indication of environmental
consequences and outcomes of proposed
actions and alternatives.

Re: need for protection of environment
Keep NEPA as it is. Believes NEPA is already
streamlined and changing it will result in lost
jobs and threaten environmental protection.

Similar to 904. Keep NEPA intact. Cites
complaint about 60-day comment period
length.

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Keep NEPA as it s. Cites importance of public
comments and evaluation of environmental
impacts.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: science consideration in policy decisions

Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.
Do not change NEPA.
Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Tricia Egger, Grand Canyon Trust

STEVEN HANDWERKER

Gary Hartung, Numbers USA

Susan Meyer

Iyl

James Kirks

April Atwood

Dona LaSchiava

Dawn Kosec

Robert Lippman

Homer Blackelk, The EcoHawk Foundation
Tim Wernette, Grand Canyon Trust
Melissa McCool

Susan Fleming
Bradley Carr, Numbers USA
Evelyn Giliam
Robert B. Kaplan
Martin Diedrich
Cynthia Tatlock
Phyllis Coley

David Rudin
kenneth silver
Helen Mitas

David Gjestson
Gordon Lind
VERNON MATHERN
Jerry Reynolds
Lydia Garvey
Anonymous Anonymous
Paula Denissen
Irene Hamilton
Kimi Wei

Sheldon Rourck
Robin Patten

Lesa Skarlot

E Alexander

£ James Nedeau
Andrea Wasserman
Tanya Lysenko

Paul Sorensen
Karen Preece
TERRY MCNEIL

Art Hanson

Robert kvaas

aq
Pat Beauchamp
8ill Davis

Alice Simpson

Naomi Zurcher
David Adams
Laurie Welsh

Clint McKnight
Kirk Rhoads
Sheila Smith, Grand Canyon Trust
Jon Higley

Ron Cammel
Karl Shaddock
Dona Walston
Steve Tyler

s. Stark

Lonna Richmond
Lai Ubberud
Brian Swanson
Steven Ald
Pamela Gilbert
W.J. Van Ry
Norman Black
Bobbi Beck
Robert Miller
Melody Kiley
Laura Saxe
Melissa Miller
8ill Fogg

Robert Keim
Brien Brennan
AlKisner

Lucinda Stafford
tom horton
Carolyn Sweeney
Anonymous Anonymous, Middle Class Citizens
Susan Greiner
JENNIFER MALIK
Katherine McCoy
Robert Hicks
Lawrence Rupp
Jack M.

Charles Sloan
Don Hammond
Shari Hirst

In Scope?
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No
General
No
General

No
No
General
General
No
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
No
No
No
No
General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No

151
Att.

1037
Overview/Notable

Do not weken environmental laws
Protect the environment

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Supports NEPA

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Opposes any changes to NEPA.

Same as 9047

Believes NEPA should be maintained and
strengthened.

Re: 2227

Don't gut NEPA.

Same as 573.

Simialr to 904 (might be separate campaigns.

Look through again)

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 0278

Keep NEPA intact

Same as 572

NEPA should not be changed.
Similar to 904

Same as 573

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact

Same as 904

Same as 573

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Re: protecting land

Keep NEPA in place.

Keep NEPA as it is and do not weaken it.
Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Preserve NEPA as it is.
Similar to 572

Simialr to 904

Protect NEPA

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 904

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA as it s.

Similar to 573

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA should not be changed
Support the existing NEPA. Cites concern
about oil industry.

Same as 904

Similar to 904

Similar to 904. Does not want NEPA to
change.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Same as 573.

Maintain and strengthen NEPA
Similar to 904

NEPA should not be changed.
Leave NEPA asit s,

Protect and sustain current NEPA.
Similar to 904.

Same as 573

Leave NEPA alone.

Re: immigration

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 572

Similar to 904

Re: landmarks

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR
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1069
1070

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Laura Cotts
llene Lofgren
Cynthia Ramirez
Patti Packer, US citizen
Lisa Rutherford
Jane Myers
Jerry Rand
Kathryn Lemoine
Rivko Knox
B Buttazoni
Doris LONG
Anne Pitkin
Jerel McDonald
Paul VANVOROUS
Shawn Martin
James Tripp, Environmental Defense Fund
Michael Strieby
Maya Abela
Dan Struble
Edward Mosimann
Denise Martini
Fred Johnson
Thomas Keys
David Nevin
Lisa Foster
warwick hansell
Dan Struble
Kevin Brown
M.A. Kruse, ONDA
Sherrie Shown
carol popp
Danika Esden-Tempski
C. A. Glock-Jackson
Lisa Swinney
Michele Frisella
Paul West
CE. Watson
Vicky Kramer

Kim Morton

Duressa Pujat
Vigh wsed
yvonne del rossi
Alice Hall

Jim Zola, HAND
Robert Voorhees
Wanda Ballentine
Bruce Higgins

Peggy-Jean Powell
1 Blagen

Peter Auster
Kathleen Nalley
Bromwell Ault
vib wsed

maureen rogers
Susan Morgan

Gary Beverly
Anne McGuffey
Lisa Winters

Phil Francis, Coalition to Protect America's |
Christine Raczka, Port Gamble S'Klallam Trit
Paul Moorehead, Quapaw Tribe of Oklahoma
Bruce Bell

Chris Norden

Faith Zerbe

Michael Lang

Carla Kelly-Mackey

Anne-Marie Marable

ghnb erfd

Norman Torkelson

John Tykol

Cynthia Sarthou, Gulf Restoration Network
Sara Simon-Behrnes

Scott Allan

In Scope?

General
No
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No
No
No
General

General

No
General
No
No
No
General
General
General

General
General

No
No
No
No

No
General

General
General
Yes

Gen/Extension

151
Att.

1037
Overview/Notable

Similar to 904

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 572

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Strengthen NEPA; do not weaken it.
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Keep NEPA alive and maintain public input.

Any NEPA changes should be to strengthen
rules to provide more transparency. Cites
concerns in hometown.

Re: wildfires
Leave NEPA alone.
Similar to 572 and 573
Re: immigration
Re: protecting public land
Similar to 904
Similar to 904
Agencies will provide best comments
regarding reducing wasteful and time-
consuming processes. Public input should not
be limited or trivialized. NEPA should not be
majorly changed.
Same as 433.
NEPA changes should not limit public input. It
would be helpful to make improvements and
increase transparency for agencies involved in
the NEPA process, but changes should not be
made to merely expedit the process.

1
Same as 572.
Re: immigration
Re: wildfires in California
Re: concerns over changes that can affect
quality of water and land
Re: creating an EIS for immigration
Do not weaken NEPA. Instead, increase
compliance with NEPA.
Keep NEPA intact.
Similar to 904.
Opposed to major NEPA revisions. Complaints
about NEPA by agencies are misguided
because problems typically result from failure
by agencies to devote enough resources to
the NEPA process. Answers several questions.

1 Requests a 60-day extension.
1

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
HELEN SPECTOR
Nora Polk
Beth Wilmot
Kathryn Stromme
Susan Tracy
Linda Browning, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Lynn Wolff
Carlynn Capps
Patricia Always
Rick Ray
James Holk
Richard Weigel
Howard Shapiro, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Anonymous Anonymous
Thomas Hard
Barbara Stroud
Judith Lienhard
Mike Drewry
Charles Maxwell
shireen press
Shawn Mathiesen
kyna rubin
Steven Wheeler
Richard Stellner
Cory Buckley
Brandon Gardner
Amber Armstrong
Taylor Matson
sandra Rousseau
Barbara Branham
Lloyd DeKay
Regis Krug
Lynda Cunningham
Andrew Petersen
Anonymous Anonymous,
Sara Grigsby
Carin Yavorcik
Daniel McGuire
Craig Heverly
John Howard
Jeanette Kloos
Peggy Doulos
Laurie Fisher
Laura O Foster
Steven Thompson
Shira Fogel
Peter Zurcher
Penny Greenwood
Alex Prentiss
Gwen Kramer
Cynthia Talboy
Judith Jordan
Alexander Miller
Paul Wilcox
Dave Miller
Jay Maxwell
Samuel Urkov
Michelle Ritter MD
Becky Williams
Roland Begin
Roger Kofler, Friends of the Columbia River Gorge
Jennifer Savage
Stephen Jensen
Judy Yakymi
DONALD BARBEE
Judy s
Janie Cohen
Barbara Robinson
John Nutt
Derek Gendvil
jeremiah jenkins
Kevin Ebel
HELEN OST
Steve Foster
George Cummings
llene Le Vee
John Doe
Teresa McFarland
James Soares
JLAngell
Peggy Lalor
dell goldsmith
Patricia Pingree
Karen Edwards
Debra Asakawa
Charles Walsh
David Michalek
Andrew Frank
Darvel Lloyd
Alan Smith
Rachael Pappano
Walter Mintkeski
Stephanie Sandmeyer

iends of the Columbia River Gorge

151
Att. Overview/Notable

1037

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR

3036253118131314 8 1413 8 10 9 11111913 8 11 8 10 18 22 22 20 15 23 21 19 20 25 15

3

a

5

6

7a 7b 7c 7d 7e 7f 8a 8b 8c 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e 9f 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (if provided)

Page 17

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

173
p Posted/Red.

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008532



Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Marilyn McFarlane
Susan McLaughlin
Barbara Coleman
Albyn Jones
Or. Delton Young
Marguery Lee Zucker, Zucker family
Donna Wehrley
Jeffrey White
Susan Saul
Thomas Keys
barbara lindsey, 1951
DONALD GARNER
Bruce Melzer
Linda Levin
Alan Winter
Wendy Bartlett
William Nix
Lara Post
Phil Ewers
JAN GOLICK
Andy Harris
Donna Vogt
Rex Breunsbach
Erich Rau
Robert Paulson
Ben Asher
Jacqueline Abel
Byron Owen
Dorothy Beardsley
Scott Dady
elaine Noonan
Jon Nystrom
Joan Meyerhoff
Shannon Oliver
Linda Felver
ed moye
Robin Burwell
Ann Crandall
John F Christensen
Richard Gorringe, Ph. D.
Don Jacobson
Kirke Wolfe
Terry Reddish
Merna Baker Blagg
Barbara Amen
Mona McNeil
Colleen Wright
Stephanie Nystrom
Don Stephens
James Clapp
Kyle Haines
Paul Moyer
Michael Parker
Jeri anonymous
Tika Bordelon
Gary McCuen
Mark McCormick
patrick mulcahey
Mark Friedman
Celeste Howard

In Scope?

151
Att. Overview/Notable

1037

35
1

38
2

Responses to ANOPR
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NEPA Process:
1 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure that environmental reviews and authorization decisions involving multiple agencies are conducted in a manner that is
concurrent, synchronized, timely, and efficient, and if so, how?
2 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient by better facilitating agency use of e nvironmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in
earlier Federal, State, tribal or local environmental reviews or authorization decisions, and if so, how?
3 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure optimal interagency coordination of environmental reviews and authorization decisions, and if so, how?
Scope of NEPA Review:
4 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations that relate to the format and page length of NEPA documents and time limits for completion be revised, and if so, how?

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 decisionmakers and
the public, and if so, how?

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?

7 Should definitions of any key NEPA terms in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, such as those listed below, be revised, and if so, how?

7a Major Federal Action;
7b Effects;

7c Cumulative Impact;
7d Significantly;

7e Scope; and

7f Other NEPA terms.
8 Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added, and if so, which terms?

8a Alternatives;

8b Purpose and Need;

8c Reasonably Foreseeable;
8d Trivial Violation; and

8e Other NEPA terms.
9 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

9a Notice of Intent;

9b Categorical Exclusions Documentation;
9c Environmental Assessments;

9d Findings of No Significant Impact;

9e Environmental Impact Statements;

of Records of Decision; and

9g Supplements.

10 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency action be revised, and if so, how?

11 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised, and if so,
how?

12 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

13 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the appropriate range of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed analysis be
revised, and if so, how?

General:
14 Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations currently obsolete? If so, please provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or replaced.

15 Which provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations can be updated to reflect new technologies that can be used to make the process more efficient?

16 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to promote coordination of environmental review and authorization decisions such as combining NEPA analysis
and other decision documents, and if so, how?

17 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the implementation of NEPA, and if so, how?

18 Are there ways in which the role of tribal governments in the NEPA process should be clarified in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, and if so, how?

19 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to ensure that agencies apply NEPA in a manner that reduces unnecessary burdens and delays as much as
possible, and if so, how?

20 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations related to mitigation should be revised, and if so, how?
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RE: Let's talk

From: "Carlin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ {Intern)” <} NG

To: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ” I
Date: Mon, 06 Aug 2018 12:08:18 -0400

Attachments: 02 ANOPR Comment Log 07-23 to Erin (updated 8618).xIsx (97.48 kB)

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 11:33 AM

To: Carlin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ (Intern) <} G

Subject: RE: Let's talk

From: Carlin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ {Intern)
Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 11:37 44

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEC I

Subject: RE: Let's talk

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Monday, August 6, 2018 11:29 AM

To: Carlin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ {Intern) <} G

Subject: RE: Let's talk

00001 CEQO075FY18150_000008396






Log

Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Column1  Column3

5

Thomas King
Thomas King

John Roberts
Larry Freilich

Rue Eich
David Keys

Daniel Holt
Michael Dechter

Anonymous Anonymous

Jennifer Blegen
Judith Konig

Ronald Estepp

Env. Law & Policy Center,
Howard Learner
Whitney Kroschel

David Hill

Stephen Buckley

Michel Hammes

Ssusan LaSala

Association of Metropolitan Water
Agencies, Diane VanDe Hei; American
Water Works Association, Tracy Mehan

Jacob Siegel
Susan Chapin

Amer. Soc. of Civil Engineers, Natalie
Mamerow
Russell Hodin

Western Urban Water Coalition, Michael
Carlin

Marilyn Price

Patricia Always

Elizabeth Tachick

Nora Rawn
Dobi Dobroslawa

Jeffrey Waggoner
Andrew Hawkins

Nasreen Hosein
Tim Chapp

Salt River Project, Kara Montalo
Kathy Mohar

Sarah David
Chesapeake Bay Foundation, Alison Prost

Charles Johnson

Utility Water Act Group, Karma Brown
Caigian Cropper

Steve Tyler
John Anderson
Beverly Railsback

Harry and Jill Brownfield
Kym Garcia

Norma Van Dyke
Richard Van Aken

Amy Harlib

Thomas Koven

Marlena Lange
Catherine Smith

Thomas Carlo

Frances DeMillion

Grace Ramus

Jeanne Held-Warmkessel
Rachel Crowley

Joanne Wagner

Wanda Hofbauer

Green Party of Philadelphia, Chris
Robinson

Jane Winn

Michael W Evans

In Scope?
Columné
Yes

General

General
Yes

General

General

No
General

General
Extension

General
General

General

General
General
Extension

Yes
General
Extension
Extension
Extension

General
General
General

General
General

General
General

General
General

Extension
General

General
Extension

Yes

Extension
General

General
Extension
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1240
Att. Overview/Notable
olumnt Column2

Offers thoughts on whether and how to
revise NEPA implementation.
Objects to questions; re-imagine NEPA from
scratch.
Do not make changes.
Page and time limits may cause additional
work, restrict information.
Do not make changes.
Implementation has adapted, lttle change
needed to regs.
Re-adopt GHG guidance.
Page limits make EIS less useful, add work

save all environmental protection provisions.

[Re EPA]
Retain protections for air, water, wildlife.

Against changing NEPA role of scientists and
public.
1 Requests 60-day extension, public hearings

Need better justification for changing.
States specific provisions not to change and
general opposition.

NEPA community has interest in no change.

Do not make changes.
NEPA does not need an overhaul.
1 Requests 60-day extension. [Same as E-0005.]

Address climate change, retain public
involvement.
Burdens, delay may protect future health,
vitality of environment.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

Requests 60 day extension, public forums,
mail option for commenting.
1 Requests 60-day extension.

Opposed to rollback of NEPA.
Preserve the strength of NEPA.

We need govt transparency, input on
projects.

Preserve public comment, consideration of E)
communities.

Concerned about possibly weakened NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.
Retain public comment and involvement.

Against updates to NEPA,
Update to streamline, but retain EPA and
state review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.
Retain public and other agency involvement
in NEPA process.
Importance of public review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

1 Recommends NEPA pre-planning approach
based on FERC and BLM (cover letter and
paper)

1 Requests 30-day extension
Prioritize transparency, community input over
synchronization, efficiency.

No rollback.

1 Requests 30-day extension.

Do not weaken NEPA, requests 90-day
extension.

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

: same as 0047

same as 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Responses to ANOPR

Phone (if provided)

36 393036 253118131314 8 1413 8 10 9 11 11 19 13 8 11 8 10 19 22 22 20 15 23 21 19 21 25 15
1 2 3 4 5 6 7a7b7c 7d 7e 7f 8a 8b 8c 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e Of 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (if provided)
11

Page 1

Address (if provided)

15 Balfour Lane, Chatham MA 02633

zip

60601

173
Posted/Red.
Column5
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
20-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

20-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018
26-Jun-2018

26-Jun-2018
27-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018
28-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

30-Jun-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008397



Number of Responses
Organization / Name

George Trovato

Janet Cavallo

Valerie Lucznikowska

Leona and George Fluck

Hilarie Johnston

Debra Mobile

Janice Banks

Park Furlong

Vince Mendieta

Park Furlong

Nicole Rahman

Dennis O'Brien

Anne Jackson

Mr Lombardi

karin peklak

Ronald Gulla

Edward Thornton

Lorenz Steininger

Bryn Hammarstrom, RN

Jeffrey Laubach

Lenore Reeves

Melvin Czechowski

Elizabeth Thompson

David Kagan

Marc Obernesser

James Rosenthal

Mary Ann Leitch

Susan Nierenberg

jeffrey shuben

Rebecca Canright

Amy Hansen

Patricia Rossi

Mark Canright

Susan VanMeter

Margaret McGinnis

Mark Dodel

Kathie E Takush

Patricia Libbey

Carl Doll

Kiujhy erdwq

Bonnie Stoeckl
Marvin Feil
Clifford Phillips
Lawrence Stauffer
Lawrence Stauffer
Cindy Carlin
JOHN PASQUA
Nicholas Lenchner
Susan Shaak

lydia garvey

MH Higgins
Suzanne Roth
Jessica Reed
Steve Mattan
Craig Way

Juliann Pinto
Rebecca Berlant
Ellis Woodward
William Kellner
Bettie Reina
Mare McClellan
Eric Bare
Christopher Kratzer

Tom Hoffman
Chuck Graver
Kelley Scanlon
marion M Kyde Ph.D.
William Huston
Rob Moore

Susan Babbitt
Elizabeth A. Roedell
Steve Troyanovich
Rosemarie Brenner
Leslie Sauer

Sue Harmon

Katie Chapp

Joseph Holmes

David Mathews
MD

Shane Worth
Ryan Dodson
Adam Eyring
Mara TIPPETT
Nichole Diamond
Joshua Fine
Bibianna Dussling
kathleen rengert
Peggy Miros

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

No

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General

Yes
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1240
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047

: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Opposed to weakening NEPA.
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

[Re wind power in German and solar in China

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Opposes revising NEPA; requests 90-day

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Do not change NEPA

Consider well-informed remarks, lengthen

comment period.

Do not make any changes (cites all questions).

Favors changes for efficiency.

Preserve environmental stewardship while

streamling NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

36
1

39
2
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Responses to ANOPR

Page 2

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

173
zip Posted/Red.
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Carol Schmidt

Joseph Quirk

Laura Mirsky

Louise Sellon

Vincent Prudente

Mary McMahon

Elizabeth Seltzer

Margaret Quinn

lloyd goodman

John and Janice Hahn

Yolanda Stern Broad Ph.D.

Patti Packer

Erik McDarby

Gregory Esteve

Kate Sherwood

Aaron Fumarola

Peter Donnelly

Yvonne De Carolis

Ellen Weininger

Patricia Swanton

Carol Armstrong

Ruth Heil

marilyn miller

Robert Adams

Gail Musante

Peter Mulshine

P Scoville

Curtis Baker

marilyn miller

Joe Busby

Anneke Walsh
Frederick Stluka

Sarah Benton

Andrew Benton

Park Furlong

William Edelman

john dunphy

Jason Kemple
Anonymous Anonymous

Robert Depew

Gary Hinesley

Jose Almanzar

Lisa Levine

Vicki Dodge

Cathy Snyder

Justin Pidot for 36 law professors with
NEPA expertise

Aurora Janke for Attorneys General of WA,
MD, MA, NJ, NY, OR

Megan Flaherty

Elizabeth lke

Tom Petersen
Alliance for the Great Lakes,
Sheyda Esnaashari

Denise Lytle

Henry Berkowitz

Ronald Bishop

Collin Keyes

Andrea Zinn

Bob Nebel

Gokhan Seker

Faith Zerbe

8 Soltis

Diana Rarig

Dennis Grzezinski

Theodore Doll

Western New York Environmental Aliance,
Lynda Schneekloth

Suzanne McCarthy

Grace Bergin

Janet Eisenhauer

arline Soffian

Great Egg Harbor Watershed Association,
Fred Akers

Mark Simcoe

Michael Litzky

Geri Weitzman

Wendy Redal

Western Resource Advocates,
Robert Harris

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

General

General

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Yes
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

General
General
General
General
Yes
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Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

EPA and NEPA cause overregulation and
duplication. Disband EPA and keep CEQ.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: very similar to 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; don't weaken
NEPA, cites several provisions to retain.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Public needs to be considered.
Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; open to some
adjustments to regulations.

6 State AGs request at least 60-day extension,
public hearings. [same as E-0003]

Don't use revisions to undermine NEPA.
Supports increased efficiency and
‘communication.

Important to consider alternatives, low
income communities, communities of color,
and opinions of different agencies.
Campaign: same as 0047

Requests 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Enforce page limits and plain language.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Similar to 0047

Requests 90-day extension.

Opposed to weakening NEPA and any version
of Farm Bill.

Requests 90-day extension.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: similar to 0047

Opposed to weakening public input and
alternative consideration, eliminating climate
consideration, and establishing hard
deadlines.

Don't change NEPA.

Opposedto proposed revisions.

Opposed to proposed revisions.

Opposed to revisions to NEPA.

Believes in the goals of the rulemaking but
not in the execution. Suggests reform of the
implementation of NEPA rather than of its
regulations. Cites examples from Lean Event
in Colorado.
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Page 3

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

zip

173
Posted/Red.
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Log
228

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Aaron Miller

Gregory Esteve
Craig Wallentine

Sara Schultz
The Partnership Project,
Justin McCarthy

Robert Shippee

Marlene srael
William Blount
Christopher Jannusch
Jerre stallcup

Eric Hirst

Michael Kellett

Nicole Quinn
Andy Puckett
Susan Dixon
Andrew McGrath
Barbara Halpern
Lynn Koster
David Goebel

Ben Luccaro
Vicki Barg

Deborah Kratzer

Lauren Greenawalt

Corey White

Hllinois Council of Trout Unlimited,
Edward Michael

Carl Erdmann

Rush Hardin

Ken Gamauf

Susan Meacham

Cindy Eby

Minnesota Center for Environmental
Advocacy, Eric Lindberg

Amy Harlib

Maryland Nonprofits,

Henry Bogdan

Sarah Gutierrez

James Quealy

£.O'Halloran

Lorraine Gold

Great Basin Water Network,
Abigail Johnson

Caitlin Caldwell

Claire Nordlie
Laurie Whittle

Duchesne County, Utah,
Michael Hyde

Jonathan Oppenheimer
Ben Barnes

Katherine Dawes

Tyler Wean

Jamie Woody
Nathan Miller

Zachary Smith

For Love of Water (FLOW),
Liz Kirkwood

In Scope?
Yes

General
General

Gen./Extension
Yes

General

General
General
General
General
General

General

Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Yes

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension

Yes
General

General
General

General
General

General

General

Extension

151 1240
Att. Overview/Notable
Consider that the resources of agencies that
conduct NEPA reviews are low so expediting
the process will cost the public.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.
Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it. Cites examples in Utah of why
NEPA is important.
Campaign: similar to 0047

1 Represents 352 organizations; requests at
least 60-day extension public forums and mail
commenting; linked to question 6.

Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Opposed to weakening NEPA but belives
there could be improvements made
Opposes changes to NEPA. Problems in
implementation lie in lack of adherence to
laws and regs.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Keep NEPA intact.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Cites reforms needed to aviation. Requests
extension of comment period.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA intact. Requests 90-day extension.
Describes BLM issues as examples.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Keep NEPA intact

1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Keep NEPA intact.
Opposed to major changes, but minor
changes may be necessary.

Opposes weakening or revisions of NEPA,
Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: similar to 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
1 Requests 60-day extension. (Pdf and Word
attachments are identical.)
Campaign: same as 0047
Responds to several questions.
Do not lesson environmental review, save
NEPA. Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: same as 0047
Requests 60-day extension.

Requests longer (unspecified) comment
period. Complete any environmental studies
before starting projects, especially for
fracking.
Don't reform NEPA, protect NEPA.
Requests extension of "response time" from
30 to 60 days. Keep NEPA intact.

1 Comments on all questions.

Improve collaborative decisionmaking.

Doe not support any change or rewrite.
(Confusing ANOPR with permitting EO?)
Cutting permitting from 3-5 years to 2 would
undercut thoroughness, cut EPA review
authority harm env. and public health
Opposed to provision making it easier to run
natural gas piplines through national parks.

NEPA is important, protects communities,
considering alternatives is important.

No chage to NEPA.

Be cautious in changing NEPA. CEs should
have 10-year expiration date; NEPA violations
should result in rejection of proposed action;
don't allow segmentation through CEs.

Keep NEPA protections or make them
stronger.
1 Requests at least 90-day extension.

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
278

Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Robin Beard General
Ohio Wetlands Association, Extension
Mark Dilley
Jody Carrara Gen./Extension
Andrea Nagel General
Debbie Boucher General
Phil Barnette Gen./Extension
Mark Demuth Yes
Ronald Parry General
Richard Heisler General
Robert Veltkamp General
Amy Cook General
Transportation Agency for Monterey Yes

County, California, Debra Hale

Michelle Mehlhorn General
Matthew Hall General
William Howard General
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Friends of Milwaukee's Downtown Forest, Extension

Barbara Richards

Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Cecelia Phillips General
Jackie Cash General
Cindy Eby Gen./Extension
Randy Sailer General
Anonymous Anonymous General
Lavaughn Hamblin Yes
Lavaughn Hamblin General
Anonymous Anonymous No

jjuyt hytr No

Kay Barrett General
Gena Goodman-Campbell General

Lytton Rancheria of California, Gen./Extension
Brenda Tomaras

anonymous anonymous Gen./Extension

Gail Harris General
Emily Estrada General
Amy Hunter General
Ben Gordon General
Sarah Graham General
Matthew Anonymous Yes
Leigh Schwarz General
Karen Sinclair General
Concerned citizen in Bend Oregon General
Mark McCormick General
Aryeh Frankfurter General
Darryl Lioyd General
Freda Sherburne General
Marsha Swanson General
Jeff Pokorny General
stephen gerould General
Rebeckah Berry General
Diana Pope General
Hardin King General
Bruce Jackson General
Dan Struble General
Debra Rehn No
Noel Plemmons General
JBlagen General
Susan Strible General
Delwin R Holland General
San Diego State University, General
Roger Sabbadini

Andrea Pellicani General
Sandra Thompson General
Alan Bart| General

151
Att.

Responses to ANOPR
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Opposed to changes that restrict public input,
limit alternatives, extablish hard deadlines, or

limit obligation to consider climate change.
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Same as 278

Keep NEPA as it s.

Keep NEPA as it is. Requests 60-day
extension.

Briefly addresses multiple questions.
Opposed to weakening NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact. Cites an article he wrote.

Campaign: similar to 0278
Do not revise NEPA. No to all questions.

1 Comments on two questions. Attachment is
same as text comment, except for contact
info.

Thankful for CEQ.

Leave NEPA alone.

Purpose of revision is unclear. Opposed to
changing, except to increase environmental
protection.

Responds to several questions.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Requests at least 60-day extension.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA as it is. Do not give states control
of public lands.

Don't change NEPA implementation.

Wants a cumulative impact definition.
Urges streamlining, electronic approaches.

[Political, meaning unclear.]
[Re source of natural gas for Germany]
Retain NEPA as is.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Requests extension.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
period.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Addresses several questions - against
potential changes.

Campaigs
of public input.

Campaign: Similar to 222; retain current
policy regarding decisions about the
environment that enforce maximum
thoughtfulness,

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; cites importance of

citizens having an equal voice regarding
managing and protecting land.

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; stresses importance

of public input.
Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

[Re Sinclair-Tribune Merger (an FCC docket)]

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't change NEPA.
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222

similar to 222; Stresses importance

111 1 1
11
1111
111111
1 11 1
1
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Page s
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Kelsey Ward

Sandra Mooney

john costello

David Funk

David Kaiser

Sharon Evoy

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General

151 1240
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222 (includes the
campaign instructions to past the paragraph
into reg.gov.)

36
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Janeese Jackson

Beth Levin

Dorothy Wylie

James Miller

Christopher Troxell
Keith Harris

Pamela Green

Great Old Broads for Wilderness,
Susan Ostlie

maureen rogers

Lily Frey
American Citizen
Kay Nelson
Walter Kuciej
David Cooper
David Worley

Bill Smith

Gary Kish

John Richen

James Davis
Margaret Wolf
Kristen Swanson
Kevin Brown
Christine McKenzie
LeeAnn Kriegh

Fuji Kreider

Pete Sandrock
Joanne Diepenheim
Environmental Protection Agency,
Rebecca Ramage (likely not accurate)
Catherine Williams
llan Bubb

Mike Farley

Cindy Thomas

Steven Haycock
Cheryl Fergeson
Sandi Cornez

Craig Loftin

Jane Heisler

Brad Stevens

Annette Ancel-Wisner

Derek Gendvil

Kevin Manion

Carolyn Eckel

rosalind o'donoghue
Oregon Natural Desert Association,
Katie Kelley

priscilla Galasso

Tim Brelinski

Kate Walter

Lisa Jones

Denis Besson

David Regan
Anonymous Anonymous

Martha Ahern

John Nettleton

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Linda Watts

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Peter Nunnenkamp

Rick Ray

Judy Merrick

Seth Hanson

Tara Miner

John Murphy

Anonymous Anonymous

Donald Mansfield

Brian M.

Brooke Wickham

Akila Mosier

Jennifer Goebel

Linda Greaves
Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Alan Winter

George and Frances Alderson

Lynn Norris

Amalie Duvall

Amy Wolfberg

Joshua Bleecher Snyder
David Beltz

Allex McDaniel

Susan Harmon

In Scope?
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
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Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; Don't take away
safeguards.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Wants more, strict regulations that protect
public lands.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Weakening NEPA would negatively affect

public and scientific input on decisionmaking.

Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Opposes any changes to NEPA.
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't rescind procedural provisions of NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222
Do not alter or weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Don't change NEPA

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Wants three tiers of NEPA to remain intact

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
NEPA protects communities,
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't diminish NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Support existing NEPA system.
Campaign: similar to 222
Public input and thorough planning under
NEPA are vital.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Opposed to NEPA revisions and House Farm
Bill that would reduce scientific analysis or
public involvement in environmental
decisionmaking.

[Re preventing government and corporate
overreach]

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't restrict public input.
Keep NEPA rules are is or strengthen them.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Keep NEPA unchanged.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Robert Currie

Geoff King

Gary Landers

Peggy McConnell

Oregon Natural Desert Association,

Mackenzie Clark

Anonymous Anonymous

Douglas Krueger, Citizen of America
Kirk Barnes

PATRICIA KOSKI

Rica Fulton

Benton Elliott

Melissa Burke
Steven Dunn
Suzanne Geraci
Michael Smith
Michele McKay
Richard Stellner
Danika EsdenTempski
Lisa Olsen

M. Bourke
satya vayu

louj tgre

Lynn Putnam
Eric Downes
Marie Dunkle
Dawn Page

Scott Kaiser
Jamie Brackman

John Koenig
Anonymous Anonymous
Reva Fabrikant

Joel Ban

Richard Grassetti

ronald strickland
Phillip Callaway

Minnesota DOT, Nancy Frick
Kimberly Crihfield

Elizabeth Greenman
Charles Scudder

Michael Young
MARTIN KAPLAN
Joseph Merkelbach
Michelle Turner

Derek Turner

Byron Rendar
William Forbes
Jill Wyatt
Jeremy Wells

Suzanne Painter

AAMU Community Development
Corporation, Joseph Lee

Martha Bibb

Deidre Deegan

Joan Walker
mark caso

Greg Lesoine
Keith Wetzel

Mary Ann Jasper
Karen Schumacher

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General

Incorrectly posted?

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
Yes
General
No
General
Gen./Extension
Extension
General

General
General

General
General
Gen./Extension
General
General or Yes?

General
General
Yes
General
Yes
General

General
General
General
General

Yes
General
General

General
Yes

General
Yes

General
General

General
General

General
General

General
Yes
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1240
Overview/Notable

Against weakening NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Comment 0428 is the FR extension notice.

NEPA works.

Opposed to any change.

Same as 430

Keep intact or improve training, public
outreach, use of scientific information.
Don't restrict public input, limit alternatives,
establish hard deadlines for project approval,
or narrow obligations to consider climate
impacts.

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Comments on several questions.

Same as 433

[Re Germany energy sources]

Same as 433

No change; requests 60-day extension.
Requests 30-day extension.

Don't use government efficiency claim to
allow private gain without oversight.

Keep NEPA in current form.

Protect public interests over private, but
regulatory agencies neeed to be efficient,
accountable, and transparent.

Same as 433

Environment must come first.

Campaign: same as 0047

Against any changes in NEPA.

Any changes to NEPA should be to increase its
effectiveness; against limiting public input,
limiting scope or page length.

Keep NEPA.
Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433; do not weaken in name of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Continue without changes.

We need intact and robust NEPA.
Archaeologist urges protection of
environment and cultural resources; don't
restrict public participation, prevent agencies
from objecting to plans or proposing
alternatives, limit the role of the EPA to
protect air quality, or otherwise weaken
NEPA,

NEPA should not be weakened for the sake of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Keep NEPA asis.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions (without number
references). Do not weaken NEPA; involve
social scientists to collect data on the
impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Strengthen NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Support strong NEPA.

Protect NEPA, including public involvement.

Don't undermine NEPA for sake of efficiency.

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 278

Reduce/eliminate NGO and Tribal
involvement, increase coordination with local
jurisdictions, announce comment periods in
advance of their start, remove all reference to
climate change from the NEPA process.
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Log
481

Number of Responses

Organization / Name
Virginia Department of Transportation,
Stephen Brich

Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria,
Christine Siojo

Morgan Gratz-Weiser

Sarah Meitl

Kathleen Roche

Caroline Skinner
Stacy Green
samuel Lowry
Michele May

Nia Payne
Kate Hogan

Don Stephens
Leiana Beyer
Greg Warren
Levi Loria
Emily Cleath
Glenna Silvan

Alaska Institute for Justice, Robin Bronen
mike hobbs
John MacFarlane

Greater Fort Worth Sierra Club,
John MacFarlane
Pauline Reetz

Stephen Singleton

Connie Lippert

Wyoming Stock Growers Association, Jim
Magagna

Carol Todd

Jamestown S'Klallam Tribe (WA),

Robert Knapp

Seattle Housing Authority, Beka Smith
Elizabeth Purcell

Kljh drew

Anonymous Anonymous

Kathy Bremer

National Butterfly Center,

Marianna Wright
Brad White

San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, Edward Reiskin, Director of
Transportation

April Hersey

Thiopthlocco Tribal Town, Terry Clouthier,
THPO

Anonymous Anonymous

Zachary Klehr

Shelby Reeder

David Ortman

Anon Anon

Terra Lewis
Arizona Game and Fish Department,
Clayton Crowder

Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, Emily
Luscombe

Katherine S Stewart

In Scope?

General
General
General
General

General
General

General

General
General

Yes
Gen./Extension
Yes
Yes
Gen./Extension
General
General
Yes

General

General
No
Yes

General

General

Yes

General
Yes

General
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Overview/Notable
Revoke the CEQ regulations. Make one
agency responsible for all environmental
decisions.
2 comments on tribal rights.

Campaign: same as 278
Don't weaken flexibility in NEPA (by requiring
substitution for 106 review.

@
bR

w
[V

—wy

Create NEPA clearing house for publicinfoby 1 1 1 1

location, etc. Word and pdf attachments

Campaign: same as 278
Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as ??? (Look before you leap
set)

Do not rewrite NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
periods for better public involvement.
Campaign: same as 278

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Campaign: similar to 0222.

Characterizes possible revision as attempt to
weaken NEPA.

Makes recommendations with respect to
community relocation.

Leave NEPA intact. Requests at least 90-day
extension.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA. Same s 500.

Don't limit NEPA comment periods, and
requests 60-day extension of ANOPR
comment period.

Protect NEPA.

Don't reduce public input.

Responds to several questions.

Don't change NEPA

Consult early and support tribal capacity to
participate. Requests unspecified additional
time to respond to other questions.

Responds to several questions. [Word
attachment same as docket form.]
NEPA gives people a voice. Leave NEPA alone.

[Re urban environmental conditions]
Responds to several questions.

Urges against weakening NEPA and responds
"no change" to all questions.

Leave NEPA alone.

Same as 470. Addresses several questions
(without number references). Do not weaken
NEPA; involve social scientists to collect data
on the impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

Makes recommendations on Q4 (1501.8,
1502.7), Q16 (1506.2), and 3 definitions also
relevant to Q7b (1508.8), Q2 (1508.13), Q12
(1508.28). (Consider addressing in procedures
instead of definitions.)

Don't change NEPA in way that reduces public
involvement.
Responds to several questions.

Confusion over extension date. Don't change
NEPA regulations.

Don't weaken NEPA protections, public
outreach.

Responds to several questions. Word and pdf
files are identical.

Attaches his 2001 NEPA NEWS article on EIS
standard: "complete analysis," not
"reasonably thorough discussion."

Brief responses to 2, 3, 6, 10; for others,
current text is adequate.

At end of comment, states that she is saying
no to all questions and does not believe NEPA
should be changed

Answers several questions

Don't weaken NEPA. Provides comments on
several questions.

Answered no to all questions except 15, 18,
and 20.

1

"

1

-

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
527

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Anastacia Marx de Salcedo

Bay Planning Coalition, Brianne Riley

Shoshone Bannock Tribes, Christina Cutler
Timothy Lavallee

cheryl noncarrow

Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Micah
Looper

Catherine Pharis
John Young

Portland Housing Bureau, Emily Benoit
Frank Phillip Davis
Frank Phillip Davis

Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission,
Alice Johnstone

Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League,
Louis Zeller

North Cascades Conservation Council,
David Fluharty

Montgomery County Quiet Skies Coalition,
Gretchen Gaston

Douglas Fenner

Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Emily Johnson

Rhett Diessner
Kathy Bowman
Leslie O'Neil
Sue House
Beverly Boyce
Laurie Warhurst
Kermit Heid
Susan Defeo
HB Welsh

njhm weds
nick burns
Trisha Gill

rick baird
William Ingalls
stanley Holmes
Randal Klein
Chris Amrhein

Veronica Egan
Dave and Sue Click, Dave and Sue Click
JoAnn Stoddard

robert hugie

Carolyn Shelton

Ben Burdett

JaNel VanDenBerghe
Waid Reynolds
priscilla Atwell

Priscilla Atwell
James Bowen

James Ruiz, democratic environmentalists
Martin Seigel
Keith Valencourt
Greg Golden

eric biemuller
Janet Fotos

John Roush
Damon Hooten
Arthur Kissel
Jennifer Wittlinger
Francis Furmanek
Denise Hickey
Tom Clark

Gen./Extension

No

No
No

No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No

In Scope?
Yes

Yes
General

Yes

General
Yes

Yes
General

General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
No

No

151 1240
Att. Overview/Notable

1 Answered a few questions.
Supports idea laid out in EO 13807 and
recommends that NEPA should reflect the
categorical exemptions set forth by CEQA.
They are interested in discussing this further
1 with CEQ officials.
Requests that tribes are not a part of the
general public in documentation as a general
comment and answers several questions in
1 the ANPRM directly.
1 Answers several questions.
Campaign: same as 278
Answers several questions.
1
Cites changes that should occur to the HUD
Community Planning and Development
evironmental officer review process. Not sure
if this is something covered by the ANPRM.
1
1 Internal server error appears
Answers several questions.
1
Answers several questions
Answers several questions
Requests a 60-day extension.

1
Believes that EO 13807 and the ANPRM have
the goal of reducing enviromental review
times for infrastructure projects without
demonstrating any need to do so. Criticizes

1 parts of the EO.

Contains lines from campaign 278 and

1 answers several questions

Answers several questions.

Do not change NEPA.

First, states that makiing chnages to NEPA
without a CEQ is  violation; then answers
question 1.

Answers several questions

Answers several questions

Campaign: similar to 278

Encourage use of scientific data to back up
alternatives and maintain the obligation to
respond to public comment.

?
Campaign: similar to 278

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: Equal Access to Justice Act and wildfires in
California

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't diminish NEPA requirements.

Don't change NEPA.

Do not limit public involvement in NEPA
process.

Don't change NEPA.

Supports NEPA as it s.

Maintain the public in the NEPA process and
any chnges should make sure that decisions
are based on science.

Don't change NEPA.

Answers several questions.

Don't deregulate policies.

Don't change NEPA

Campaign re: immigration considerations
Another campaign re: immigration
considerations

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573
Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: every human is a polluter
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Leo Goriss No
James Reynolds No
Lawrence Newlin No
Michael Pilsner No
jeffrey hogg No
Anonymous Ananymous No
George Miller No
Scott Newton No
Judy Ratliff No
Ronald Everett No
Robin Somerville, Somerville
Environmental No
Katharine Dupre No
al. Ortiz No
Garland Schnack No
DEAN HUNKELE No
jm fay No
William Merrell No
Werner Alber General
Jeffery Walke No
Stephen Taus General
Stephen Pulliam No
albert clark No
Linda Anonymous No
Oudrey Wilson No
John Rohe No
Mary Davidson No
Carolyn Porys No
Jeremy Beck No
Stuart Reynolds No
Carrie Soltay No
Robert French, Adecco No
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA No
Albert Kennedy No
Robert Finkle No
David Luck No
Jan Williams Yes?
John Gyorffy No
Karen Finkle No
Claude Gilbert, NumbersUSA No
anonymous anonymous No
Marshall Richards No
Bart Henkle No
Gerald Hardesty No
Beverly Rigsby No
William Patrick No
J Bruce Gabriel No
Anonymous Citizen No
terry spahr No
Steve Lanard No
anonymous anonymous No
Sofia Byrne No
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA No
Richard Miller No
Tim Aaronson No
John Byrne No
Christine Hayes No
Bruice C PerrymanPHD No
John LaFever No
John Braund No
Karen Alstrup No
Curt Bartrug No
Vic Anderson No
Pamela Opdyke, Regulations.gov No
Elaine Mehigen No
AM Brown No
Bryan Stewart No
Robert Emerick No
Karin Anderson No
Paul Hanson No
Dennis Andersen, NumbersUSA No
Sandra Mathes No
Carol Reid No
Nicki Howerton No
Michael Harris No
CYNTHIA OCONNELL No
Ray Harney No
Abraham Kofman No
Cornelius Gerst, Personal No
elizabeth comer No
Jim Reznik No

Anonymous Anonymous, NumbersUSA  General

Gregory Moses No
Janice Jones, Numbersusa No
James Heide No
Chuck O'Reilly No
Wayne Smyly No
Gary Frederick No
Frances Raley No
Demetrios Vagalatos No
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Overview/Notable
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572
Similar to 573

Re: immigration
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Similar to 572 and 573

Same as 573

Re: southern border wall

Re: immigration

Same as 573

The federal government should not be
involved; only the states.

Re: immigration

Belives that we should follow the CEQ's
provisions.

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Re: EPA

Re: EIS requirements for immigration
Similar to 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re:immigration
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573

Re: overpopulation
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: study impact of growing population
Re: immigration
Same as 572

"All CEQ/NEPA proposed regulations should
be implemented"
Same as 573

Re: southern border wall
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 573
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Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Benjamin Watson No
David L. Casey No
Jonathan Eden No
MM Spevack No
Randolph Hughes No
Ronald Goodden No
Debra Pope No
Greg Raven No
Greg Raven No
Leslie Anchors No
Flower Fox No
Delrita Jungnitsch No
Jean Campbell No
James Bullock No
Hugh Latham No
Elaine T. No
Gaylord Yost No
Charles Starr No
Douglas Kennedy No
Sandra Witt No
Dan Hart, NumbersUSA No
Roy Buckridge No
Laura Cruz No
Aaron Thoroman No
AlOlson No
Patricia Shank No
Timothy Conway No
Kenneth Pasternack No

Anonymous Anonymous, Numbers USA  No

Allan Dredge No
Larry Davis No
Scott Kelley No
David Way No
Linda Siefert, Numbers USA No
Evelyn Mills, n/a No
John Berger No
Charles Sigars, Self No
Rick Gluck No
Linda Daugherty, - None - No
Daniel Davis No
Richard Tavano, Numbers USA No
Steven Cox No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Kirsten Leman No
Serry Pringle No
RAYMOND DOMINGUEZ No
Ronald Sobchik No
Edward Fatton No
Lois Alice No
Richard Mixon No
Carol Farr No
1. A McSwain No
Debi Wagner General
Mike Hoban No
Sabrina Wells No
Stanley Chappell No
Susan Werkheiser No
Jeannette Wilkins No
Roger Hamilton No
Richard W. Firth No
Robert Brueggeman No
Jeffery Fain No
Milton Horst No
Mark Wakeford No
Derek Anderson General
Donna Casas No
Paul Hanson No
Michael Miller General
Donald Woods No
james holleny No
Gary Conley No
CHARLOTTE BELDEN, IMMIGRATION No
Jordan Duncan No
Leslie Wilder, Acs, cleaning service No
John Neal No
Ronald Shipe No
Dave Root No
T Cameron, Numbers USA No
lois lockwood No
Letitia Ann Desjardins No
RAMIRO SANCHEZ No
clyde sawyer No
Stan Kaconas No
Gary Lanford No
Donald Wise No
Veronica Reimann No
roger chenoweth General?
Dorothy Duda No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Carol Stevens No
Steve Stocklin No
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Same as 572
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration

Same as 573
Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Re: population growth control
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: overpopulation

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Offers suggestions for the regulations
Similar to 572

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Revisions to NEPA should be minimal
Similar to 573

Re: immigration (commented the same
response earlier 656)
Same as 433

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: cleaning bathrooms
Same as 572

Re: southern border wall
Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
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821

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
James Thurman
Vincent Lasak
Campbell Taylor, Jr.
Charles Roscoe
John Mullin
Anthony Coluccio
ROBERT CARROLL
Rebecca Nelson
Yancey Summerour, Numbers USA
Leslie Ross
Macky Patton
Jon von Leden
Wolfgang Gielisch, Citizens who care
Harry Lenhart, Company
Robert M. Stuendel
Gabriel Gardner
Dale Breidenbach
William Aiello
Ed Pelton, ME
Willard Duffey, Sr
Diane Janovyak
Sylvia Keiser
njhm edfs
RICHARD STERNBERG
Robert Mandarino
William Parker
Jean Dibble
Ellen Tate
Randle Sink

Annelie Menzies
Sandra Gray
Brian Schutsky
Dennis Siebers
Larry Hutson
Ramey Brandon
Jim Dixon
Anonymous Anonymous
Neil Connolly
Michael Paige
Sue Merriner
Martha Patton
Ken Burkhead
Dena Charvat
Russell Cave
Matthew Russell

Amy Mills

Byron Kilbourne

Steven Freise

Bryon Karow

Edward Bagnell

Edward Bagnell

Dianne Glass

Marilyn Griffin, Year
RICHARD MARINO

Jane Miller

anonymous anonymous
Dennis Larson

Larry Huber

City of Phoenix Aviation Department,
Jordan Feld

William Vaello

James Johnston

John Duntley

Don England

ROBERT STOKELY

Dave Auger

Howard Norton

Albert Simpson, Retired
Arthur Lang

Michael Schmulbach
TS

Matt van Wersch
KINSMAN xkxkzk, republicans
Ron Oliphant

Amy Brunvand
Gene Adams
Susan White
David Shall
Mark Schuster
Marlene Drozd
1. Barry Gurdin
Margaret Sullivan
Boyd Lieberman
GARY MILLS
Michael Harding
Christine Love
Carol LeCrone
Susan Beasley
Mark Miller

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

In Scope?

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
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Att. Overview/Notable

Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: Venezuelan Lake Maracaibo

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573

The current act and procedural provisions

should be left alone.
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573

Benefits of EISs and EA outweigh risks of
weakening and amending NEPA

Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 572
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573

1240

internal error message

Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 572
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed because making
it more efficient would lessen the public's

voice in decisions.
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572

Same as 572 and 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration

Preserve NEPA and public input.

Same as 573
Similar to 573
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Russell Sias

Greg Serbon

Grant Hockin

Bruce Gordon

Renata Richardson

Carl Estes

Donald O'Neill, United States of America

Victoria Griffin

Lana Kelley

Ann Johnson

Brian Leeson

Samantha Carlson

Michael DelMedico

Chuck Sawyer

Jeffrey Davis

Jeffery and Rhonda Hendricks

Dawn Dyer

John Nelligan

Annonymous Annonymous

Denis Hogan

Vito Giotta

Ray Maust

Jerry Irwin

Niki Vogt

Richard Brotzman

Marion John La Violette

Rusty La Violette

Don Smith

John Barger

Ravi Sharma

Judy Brandon

Paul and Katherine Malchiodi
Steven Bukovitz

Diane Pyburn

£d Pelton, CGFD

Darrell Kuhn

Robert Moore, Concerned citizen
Dwight Greenhill

David E Harkey Jr, NumbersUSA
Debra Walston

Carl Hockett

Richard Pelto, Personal

JOHN JOHNJANATA

Richard Reece

Jim Lytch

John A. DeVierno, DOTS of ID, MT, ND, SD a
Mr.Paul Sedlewicz

Gregory LeBlanc

Patricia Jarozynski
Michelle Breinholt
George Sai-Halasz
Jeanette Rost

Jennifer Hiebert
Anonymous Anonymous
Amy Cherko

Joel Barnes

Kris Pagenkopf

Amy Harlib

Judith Smith
Kay Warren

Andrea Martin

Robert Rutkowski
Deb Fritzler

Gary Mercado
Julia Thollaug
Richard Watkins
Sherman Stephens
Elizabeth Gifford

Ken Loehlein
Gina Lee

Robert Leggett

Patricia Always

Susan Peirce, grand canyon trust
Tania Malven

Logan White

Elaine Becker

In Scope?
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No

General

No
No
No
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
General

General
No
No

General

No
Yes
General
General
General
General

No
General

General

General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
No

General
General
General
General
General

151
Att.

1240
Overview/Notable

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Answers no to all questions answered.
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed.

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Similar to 0047

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed unless it makes
more strict environmental protections.

Similar to 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 0278
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
222

Same as 573
Re: land use

Keep NEPA intact. Cites 4 points regarding
important aspects of NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

Similar to 572

Re: overpopulation

Similar to 904. Opposes the ANOPR and cites
specific parts of NEPA that she supports.

Similar to 572

Answers several questions.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact. Cites importance of public
review and the indication of environmental
consequences and outcomes of proposed
actions and alternatives.

Re: need for protection of environment
Keep NEPA as it is. Believes NEPA is already
streamlined and changing it will result in lost
jobs and threaten environmental protection.

Similar to 904. Keep NEPA intact. Cites
complaint about 60-day comment period
length.

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Keep NEPA as it s. Cites importance of public
comments and evaluation of environmental
impacts.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: science consideration in policy decisions

Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.
Do not change NEPA.
Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Tricia Egger, Grand Canyon Trust

STEVEN HANDWERKER

Gary Hartung, Numbers USA

Susan Meyer

Iyl

James Kirks

April Atwood

Dona LaSchiava

Dawn Kosec

Robert Lippman

Homer Blackelk, The EcoHawk Foundation
Tim Wernette, Grand Canyon Trust
Melissa McCool

Susan Fleming
Bradley Carr, Numbers USA
Evelyn Giliam
Robert B. Kaplan
Martin Diedrich
Cynthia Tatlock
Phyllis Coley

David Rudin
kenneth silver
Helen Mitas

David Gjestson
Gordon Lind
VERNON MATHERN
Jerry Reynolds
Lydia Garvey
Anonymous Anonymous
Paula Denissen
Irene Hamilton
Kimi Wei

Sheldon Rourck
Robin Patten

Lesa Skarlot

E Alexander

£ James Nedeau
Andrea Wasserman
Tanya Lysenko

Paul Sorensen
Karen Preece
TERRY MCNEIL

Art Hanson

Robert kvaas

aq
Pat Beauchamp
8ill Davis

Alice Simpson

Naomi Zurcher
David Adams
Laurie Welsh

Clint McKnight
Kirk Rhoads
Sheila Smith, Grand Canyon Trust
Jon Higley

Ron Cammel
Karl Shaddock
Dona Walston
Steve Tyler

s. Stark

Lonna Richmond
Lai Ubberud
Brian Swanson
Steven Ald
Pamela Gilbert
W.J. Van Ry
Norman Black
Bobbi Beck
Robert Miller
Melody Kiley
Laura Saxe
Melissa Miller
8ill Fogg

Robert Keim
Brien Brennan

AlKisner

Lucinda Stafford

tom horton

Carolyn Sweeney

Anonymous Anonymous, Middle Class Citiz:
Susan Greiner

JENNIFER MALIK

Katherine McCoy

Robert Hicks

Lawrence Rupp

Jack M.

Charles Sloan

Don Hammond

In Scope?
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No
General
No
General

No
No
General
General
No
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
No
No
No
No
General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No
No
General

General
General
General
No
General
No
General
General
General
General
No
No
No
No

151
Att. Overview/Notable

Do not weken environmental laws

1240

Protect the environment

Re: immigration
Similar to 904.
Supports NEPA
Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.

Opposes any changes to NEPA.

Same as 904?

Believes NEPA should be maintained and

strengthened.
Re: 72277

Don't gut NEPA.
Same as 573.

Similar to 904 (might be separate campaigns.
Look through again)

Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 0278
Keep NEPA intact
Same as 572

NEPA should not be changed.

Similar to 904
Same as 573

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.
Keep NEPA intact
Same as 904

Same as 573
Similar to 904.

Re: immigration
Re: protecting land

Keep NEPA in place.
Keep NEPA as it is and do not weaken it.

Similar to 904
Similar to 904

Preserve NEPA as it is.

Similar to 572
Simialr to 904
Protect NEPA
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 904

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA as it is.
Similar to 573

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA should not be changed
Support the existing NEPA. Cites concern

about ol industry.
Same as 904
Similar to 904

Similar to 904. Does not want NEPA to

change.
Similar to 904.
Similar to 904.
Same as 573.

Maintain and strengthen NEPA

Similar to 904

NEPA should not be changed.

Leave NEPA as it is.

Protect and sustain current NEPA,

Similar to 904.
Same as 573
Leave NEPA alone.
Re: immigration
Keep NEPA intact.
Similar to 573
Same as 572
Similar to 904
Keep NEPA intact.
Similar to 572
Similar to 904

Re: landmarks
Same as 573

Inefficiency comes from agency cultural and

operational issues.
Leave NEPA alone.
Leave NEPA alone.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Re: immigration
Keep NEPA intact.
Re: immigration

Do not weaken NEPA.

Similar to 904

Do not change NEPA.
Do not change NEPA.

Same as 573
Similar to 573
Similar to 572
Same as 573
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Shari Hirst

Laura Cotts

lene Lofgren

Cynthia Ramirez

Patti Packer, US citizen

Lisa Rutherford

Jane Myers

Jerry Rand

Kathryn Lemoine

Rivko Knox

B Buttazoni

Doris LONG

Anne Pitkin

Jerel McDonald

Paul VANVOROUS
Shawn Martin

James Tripp, Environmental Defense Fund
Michael Strieby
Maya Abela

Dan Struble
Edward Mosimann
Denise Martini
Fred Johnson
Thomas Keys
David Nevin

Lisa Foster
warwick hansell
Dan Struble

Kevin Brown

M.A. Kruse, ONDA
Sherrie Shown
carol popp

Danika Esden-Tempski
C. A. Glock-Jackson
Lisa Swinney
Michele Frisella
Paul West

C.E. Watson

icky Kramer

Kim Morton

Duressa Pujat
vigh wsed
yvonne del rossi
Alice Hall

Jim Zola, HAND
Robert Voorhees
Wanda Ballentine
Bruce Higgins

Peggy-Jean Powell
1 Blagen

Peter Auster
Kathleen Nalley
Bromwell Ault
vib wsed

maureen rogers
Susan Morgan

Gary Beverly
Anne McGuffey
Lisa Winters

Phil Francis, Coalition to Protect America's |
Christine Raczka, Port Gamble S'Klallam Trit
Paul Moorehead, Quapaw Tribe of Oklahon
Bruce Bell

Chris Norden
Faith Zerbe
Michael Lang
Carla Kelly-Mackey

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
Yes
General
General
No
Yes

No
Yes

General
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No
No
No
General

General

No
General
No
No
No
General
General
General

General
General

No
No
No
No

No
General

General
General
Yes

Gen/Extension
Yes
No
General

General
General
General
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Keep NEPA intact.
Keep NEPA intact.

Do not change NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Do not weaken NEPA.

We need NEPA.

Same as 572

Similar to 1005

Similar to 904

Answers several questions.

Do not change NEPA.

Opposes the rule.

Re: immigration

Agencies should communicate (1) and all
applicable studies must be used (2).

Re: immigration

EIS review and project planning should occur
concurrently, and CEQ should add a draft
scoping document to the scoping process.

Do not adversely change NEPA.
Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Strenghten NEPA.

Similar to 904

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 572

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Strengthen NEPA; do not weaken it.
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Keep NEPA alive and maintain public input.

Any NEPA changes should be to strengthen
rules to provide more transparency. Cites
concerns in hometown.

Re: wildfires
Leave NEPA alone.

Similar to 572 and 573

Re: immigration

Re: protecting public land

Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Agencies will provide best comments
regarding reducing wasteful and time-
consuming processes. Public input should not
be limited or trivialized. NEPA should not be
majorly changed.

Same as 433.

NEPA changes should not limit public input. It
would be helpful to make improvements and
increase transparency for agencies involved in
the NEPA process, but changes should not be
made to merely expedit the process.

Same as 572.
Re: immigration

Re: wildfires in California

Re: concerns over changes that can affect

quality of water and land

Re: creating an EIS for immigration

Do not weaken NEPA. Instead, increase

compliance with NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 904.

Opposed to major NEPA revisions. Complaints 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
about NEPA by agencies are misguided

because problems typically result from failure

by agencies to devote enough resources to

the NEPA process. Answers several questions.

Requests a 60-day extension.

Answers several questions. 11
Re: policy changes needing public input

Similar to 904. Stresses importance of public

input, consideration of alternatives, and

science.

Same as 0047.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Same as 0047.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Anne-Marie Marable
ghnb erfd
Norman Torkelson
John Tykol

Cynthia Sarthou, Gulf Restoration Network
Sara Simon-Behrnes
Scott Allan

HELEN SPECTOR

Nora Polk

Beth Wilmot

Kathryn Stromme

Susan Tracy

Linda Browning, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Lynn Wolff

Carlynn Capps.

Patricia Always

Rick Ray

James Holk

Richard Weigel

Howard Shapiro, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Anonymous Anonymous
Thomas Hard

Barbara Stroud

Judith Lienhard

Mike Drewry

Charles Maxwell

shireen press

Shawn Mathiesen

kyna rubin

Steven Wheeler

Richard Stellner

Cory Buckley

Brandon Gardner
Amber Armstrong
Taylor Matson

Sandra Rousseau

Barbara Branham

Lioyd DeKay

Regis Krug

Lynda Cunningham

Andrew Petersen

Anonymous Anonymous, Friends of the Col
Sara Grigsby

Carin Yavorcik

Daniel McGuire

Craig Heverly

John Howard
Jeanette Kloos
Peggy Doulos

Laurie Fisher

Laura O Foster
Steven Thompson
Shira Fogel

Peter Zurcher
Penny Greenwood
Alex Prentiss

Gwen Kramer
Cynthia Talboy
Judith Jordan
Alexander Miller
Paul Wilcox

Dave Miller

Jay Maxwell
samuel Urkov
Michelle Ritter MD
Becky Williams

Roland Begin
Roger Kofler, Friends of the Columbia River
Jennifer Savage

Stephen Jensen

Judy Yakymi

DONALD BARBEE

Judy s

In Scope?
General
No
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
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Att.

1240
Overview/Notable
Similar to 433.
Re: wildfires and pollutant emissions
Same as 0047.
Same as 433
Revisions are not needed and i flexibility
needs to be increased, new guidance and
policy should be created. "A one-size its all
approach” will not work and will instead
result in new ligitation, leading to confusion
and delays. Delays associated currently with
NEPA are the result of applicants not doing
what they are supposed to, rather than the
result of federal agency actions.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Against
changes that would eliminate or significantly
alter NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433. Leave NEPA alone.

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Keep
NEPA the way it is.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Do not
change NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Do not
change NEPA.

Opposed to proposed NEPA changes. It is
important to consider alternatives, public
input, and climate impacts.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Stresses importance of considering climate
change.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Emphasizes importance of climate change
considerations and public input.
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

36
1

39
2

Responses to ANOPR

3036253118131314 8 1413 8 10 9 11111913 8 11 8 10 19 22 22 20 1523 21 19 21 25 15

3

a

5

6

7a 7b 7c 7d 7e 7f 8a 8b 8c 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e 9f 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (if provided)

Page 17

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

173
p Posted/Red.

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008397



Log
1160
1161

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Janie Cohen

Barbara Robinson
John Nutt

Derek Gendvil
jeremiah jenkins
Kevin Ebel

HELEN OST

Steve Foster
George Cummings

llene Le Vee
John Doe

Teresa McFarland
James Soares

JL Angell

Peggy Lalor

dell goldsmith
Patricia Pingree
Karen Edwards

Debra Asakawa
Charles Walsh

David Michalek
Andrew Frank

Darvel Lioyd

Alan Smith

Rachael Pappano
Walter Mintkeski
Stephanie Sandmeyer
Marilyn McFarlane
Susan McLaughlin
Barbara Coleman
Albyn Jones

Dr. Delton Young
Marguery Lee Zucker, Zucker family
Donna Wehrley
Jeffrey White

Susan Saul

Thomas Keys

barbara lindsey, 1951
DONALD GARNER
Bruce Melzer

Linda Levin

Alan Winter

Wendy Bartlett
William Nix
Lara Post

Phil Ewers

JAN GOLICK
Andy Harris
Donna Vogt
Rex Breunsbach
Erich Rau
Robert Paulson
Ben Asher
Jacqueline Abel

Byron Owen
Dorothy Beardsley
Scott Dady

elaine Noonan

Jon Nystrom

Joan Meyerhoff
Shannon Oliver

Linda Felver

ed moye

Robin Burwell

Ann Crandall

John F Christensen
Richard Gorringe, Ph. D.
Don Jacobson

Kirke Wolfe

Terry Reddish

Merna Baker Blagg
Barbara Amen

Mona McNeil
Colleen Wright

Stephanie Nystrom
Don Stephens
James Clapp
Kyle Haines

Paul Moyer
Michael Parker
Jeri anonymous
Tika Bordelon
Gary McCuen
Mark McCormick
patrick mulcahey

In Scope?
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

151
Att.

1240
Overview/Notable

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).

Important to take into consideration public

health effects.

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't undermine NEPA. (Columbia River
Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't weaken NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't weaken NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Preserve the environment. (Columbia River

Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't change NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't change NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't weaken NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't change NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
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Responses to ANOPR

Number of Responses 151 1240 363930 36 2531 18 13 1314 8 14 13 8 10 9 111119 13 8 11 8 10 19 22 22 20 15 23 21 19 21 25 15 173
Log Organization / Name In Scope? Att. Overview/Notable 12 3 45 6 7a7h7c7d7e 7f 8a 8b 8 8d 8e 9a 9b 9c 9d 9e Of 9g 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 Email (i Phone (if provided) Address (if provided) zip Posted/Red.
1245 Mark Friedman General Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
1246 Celeste Howard General Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
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NEPA Process:

1 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure that environmental reviews and authorization decisions involving multiple agencies are conducted in a manner that is
concurrent, synchronized, timely, and efficient, and if so, how?

2 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient by better facilitating agency use of e nvironmental studies, analysis, and decisions conducted in
earlier Federal, State, tribal or local environmental reviews or authorization decisions, and if so, how?

3 Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure optimal interagency coordination of environmental reviews and authorization decisions, and if so, how?

Scope of NEPA Review:

4 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations that relate to the format and page length of NEPA documents and time limits for completion be revised, and if so, how?

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 decisionmakers and
the public, and if so, how?

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?

7 Should definitions of any key NEPA terms in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, such as those listed below, be revised, and if so, how?

7a Major Federal Action;

7b Effects;

7c Cumulative Impact;

7d Significantly;

7e Scope; and

7f Other NEPA terms.

8 Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms, such as those noted below, be added, and if so, which terms?

8a Alternatives;

8b Purpose and Need;

8c Reasonably Foreseeable;

8d Trivial Violation; and

8e Other NEPA terms.

9 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to any of the types of documents listed below be revised, and if so, how?

9a Notice of Intent;

9b Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

9c Environmental Assessments;

9d Findings of No Significant Impact;

9e Environmental Impact Statements;

of Records of Decision; and

9g Supplements.

10 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the timing of agency action be revised, and if so, how?

11 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to agency responsibility and the preparation of NEPA documents by contractors and project applicants be revised, and if so,
how?

12 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to programmatic NEPA documents and tiering be revised, and if so, how?

13 Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA regulations relating to the appropriate range of alternatives in NEPA reviews and which alternatives may be eliminated from detailed analysis be
revised, and if so, how?

General:

14 Are any provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations currently obsolete? If so, please provide specific recommendations on whether they should be modified, rescinded, or replaced.

15 Which provisions of the CEQ’s NEPA regulations can be updated to reflect new technologies that can be used to make the process more efficient?

16 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to promote coordination of environmental review and authorization decisions such as combining NEPA analysis
and other decision documents, and if so, how?

17 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the implementation of NEPA, and if so, how?

18 Are there ways in which the role of tribal governments in the NEPA process should be clarified in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, and if so, how?

19 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations should be revised to ensure that agencies apply NEPA in a manner that reduces unnecessary burdens and delays as much as
possible, and if so, how?

20 Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA regulations related to mitigation should be revised, and if so, how?

003_CEQ075FY18150_000008397









[EXTERNAL] Re: Shipley Group - Podcast

From: Jeffrey Stewart <jeff stewart@shipleygroup.com>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOPICEQ" I
Date: Wed, 08 Aug 2018 16:09:40 -0400

Ted,

| wanted to follow-up and see if you were still abie to participate in this podcast? If so, et me know if
you have any dates that work for you.

Thanks,
leff Stewart

The Shipley Group, Inc.

DhAanar 399 _77NA_21K7

e ee—e e mmm e ei—raai—ra e e = — ——...ENTS

COMMUNICATE RELEVANT ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION
IMPLEMENT YOUR MISSION

From: "B

Date: Tuesday, July 17, 2018 at 9:13 AM
To: "jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com" <ieff stewart@shipleygroup.com>

Cc: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Subject: RE: Shipley Group - Podcast

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000008171






Fwd: Two rough drafts

From: |
T "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" ]
o
“Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEC I
Date: Wed, 08 Aug 2018 14:39:35 -0400

Attachments Preamble Skeleton - Proposed Rule - CEQ Regulation Amendment v3.docx (55.39
kB); Big items.docx {(13.9 kB)

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ" <G

Date: August 8, 2018 at 1:21:(0 PM EDT

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ” |GG

Subject: Two rough drafts

Looking forward to comments!

Mario Loyola
Associate Director, Regulatory Reform
White House Council on Environmental Quality

() I | )
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Final Version of comment log

From: “Cariin, Erin A. EOP/CEQ {Intern)" <} NG

To: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ” I
Date; Thu, 09 Aug 2018 11:30:42 0400

Attachments:; 02 ANOPR Comment Log 07-23 to Erin (updated B8918).xlsx (97.98 kB)

Hello Yardena,

Here is the final copy of the comment log! | highlighted some entries in green because | had questions
about them. Kearstyn and | were wondering if you were free to meet today before you leave to discuss if
we need to archive our draft files or if we should email them to you. Thank you!

Best,

Erin Carlin

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000008389



Log

Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Column1  Column3

5

Thomas King
Thomas King

John Roberts
Larry Freilich

Rue Eich
David Keys

Daniel Holt
Michael Dechter

Anonymous Anonymous

Jennifer Blegen
Judith Konig

Ronald Estepp

Env. Law & Policy Center,
Howard Learner
Whitney Kroschel

David Hill

Stephen Buckley

Michel Hammes

Ssusan LaSala

Association of Metropolitan Water
Agencies, Diane VanDe Hei; American
Water Works Association, Tracy Mehan

Jacob Siegel
Susan Chapin

Amer. Soc. of Civil Engineers, Natalie
Mamerow
Russell Hodin

Western Urban Water Coalition, Michael
Carlin

Marilyn Price

Patricia Always

Elizabeth Tachick

Nora Rawn
Dobi Dobroslawa

Jeffrey Waggoner
Andrew Hawkins

Nasreen Hosein
Tim Chapp

Salt River Project, Kara Montalo
Kathy Mohar

Sarah David
Chesapeake Bay Foundation, Alison Prost

Charles Johnson

Utility Water Act Group, Karma Brown
Caigian Cropper

Steve Tyler
John Anderson
Beverly Railsback

Harry and Jill Brownfield
Kym Garcia

Norma Van Dyke
Richard Van Aken

Amy Harlib

Thomas Koven

Marlena Lange
Catherine Smith

Thomas Carlo

Frances DeMillion

Grace Ramus

Jeanne Held-Warmkessel
Rachel Crowley

Joanne Wagner

Wanda Hofbauer

Green Party of Philadelphia, Chris
Robinson

Jane Winn

Michael W Evans

In Scope?
Columné
Yes

General

General
Yes

General

General

No
General

General
Extension

General
General

General

General
General
Extension

Yes
General
Extension
Extension
Extension

General
General
General

General
General

General
General

General
General

Extension
General

General
Extension

Yes

Extension
General

General
Extension
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1242
Att. Overview/Notable
olumnt Column2

Offers thoughts on whether and how to
revise NEPA implementation.
Objects to questions; re-imagine NEPA from
scratch.
Do not make changes.
Page and time limits may cause additional
work, restrict information.
Do not make changes.
Implementation has adapted, lttle change
needed to regs.
Re-adopt GHG guidance.
Page limits make EIS less useful, add work

save all environmental protection provisions.

[Re EPA]
Retain protections for air, water, wildlife.

Against changing NEPA role of scientists and
public.
1 Requests 60-day extension, public hearings

Need better justification for changing.
States specific provisions not to change and
general opposition.

NEPA community has interest in no change.

Do not make changes.
NEPA does not need an overhaul.
1 Requests 60-day extension. [Same as E-0005.]

Address climate change, retain public
involvement.
Burdens, delay may protect future health,
vitality of environment.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

Requests 60 day extension, public forums,
mail option for commenting.
1 Requests 60-day extension.

Opposed to rollback of NEPA.
Preserve the strength of NEPA.

We need govt transparency, input on
projects.

Preserve public comment, consideration of E)
communities.

Concerned about possibly weakened NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.
Retain public comment and involvement.

Against updates to NEPA,
Update to streamline, but retain EPA and
state review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.
Retain public and other agency involvement
in NEPA process.
Importance of public review.

1 Requests 60-day extension.

1 Recommends NEPA pre-planning approach
based on FERC and BLM (cover letter and
paper)

1 Requests 30-day extension
Prioritize transparency, community input over
synchronization, efficiency.

No rollback.
1 Requests 30-day extension.
Do not weaken NEPA, requests 90-day
extension.
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
same as 0047

: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047

same as 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Responses to ANOPR
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Page 1

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

15 Balfour Lane, Chatham MA 02633

zip

173
Posted/Red.
Column5
25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

60601 20-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018

25-Jun-2018

20-Jun-2018
25-Jun-2018
26-Jun-2018

26-Jun-2018

27-Jun-2018

28-Jun-2018

28-Jun-2018

28-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018

29-Jun-2018
29-Jun-2018

30-Jun-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

003_CEQO75FY18150_000008390



Number of Responses
Organization / Name

George Trovato

Janet Cavallo

Valerie Lucznikowska

Leona and George Fluck

Hilarie Johnston

Debra Mobile

Janice Banks

Park Furlong

Vince Mendieta

Park Furlong

Nicole Rahman

Dennis O'Brien

Anne Jackson

Mr Lombardi

karin peklak

Ronald Gulla

Edward Thornton

Lorenz Steininger

Bryn Hammarstrom, RN

Jeffrey Laubach

Lenore Reeves

Melvin Czechowski

Elizabeth Thompson

David Kagan

Marc Obernesser

James Rosenthal

Mary Ann Leitch

Susan Nierenberg

jeffrey shuben

Rebecca Canright

Amy Hansen

Patricia Rossi

Mark Canright

Susan VanMeter

Margaret McGinnis

Mark Dodel

Kathie E Takush

Patricia Libbey

Carl Doll

Kiujhy erdwq

Bonnie Stoeckl
Marvin Feil
Clifford Phillips
Lawrence Stauffer
Lawrence Stauffer
Cindy Carlin
JOHN PASQUA
Nicholas Lenchner
Susan Shaak

lydia garvey

MH Higgins
Suzanne Roth
Jessica Reed
Steve Mattan
Craig Way

Juliann Pinto
Rebecca Berlant
Ellis Woodward
William Kellner
Bettie Reina
Mare McClellan
Eric Bare
Christopher Kratzer

Tom Hoffman
Chuck Graver
Kelley Scanlon
marion M Kyde Ph.D.
William Huston
Rob Moore

Susan Babbitt
Elizabeth A. Roedell
Steve Troyanovich
Rosemarie Brenner
Leslie Sauer

Sue Harmon

Katie Chapp

Joseph Holmes

David Mathews
MD

Shane Worth
Ryan Dodson
Adam Eyring
Mara TIPPETT
Nichole Diamond
Joshua Fine
Bibianna Dussling
kathleen rengert
Peggy Miros

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

No

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General

Yes
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

151 1242
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047
same as 0047
: same as 0047
: same as 0047

: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Opposed to weakening NEPA.
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

[Re wind power in German and solar in China

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Opposes revising NEPA; requests 90-day

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaigs
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Do not change NEPA

Consider well-informed remarks, lengthen

comment period.

Do not make any changes (cites all questions).

Favors changes for efficiency.

Preserve environmental stewardship while

streamling NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
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39
2
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a

5

6

Responses to ANOPR

Page 2

Phone (if provided)

Address (if provided)

173
zip Posted/Red.
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018

1-Jul-2018
1-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Carol Schmidt

Joseph Quirk

Laura Mirsky

Louise Sellon

Vincent Prudente

Mary McMahon

Elizabeth Seltzer

Margaret Quinn

lloyd goodman

John and Janice Hahn

Yolanda Stern Broad Ph.D.

Patti Packer

Erik McDarby

Gregory Esteve

Kate Sherwood

Aaron Fumarola

Peter Donnelly

Yvonne De Carolis

Ellen Weininger

Patricia Swanton

Carol Armstrong

Ruth Heil

marilyn miller

Robert Adams

Gail Musante

Peter Mulshine

P Scoville

Curtis Baker

marilyn miller

Joe Busby

Anneke Walsh
Frederick Stluka

Sarah Benton

Andrew Benton

Park Furlong

William Edelman

john dunphy

Jason Kemple
Anonymous Anonymous

Robert Depew

Gary Hinesley

Jose Almanzar

Lisa Levine

Vicki Dodge

Cathy Snyder

Justin Pidot for 36 law professors with
NEPA expertise

Aurora Janke for Attorneys General of WA,
MD, MA, NJ, NY, OR

Megan Flaherty

Elizabeth lke

Tom Petersen
Alliance for the Great Lakes,
Sheyda Esnaashari

Denise Lytle

Henry Berkowitz

Ronald Bishop

Collin Keyes

Andrea Zinn

Bob Nebel

Gokhan Seker

Faith Zerbe

8 Soltis

Diana Rarig

Dennis Grzezinski

Theodore Doll

Western New York Environmental Aliance,
Lynda Schneekloth

Suzanne McCarthy

Grace Bergin

Janet Eisenhauer

arline Soffian

Great Egg Harbor Watershed Association,
Fred Akers

Mark Simcoe

Michael Litzky

Geri Weitzman

Wendy Redal

Western Resource Advocates,
Robert Harris

In Scope?
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

General

General

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Yes
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General

General
General
General
General
Yes
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Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

EPA and NEPA cause overregulation and
duplication. Disband EPA and keep CEQ.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: very similar to 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; don't weaken
NEPA, cites several provisions to retain.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Public needs to be considered.
Campaign: same as 0047

Extend comment period; open to some
adjustments to regulations.

6 State AGs request at least 60-day extension,
public hearings. [same as E-0003]

Don't use revisions to undermine NEPA.
Supports increased efficiency and
‘communication.

Important to consider alternatives, low
income communities, communities of color,
and opinions of different agencies.
Campaign: same as 0047

Requests 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Enforce page limits and plain language.
Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Similar to 0047

Requests 90-day extension.

Opposed to weakening NEPA and any version
of Farm Bill.

Requests 90-day extension.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: similar to 0047

Opposed to weakening public input and
alternative consideration, eliminating climate
consideration, and establishing hard
deadlines.

Don't change NEPA.

Opposedto proposed revisions.

Opposed to proposed revisions.

Opposed to revisions to NEPA.

Believes in the goals of the rulemaking but
not in the execution. Suggests reform of the
implementation of NEPA rather than of its
regulations. Cites examples from Lean Event
in Colorado.
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2-Jul-2018
2-Jul-2018
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Log
228

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Aaron Miller

Gregory Esteve
Craig Wallentine

Sara Schultz
The Partnership Project,
Justin McCarthy

Robert Shippee

Marlene srael
William Blount
Christopher Jannusch
Jerre stallcup

Eric Hirst

Michael Kellett

Nicole Quinn
Andy Puckett
Susan Dixon
Andrew McGrath
Barbara Halpern
Lynn Koster
David Goebel

Ben Luccaro
Vicki Barg

Deborah Kratzer

Lauren Greenawalt

Corey White

Hllinois Council of Trout Unlimited,
Edward Michael

Carl Erdmann

Rush Hardin

Ken Gamauf

Susan Meacham

Cindy Eby

Minnesota Center for Environmental
Advocacy, Eric Lindberg

Amy Harlib

Maryland Nonprofits,

Henry Bogdan

Sarah Gutierrez

James Quealy

£.O'Halloran

Lorraine Gold

Great Basin Water Network,
Abigail Johnson

Caitlin Caldwell

Claire Nordlie
Laurie Whittle

Duchesne County, Utah,
Michael Hyde

Jonathan Oppenheimer
Ben Barnes

Katherine Dawes

Tyler Wean

Jamie Woody
Nathan Miller

Zachary Smith

For Love of Water (FLOW),
Liz Kirkwood

In Scope?
Yes

General
General

Gen./Extension
Yes

General

General
General
General
General
General

General

Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
General
Gen./Extension

General
General

Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension
Gen./Extension

Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension
Yes

Gen./Extension

Gen./Extension
Extension

Gen./Extension

General
Gen./Extension

Yes
General

General
General

General
General

General

General

Extension

151 1242
Att. Overview/Notable
Consider that the resources of agencies that
conduct NEPA reviews are low so expediting
the process will cost the public.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.
Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it. Cites examples in Utah of why
NEPA is important.
Campaign: similar to 0047

1 Represents 352 organizations; requests at
least 60-day extension public forums and mail
commenting; linked to question 6.

Opposed to any change in NEPA unless it is to
strengthen it.

Opposed to any change in NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Opposed to weakening NEPA but belives
there could be improvements made
Opposes changes to NEPA. Problems in
implementation lie in lack of adherence to
laws and regs.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Keep NEPA intact.

Campaign: similar to 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Campaign: same as 0047

Cites reforms needed to aviation. Requests
extension of comment period.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA intact. Requests 90-day extension.
Describes BLM issues as examples.

Campaign: same as 0047
Campaign: same as 0047
Keep NEPA intact

1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Keep NEPA intact.
Opposed to major changes, but minor
changes may be necessary.

Opposes weakening or revisions of NEPA,
Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: similar to 0047
Campaign: similar to 0047
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
1 Requests 60-day extension. (Pdf and Word
attachments are identical.)
Campaign: same as 0047
Responds to several questions.
Do not lesson environmental review, save
NEPA. Requests 60-day extension.
Campaign: same as 0047
Requests 60-day extension.

Requests longer (unspecified) comment
period. Complete any environmental studies
before starting projects, especially for
fracking.
Don't reform NEPA, protect NEPA.
Requests extension of "response time" from
30 to 60 days. Keep NEPA intact.

1 Comments on all questions.

Improve collaborative decisionmaking.

Doe not support any change or rewrite.
(Confusing ANOPR with permitting EO?)
Cutting permitting from 3-5 years to 2 would
undercut thoroughness, cut EPA review
authority harm env. and public health
Opposed to provision making it easier to run
natural gas piplines through national parks.

NEPA is important, protects communities,
considering alternatives is important.

No chage to NEPA.

Be cautious in changing NEPA. CEs should
have 10-year expiration date; NEPA violations
should result in rejection of proposed action;
don't allow segmentation through CEs.

Keep NEPA protections or make them
stronger.
1 Requests at least 90-day extension.

Responses to ANOPR
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Log
278

Number of Responses

Organization / Name In Scope?
Robin Beard General
Ohio Wetlands Association, Extension
Mark Dilley
Jody Carrara Gen./Extension
Andrea Nagel General
Debbie Boucher General
Phil Barnette Gen./Extension
Mark Demuth Yes
Ronald Parry General
Richard Heisler General
Robert Veltkamp General
Amy Cook General
Transportation Agency for Monterey Yes

County, California, Debra Hale

Michelle Mehlhorn General
Matthew Hall General
William Howard General
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Friends of Milwaukee's Downtown Forest, Extension

Barbara Richards

Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Anonymous Anonymous Yes
Cecelia Phillips General
Jackie Cash General
Cindy Eby Gen./Extension
Randy Sailer General
Anonymous Anonymous General
Lavaughn Hamblin Yes
Lavaughn Hamblin General
Anonymous Anonymous No

jjuyt hytr No

Kay Barrett General
Gena Goodman-Campbell General

Lytton Rancheria of California, Gen./Extension
Brenda Tomaras

anonymous anonymous Gen./Extension

Gail Harris General
Emily Estrada General
Amy Hunter General
Ben Gordon General
Sarah Graham General
Matthew Anonymous Yes
Leigh Schwarz General
Karen Sinclair General
Concerned citizen in Bend Oregon General
Mark McCormick General
Aryeh Frankfurter General
Darryl Lioyd General
Freda Sherburne General
Marsha Swanson General
Jeff Pokorny General
stephen gerould General
Rebeckah Berry General
Diana Pope General
Hardin King General
Bruce Jackson General
Dan Struble General
Debra Rehn No
Noel Plemmons General
JBlagen General
Susan Strible General
Delwin R Holland General
San Diego State University, General
Roger Sabbadini

Andrea Pellicani General
Sandra Thompson General
Alan Bart| General

151
Att.

Responses to ANOPR
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Opposed to changes that restrict public input,
limit alternatives, extablish hard deadlines, or

limit obligation to consider climate change.
1 Requests at least 60-day extension.

Campaign: same as 0047
Same as 278

Keep NEPA as it s.

Keep NEPA as it is. Requests 60-day
extension.

Briefly addresses multiple questions.
Opposed to weakening NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact. Cites an article he wrote.

Campaign: similar to 0278
Do not revise NEPA. No to all questions.

1 Comments on two questions. Attachment is
same as text comment, except for contact
info.

Thankful for CEQ.

Leave NEPA alone.

Purpose of revision is unclear. Opposed to
changing, except to increase environmental
protection.

Responds to several questions.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Requests at least 60-day extension.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Responds to several questions; continuation
of 0293.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 0047

Keep NEPA as it is. Do not give states control
of public lands.

Don't change NEPA implementation.

Wants a cumulative impact definition.
Urges streamlining, electronic approaches.

[Political, meaning unclear.]
[Re source of natural gas for Germany]
Retain NEPA as is.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Requests extension.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
period.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Addresses several questions - against
potential changes.

Campaigs
of public input.

Campaign: Similar to 222; retain current
policy regarding decisions about the
environment that enforce maximum
thoughtfulness,

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; cites importance of

citizens having an equal voice regarding
managing and protecting land.

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; stresses importance

of public input.
Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

[Re Sinclair-Tribune Merger (an FCC docket)]

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't change NEPA.
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222

similar to 222; Stresses importance
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Kelsey Ward

Sandra Mooney

john costello

David Funk

David Kaiser

Sharon Evoy

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General

151 1242
Att. Overview/Notable
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: Similar to 222 (includes the
campaign instructions to past the paragraph
into reg.gov.)
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Janeese Jackson

Beth Levin

Dorothy Wylie

James Miller

Christopher Troxell
Keith Harris

Pamela Green

Great Old Broads for Wilderness,
Susan Ostlie

maureen rogers

Lily Frey
American Citizen
Kay Nelson
Walter Kuciej
David Cooper
David Worley

Bill Smith

Gary Kish

John Richen

James Davis
Margaret Wolf
Kristen Swanson
Kevin Brown
Christine McKenzie
LeeAnn Kriegh

Fuji Kreider

Pete Sandrock
Joanne Diepenheim
Environmental Protection Agency,
Rebecca Ramage (likely not accurate)
Catherine Williams
llan Bubb

Mike Farley

Cindy Thomas

Steven Haycock
Cheryl Fergeson
Sandi Cornez

Craig Loftin

Jane Heisler

Brad Stevens

Annette Ancel-Wisner

Derek Gendvil

Kevin Manion

Carolyn Eckel

rosalind o'donoghue
Oregon Natural Desert Association,
Katie Kelley

priscilla Galasso

Tim Brelinski

Kate Walter

Lisa Jones

Denis Besson

David Regan
Anonymous Anonymous

Martha Ahern

John Nettleton

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Linda Watts

Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Peter Nunnenkamp

Rick Ray

Judy Merrick

Seth Hanson

Tara Miner

John Murphy

Anonymous Anonymous

Donald Mansfield

Brian M.

Brooke Wickham

Akila Mosier

Jennifer Goebel

Linda Greaves
Oregon Natural Desert Asssociation,
Alan Winter

George and Frances Alderson

Lynn Norris

Amalie Duvall

Amy Wolfberg

Joshua Bleecher Snyder
David Beltz

Allex McDaniel

Susan Harmon

In Scope?
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No

General
General

General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
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1242
Overview/Notable

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222; Don't take away
safeguards.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Wants more, strict regulations that protect
public lands.

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Campaign: Similar to 222

Weakening NEPA would negatively affect
public and scientific input on decisionmaking.

Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Opposes any changes to NEPA.
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Campaign: Similar to 222
Don't rescind procedural provisions of NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222
Do not alter or weaken NEPA.

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: same as 222

Don't change NEPA

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Wants three tiers of NEPA to remain intact

Campaign: same as 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
NEPA protects communities,
Campaign: same as 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't diminish NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Support existing NEPA system.
Campaign: similar to 222
Public input and thorough planning under
NEPA are vital.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Opposed to NEPA revisions and House Farm
Bill that would reduce scientific analysis or
public involvement in environmental
decisionmaking.

[Re preventing government and corporate
overreach]

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Don't restrict public input.
Keep NEPA rules are is or strengthen them.

Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Keep NEPA unchanged.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Robert Currie

Geoff King

Gary Landers

Peggy McConnell

Oregon Natural Desert Association,

Mackenzie Clark

Anonymous Anonymous

Douglas Krueger, Citizen of America
Kirk Barnes

PATRICIA KOSKI

Rica Fulton

Benton Elliott

Melissa Burke
Steven Dunn
Suzanne Geraci
Michael Smith
Michele McKay
Richard Stellner
Danika EsdenTempski
Lisa Olsen

M. Bourke
satya vayu

louj tgre

Lynn Putnam
Eric Downes
Marie Dunkle
Dawn Page

Scott Kaiser
Jamie Brackman

John Koenig
Anonymous Anonymous
Reva Fabrikant

Joel Ban

Richard Grassetti

ronald strickland
Phillip Callaway

Minnesota DOT, Nancy Frick
Kimberly Crihfield

Elizabeth Greenman
Charles Scudder

Michael Young
MARTIN KAPLAN
Joseph Merkelbach
Michelle Turner

Derek Turner

Byron Rendar
William Forbes
Jill Wyatt
Jeremy Wells

Suzanne Painter

AAMU Community Development
Corporation, Joseph Lee

Martha Bibb

Deidre Deegan

Joan Walker
mark caso

Greg Lesoine
Keith Wetzel

Mary Ann Jasper
Karen Schumacher

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General

Incorrectly posted?

General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
Yes
General
No
General
Gen./Extension
Extension
General

General
General

General
General
Gen./Extension
General
General or Yes?

General
General
Yes
General
Yes
General

General
General
General
General

Yes
General
General

General
Yes

General
Yes

General
General

General
General

General
General

General
Yes

151
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Overview/Notable

Against weakening NEPA.
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222
Campaign: similar to 222

Comment 0428 is the FR extension notice.

NEPA works.

Opposed to any change.

Same as 430

Keep intact or improve training, public
outreach, use of scientific information.
Don't restrict public input, limit alternatives,
establish hard deadlines for project approval,
or narrow obligations to consider climate
impacts.

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Comments on several questions.

Same as 433

[Re Germany energy sources]

Same as 433

No change; requests 60-day extension.
Requests 30-day extension.

Don't use government efficiency claim to
allow private gain without oversight.

Keep NEPA in current form.

Protect public interests over private, but
regulatory agencies neeed to be efficient,
accountable, and transparent.

Same as 433

Environment must come first.

Campaign: same as 0047

Against any changes in NEPA.

Any changes to NEPA should be to increase its
effectiveness; against limiting public input,
limiting scope or page length.

Keep NEPA.
Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions.

Same as 433; do not weaken in name of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Continue without changes.

We need intact and robust NEPA.
Archaeologist urges protection of
environment and cultural resources; don't
restrict public participation, prevent agencies
from objecting to plans or proposing
alternatives, limit the role of the EPA to
protect air quality, or otherwise weaken
NEPA,

NEPA should not be weakened for the sake of
efficiency.

Same as 433

Keep NEPA asis.

Same as 433

Addresses several questions (without number
references). Do not weaken NEPA; involve
social scientists to collect data on the
impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Strengthen NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA has worked well. Do not restrict public
input.

Support strong NEPA.

Protect NEPA, including public involvement.

Don't undermine NEPA for sake of efficiency.

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: same as 278

Reduce/eliminate NGO and Tribal
involvement, increase coordination with local
jurisdictions, announce comment periods in
advance of their start, remove all reference to
climate change from the NEPA process.
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Log
481

Number of Responses

Organization / Name
Virginia Department of Transportation,
Stephen Brich

Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria,
Christine Siojo

Morgan Gratz-Weiser

Sarah Meitl

Kathleen Roche

Caroline Skinner
Stacy Green
samuel Lowry
Michele May

Nia Payne
Kate Hogan

Don Stephens
Leiana Beyer
Greg Warren
Levi Loria
Emily Cleath
Glenna Silvan

Alaska Institute for Justice, Robin Bronen
mike hobbs
John MacFarlane

Greater Fort Worth Sierra Club,
John MacFarlane
Pauline Reetz

Stephen Singleton

Connie Lippert

Wyoming Stock Growers Association, Jim
Magagna

Carol Todd

Jamestown S'Klallam Tribe (WA),

Robert Knapp

Seattle Housing Authority, Beka Smith
Elizabeth Purcell

Kljh drew

Anonymous Anonymous

Kathy Bremer

National Butterfly Center,

Marianna Wright
Brad White

San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency, Edward Reiskin, Director of
Transportation

April Hersey

Thiopthlocco Tribal Town, Terry Clouthier,
THPO

Anonymous Anonymous

Zachary Klehr

Shelby Reeder

David Ortman

Anon Anon

Terra Lewis
Arizona Game and Fish Department,
Clayton Crowder

Coyote Valley Band of Pomo Indians, Emily
Luscombe

Katherine S Stewart

In Scope?

General
General
General
General

General
General

General

General
General

Yes
Gen./Extension
Yes
Yes
Gen./Extension
General
General
Yes

General

General
No
Yes

General

General

Yes

General
Yes

General

151
Att.

1242
Overview/Notable
Revoke the CEQ regulations. Make one
agency responsible for all environmental
decisions.
2 comments on tribal rights.

Campaign: same as 278
Don't weaken flexibility in NEPA (by requiring
substitution for 106 review.

Create NEPA clearing house for public info by
location, etc. Word and pdf attachments

Campaign: same as 278
Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as 278

Campaign: same as ??? (Look before you leap
set)

Do not rewrite NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact and extend comment
periods for better public involvement.
Campaign: same as 278

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Addresses several questions.

Campaign: similar to 0222.

Characterizes possible revision as attempt to
weaken NEPA.

Makes recommendations with respect to
community relocation.

Leave NEPA intact. Requests at least 90-day
extension.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA.

Addresses several questions. Opposes
weakening NEPA. Same s 500.

Don't limit NEPA comment periods, and
requests 60-day extension of ANOPR
comment period.

Protect NEPA.

Don't reduce public input.

Responds to several questions.

Don't change NEPA

Consult early and support tribal capacity to
participate. Requests unspecified additional
time to respond to other questions.

Responds to several questions. [Word
attachment same as docket form.]
NEPA gives people a voice. Leave NEPA alone.

[Re urban environmental conditions]
Responds to several questions.

Urges against weakening NEPA and responds
"no change" to all questions.

Leave NEPA alone.

Same as 470. Addresses several questions
(without number references). Do not weaken
NEPA; involve social scientists to collect data
on the impacted humans; use environmental
psychology; enhance use of technology for
public involvement.

Makes recommendations on Q4 (1501.8,
1502.7), Q16 (1506.2), and 3 definitions also
relevant to Q7b (1508.8), Q2 (1508.13), Q12
(1508.28). (Consider addressing in procedures
instead of definitions.)

Don't change NEPA in way that reduces public
involvement.
Responds to several questions.

Confusion over extension date. Don't change
NEPA regulations.

Don't weaken NEPA protections, public
outreach.

Responds to several questions. Word and pdf
files are identical.

Attaches his 2001 NEPA NEWS article on EIS
standard: "complete analysis," not
"reasonably thorough discussion."

Brief responses to 2, 3, 6, 10; for others,
current text is adequate.

At end of comment, states that she is saying
no to all questions and does not believe NEPA
should be changed

Answers several questions

Don't weaken NEPA. Provides comments on
several questions.

Answered no to all questions except 15, 18,
and 20.
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Log
527

Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Anastacia Marx de Salcedo

Bay Planning Coalition, Brianne Riley

Shoshone Bannock Tribes, Christina Cutler
Timothy Lavallee

cheryl noncarrow

Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Micah
Looper

Catherine Pharis
John Young

Portland Housing Bureau, Emily Benoit
Frank Phillip Davis
Frank Phillip Davis

Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission,
Alice Johnstone

Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League,
Louis Zeller

North Cascades Conservation Council,
David Fluharty

Montgomery County Quiet Skies Coalition,
Gretchen Gaston

Douglas Fenner

Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Micah Brodsky
Emily Johnson

Rhett Diessner

Kathy Bowman
Leslie O'Neil
Sue House
Beverly Boyce
Laurie Warhurst
Kermit Heid
Susan Defeo
HB Welsh

njhm weds
nick burns
Trisha Gill

rick baird
William Ingalls
stanley Holmes
Randal Klein
Chris Amrhein

Veronica Egan
Dave and Sue Click, Dave and Sue Click
JoAnn Stoddard

robert hugie

Carolyn Shelton

Ben Burdett

JaNel VanDenBerghe
Waid Reynolds
priscilla Atwell

Priscilla Atwell
James Bowen

James Ruiz, democratic environmentalists
Martin Seigel
Keith Valencourt
Greg Golden

eric biemuller
Janet Fotos

John Roush
Damon Hooten
Arthur Kissel
Jennifer Wittlinger
Francis Furmanek
Denise Hickey

In Scope?
Yes

Yes
General

Yes

Gen./Extension

General
Yes

Yes
General

General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
No

No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

151
Att.
1

1
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1

1

1
1

1

1

1

1

1242
Overview/Notable

Answered a few questions,

Supports idea laid out in EO 13807 and
recommends that NEPA should reflect the
categorical exemptions set forth by CEQA.
They are interested in discussing this further
with CEQ officials.

Requests that tribes are not a part of the
general public in documentation as a general
comment and answers several questions in
the ANPRM directly.

Answers several questions.

Campaign: same as 278

Answers several questions.

Cites changes that should occur to the HUD
Community Planning and Development
environmental officer review process. Not
sure if this is something covered by the
ANPRM.

Internal server error appears

Answers several questions.

Answers several questions
Answers several questions
Requests a 60-day extension.

Believes that EO 13807 and the ANPRM have
the goal of reducing enviromental review
times for infrastructure projects without
demonstrating any need to do so. Criticizes
parts of the EO.

Contains lines from campaign 278 and
answers several questions

Answers several questions.

Do not change NEPA.
First, states that makiing chnages to NEPA
without a CEQ is  violation; then answers
question 1.

Answers several questions

Answers several questions

Campaign: similar to 278

Encourage use of scientific data to back up
alternatives and maintain the obligation to
respond to public comment.

Public involvement prevents the need for
lawsuits and judicial intervention
Campaign: similar to 278

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Campaign: similar to 278

Don't change NEPA.

Leave NEPA alone.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: Equal Access to Justice Act and wildfires in
California

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't change NEPA.

Don't diminish NEPA requirements.

Don't change NEPA.

Do not limit public involvement in NEPA
process.

Don't change NEPA.

Supports NEPA as it is.

Maintain the public in the NEPA process and
any chnges should make sure that decisions
are based on science.

Don't change NEPA.

Answers several questions.

Don't deregulate policies.

Don't change NEPA

Campaign re: immigration considerations
Another campaign re: immigration
considerations

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Tom Clark
Leo Goriss
James Reynolds
Lawrence Newlin
Michael Pilsner
jeffrey hogg
Anonymous Ananymous
George Miller
Scott Newton
Judy Ratliff
Ronald Everett
Robin Somerville, Somerville
Environmental
Katharine Dupre
al. Ortiz
Garland Schnack
DEAN HUNKELE
jm fa
William Merrell

Werner Alber
Jeffery Walke

Stephen Taus

Stephen Pulliam
albert clark

Linda Anonymous
Oudrey Wilson

John Rohe

Mary Davidson
Carolyn Porys

Jeremy Beck

Stuart Reynolds

Carrie Soltay

Robert French, Adecco
Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA
Albert Kennedy
Robert Finkle

David Luck

Jan Williams

John Gyorffy

Karen Finkle

Claude Gilbert, NumbersUSA
anonymous anonymous
Marshall Richards

Bart Henkle

Gerald Hardesty

Beverly Rigsby

William Patrick

J Bruce Gabriel
Anonymous Citizen

terry spahr

Steve Lanard
anonymous anonymous
Sofia Byrne

Paul Alexander, NumbersUSA
Richard Miller

Tim Aaronson

John Byrne

Christine Hayes

Bruice C PerrymanPHD
John LaFever

John Braund

Karen Alstrup

Curt Bartrug

Vic Anderson

Pamela Opdyke, Regulations.gov
Elaine Mehigen

AM Brown

Bryan Stewart

Robert Emerick

Karin Anderson

Paul Hanson

Dennis Andersen, NumbersUSA
Sandra Mathes

Carol Reid

Nicki Howerton

Michael Harris

CYNTHIA OCONNELL

Ray Harney

Abraham Kofman
Cornelius Gerst, Personal
elizabeth comer

Jim Reznik

Anonymous Anonymous, NumbersUSA

Gregory Moses
Janice Jones, Numbersusa
James Heide

Chuck O'Reilly

Wayne Smyly

Gary Frederick

In Scope?
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No
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1242
Overview/Notable

Re: every human is a polluter
Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Similar to 572 and 573
Same as 573

Re: southern border wall
Re: immigration

Same as 573

The federal government should not be
involved; only the states.
Re: immigration

Belives that we should follow the CEQ's
provisions.

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Re: EPA

Re: EIS requirements for immigration
Similar to 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

"The EPA needs to be reigned in with the
NEPA 2018"

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573
Re:immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Similar to 572

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: overpopulation

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: study impact of growing population
Re: immigration

Same as 572

"All CEQ/NEPA proposed regulations should
be implemented"

Same as 573

Re: southern border wall
Same as 573

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

37
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Number of Responses 151
Organization / Name In Scope? Att.
Frances Raley No
Demetrios Vagalatos No
Benjamin Watson No
David L. Casey No
Jonathan Eden No
MM Spevack No
Randolph Hughes No
Ronald Goodden No
Debra Pope No
Greg Raven No
Greg Raven No
Leslie Anchors No
Flower Fox No
Delrita Jungnitsch No
Jean Campbell No
James Bullock No
Hugh Latham No
Elaine T. No
Gaylord Yost No
Charles Starr No
Douglas Kennedy No
Sandra Witt No
Dan Hart, NumbersUSA No
Roy Buckridge No
Laura Cruz No
Aaron Thoroman No
AlOlson No
Patricia Shank No
Timothy Conway No
Kenneth Pasternack No
Anonymous Anonymous, Numbers USA No
Allan Dredge No
Larry Davis No
Scott Kelley No
David Way No
Linda Siefert, Numbers USA No
Evelyn Mills, n/a No
John Berger No
Charles Sigars, Self No
Rick Gluck No
Linda Daugherty, - None - No
Daniel Davis No
Richard Tavano, Numbers USA No
Steven Cox No
Anonymous Anonymous No
Kirsten Leman No
Serry Pringle No
RAYMOND DOMINGUEZ No
Ronald Sobchik No
Edward Fatton No
Lois Alice No
Richard Mixon No
Carol Farr No
1. A McSwain No
Debi Wagner General
Mike Hoban No
Sabrina Wells No
Stanley Chappell No
Susan Werkheiser No
Jeannette Wilkins No
Roger Hamilton No
Richard W. Firth No
Robert Brueggeman No
Jeffery Fain No
Milton Horst No
Mark Wakeford No
Derek Anderson General
Donna Casas No
Paul Hanson No 1
Michael Miller General
Donald Woods No
james holleny No
Gary Conley No
CHARLOTTE BELDEN, IMMIGRATION No
Jordan Duncan No
Leslie Wilder, Acs, cleaning service No
John Neal No
Ronald Shipe No
Dave Root No
T Cameron, Numbers USA No
lois lockwood No
Letitia Ann Desjardins No
RAMIRO SANCHEZ No
clyde sawyer No
Stan Kaconas No
Gary Lanford No
Donald Wise No
Veronica Reimann No
roger chenoweth General

Responses to ANOPR
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Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Similar to 572
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 573
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572
Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 573
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Similar to 573
Re: immigration

Same as 573
Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Re: population growth control

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: overpopulation

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Offers suggestions for the regulations. Cites
example of a federal project she reviewed.

Similar to 572
Same as 573
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Same as 572
Same as 572
Same as 572
Same as 573
Same as 573
Same as 573
Revisions to NEPA should be mi
Similar to 573
Re: immigration (commented the same
response earlier 656)
Same as 433

Re: immigration

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: cleaning bathrooms
Same as 572

Re: southern border wall
Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration
Changes should be made.

imal
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Dorothy Duda
Anonymous Anonymous
Carol Stevens
Steve Stocklin
James Thurman
Vincent Lasak
Campbell Taylor, Jr.
Charles Roscoe
John Mullin
Anthony Coluccio
ROBERT CARROLL
Rebecca Nelson
Yancey Summerour, Numbers USA
Leslie Ross
Macky Patton
Jon von Leden
Wolfgang Gielisch, Citizens who care
Harry Lenhart, Company
Robert M. Stuendel
Gabriel Gardner
Dale Breidenbach
William Aiello
Ed Pelton, ME
Willard Duffey, Sr
Diane Janovyak
Sylvia Keiser
njhm edfs
RICHARD STERNBERG
Robert Mandarino
William Parker
Jean Dibble
Ellen Tate
Randle Sink

Annelie Menzies
Sandra Gray
Brian Schutsky
Dennis Siebers
Larry Hutson
Ramey Brandon
Jim Dixon
Anonymous Anonymous
Neil Connolly
Michael Paige
Sue Merriner
Martha Patton
Ken Burkhead
Dena Charvat
Russell Cave
Matthew Russell

Amy Mills

Byron Kilbourne

Steven Freise

Bryon Karow

Edward Bagnell

Edward Bagnell

Dianne Glass

Marilyn Griffin, Year
RICHARD MARINO

Jane Miller

anonymous anonymous
Dennis Larson

Larry Huber

City of Phoenix Aviation Department,
Jordan Feld

William Vaello

James Johnston

John Duntley

Don England

ROBERT STOKELY

Dave Auger

Howard Norton

Albert Simpson, Retired
Arthur Lang

Michael Schmulbach
TS

Matt van Wersch
KINSMAN xkxkzk, republicans
Ron Oliphant

Amy Brunvand
Gene Adams
Susan White
David Shall
Mark Schuster
Marlene Drozd
J. Barry Gurdin
Margaret Sullivan
Boyd Lieberman
GARY MILLS
Michael Harding

In Scope?
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
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Re: immigration
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572
Similar to 572

Re: immigration
Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Re: Venezuelan Lake Maracaibo
Re: immigration
Re: immigration
Same as 572

Same as 573
Similar to 573
Same as 573

The current act and procedural provisions
should be left alone.
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573
Similar to 572
Similar to 573
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration
Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration
Same as 572

Same as 573
Benefits of EISs and EA outweigh risks of
weakening and amending NEPA
Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration
Same as 572

Same as 573
Similar to 573

Re: immigration
Same as 572
Similar to 572
Same as 572

Re: immigration
Same as 573
internal error message

Same as 572
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Similar to 572

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Similar to 572

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed because making
it more efficient would lessen the public's
voice in decisions.

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 572

Same as 572 and 573

Re: immigration
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Christine Love

Carol LeCrone

Susan Beasley

Mark Miller

Russell Sias

Greg Serbon

Grant Hockin

Bruce Gordon

Renata Richardson

Carl Estes

Donald O'Neill, United States of America

Victoria Griffin

Lana Kelley

Ann Johnson

Brian Leeson

Samantha Carlson

Michael DelMedico

Chuck Sawyer

Jeffrey Davis

Jeffery and Rhonda Hendricks

Dawn Dyer

John Nelligan

Annonymous Annonymous

Denis Hogan

Vito Giotta

Ray Maust

Jerry Irwin

Niki Vogt

Richard Brotzman

Marion John La Violette

Rusty La Violette

Don Smith

John Barger

Ravi Sharma

Judy Brandon

Paul and Katherine Malchiodi
Steven Bukovitz

Diane Pyburn

£d Pelton, CGFD

Darrell Kuhn

Robert Moore, Concerned citizen
Dwight Greenhill

David E Harkey Jr, NumbersUSA
Debra Walston

Carl Hockett

Richard Pelto, Personal

JOHN JOHNJANATA

Richard Reece

Jim Lytch

John A. DeVierno, DOTS of ID, MT, ND, SD a
Mr.Paul Sedlewicz

Gregory LeBlanc

Patricia Jarozynski
Michelle Breinholt
George Sai-Halasz
Jeanette Rost

Jennifer Hiebert
Anonymous Anonymous
Amy Cherko

Joel Barnes

Kris Pagenkopf

Amy Harlib

Judith Smith
Kay Warren

Andrea Martin

Robert Rutkowski
Deb Fritzler

Gary Mercado
Julia Thollaug
Richard Watkins
Sherman Stephens
Elizabeth Gifford

Ken Loehlein
Gina Lee

Robert Leggett
Patricia Always

In Scope?
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
General

No
No
No
No
General
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
No
No
General

General
No
No

General

No
Yes
General
General
General
General

No
General

General

General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
No

General

151
Att.
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Overview/Notable

Re: immigration

Preserve NEPA and public input.

Same as 573

Similar to 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Answers no to all questions answered.
Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed.

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Similar to 0047

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

NEPA should not be changed unless it makes
more strict environmental protections.

Similar to 573

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 0278

Same as 572

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Re: immigration

Same as 572

Re: act on policies ASAP
Answers several questions.
Same as 573

Re: land use

Keep NEPA intact. Cites 4 points regarding
important aspects of NEPA.
Do not change NEPA.
Similar to 572

Re: overpopulation

Similar to 904. Opposes the ANOPR and cites
specific parts of NEPA that she supports.

Similar to 572

Answers several questions.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact. Cites importance of public
review and the indication of environmental
consequences and outcomes of proposed
actions and alternatives.

Re: need for protection of environment
Keep NEPA as it is. Believes NEPA is already
streamlined and changing it will result in lost
jobs and threaten environmental protection.

Similar to 904. Keep NEPA intact. Cites
complaint about 60-day comment period
length.

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Keep NEPA as it s. Cites importance of public
comments and evaluation of environmental
impacts.

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: science consideration in policy decisions

Similar to 904.

Responses to ANOPR
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Susan Peirce, grand canyon trust

Tania Malven

Logan White

Elaine Becker

Tricia Egger, Grand Canyon Trust

STEVEN HANDWERKER

Gary Hartung, Numbers USA

Susan Meyer

L

James Kirks

April Atwood

Dona LaSchiava

Dawn Kosec

Robert Lippman
Homer Blackelk, The EcoHawk Foundation
Tim Wernette, Grand Canyon Trust
Melissa McCool

Susan Fleming

Bradley Carr, Numbers USA
Evelyn Giliam

Robert B. Kaplan

Martin Diedrich

Cynthia Tatlock

Phyllis Coley

David Rudin

kenneth silver

Helen Mitas

David Gjestson

Gordon Lind

VERNON MATHERN

Jerry Reynolds

Lydia Garvey

Anonymous Anonymous
Paula Denissen

Irene Hamilton

Kimi Wei

Sheldon Rourck

Robin Patten

Lesa Skarlot

E Alexander

£ James Nedeau

Andrea Wasserman

Tanya Lysenko

Paul Sorensen

Karen Preece

TERRY MCNEIL

Art Hanson

Robert kvaas

aq
Pat Beauchamp
8ill Davis

Alice Simpson

Naomi Zurcher
David Adams
Laurie Welsh

Clint McKnight
Kirk Rhoads
Sheila Smith, Grand Canyon Trust
Jon Higley

Ron Cammel
Karl Shaddock
Dona Walston
Steve Tyler

s. Stark

Lonna Richmond
Lai Ubberud
Brian Swanson
Steven Ald
Pamela Gilbert
W.J. Van Ry
Norman Black
Bobbi Beck
Robert Miller
Melody Kiley
Laura Saxe
Melissa Miller
8ill Fogg

Robert Keim
Brien Brennan

AlKisner

Lucinda Stafford

tom horton

Carolyn Sweeney

Anonymous Anonymous, Middle Class Citiz:
Susan Greiner

JENNIFER MALIK

Katherine McCoy

Robert Hicks

Lawrence Rupp

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

No
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
General
No
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
No
No
No
No
General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
General
General

General
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No
No
General

General
General
General
No
General
No
General
General
General
General
No
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Similar to 904.

Do not change NEPA.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Do not weken environmental laws
Protect the environment

Re: immigration

Similar to 904.

Supports NEPA

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Opposes any changes to NEPA.
Same as 9047

Believes NEPA should be maintained and
strengthened.

Re: 2227

Don't gut NEPA.

Same as 573.

Similar to 904

Same as 573

Same as 573

Similar to 0278

Keep NEPA intact

Same as 572

NEPA should not be changed.
Similar to 904

Same as 573

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact

Same as 904

Same as 573

Similar to 904.

Re: immigration

Re: protecting land

Keep NEPA in place.

Keep NEPA as it is and do not weaken it.
Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Preserve NEPA as it is.

Similar to 572

Simialr to 904

Protect NEPA

Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 573

Same as 572

Same as 904

Do not weaken NEPA.

Keep NEPA as it s.

Similar to 573

Do not change NEPA.

NEPA should not be changed
Support the existing NEPA. Cites concern
about oil industry.

Same as 904

Similar to 904

Similar to 904. Does not want NEPA to
change.

Similar to 904.

Similar to 904.

Same as 573.

Maintain and strengthen NEPA
Similar to 904

NEPA should not be changed.
Leave NEPA as it s,

Protect and sustain current NEPA.
Similar to 904.

Same as 573

Leave NEPA alone.

Re: immigration

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 573

Same as 572

Similar to 904

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 572

Similar to 904

Re: landmarks

Same as 573

Inefficiency comes from agency cultural and
operational issues.

Leave NEPA alone.

Leave NEPA alone.

Do not weaken NEPA.

Re: immigration

Keep NEPA intact.

Re: immigration

Do not weaken NEPA.

Similar to 904

Do not change NEPA.

Do not change NEPA.

Same as 573
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1069
1070

Number of Responses
Organization / Name

Jack M.

Charles Sloan

Don Hammond

Shari Hirst

Laura Cotts

lene Lofgren

Cynthia Ramirez

Patti Packer, US citizen

Lisa Rutherford

Jane Myers

Jerry Rand

Kathryn Lemoine

Rivko Knox

B Buttazoni

Doris LONG

Anne Pitkin

Jerel McDonald

Paul VANVOROUS
Shawn Martin

James Tripp, Environmental Defense Fund
Michael Strieby
Maya Abela

Dan Struble
Edward Mosimann
Denise Martini
Fred Johnson
Thomas Keys
David Nevin

Lisa Foster
warwick hansell
Dan Struble

Kevin Brown

M.A. Kruse, ONDA
Sherrie Shown
carol popp

Danika Esden-Tempski
C. A. Glock-Jackson
Lisa Swinney
Michele Frisella
Paul West

C.E. Watson

Vicky Kramer

Kim Morton

Duressa Pujat
vigh wsed
yvonne del rossi
Alice Hall

Jim Zola, HAND
Robert Voorhees
Wanda Ballentine
Bruce Higgins

Peggy-Jean Powell
JBlagen

Peter Auster
Kathleen Nalley
Bromwell Ault
vib wsed

maureen rogers
Susan Morgan

Gary Beverly
Anne McGuffey
Lisa Winters

Phil Francis, Coalition to Protect America's |
Christine Raczka, Port Gamble S'Klallam Trit
Paul Moorehead, Quapaw Tribe of Oklahon
Bruce Bell

Chris Norden

In Scope?
No
No
No

General

General

General

General

General

General

General
No

General

General
Yes

General

General
No
Yes

No
Yes

General
General
General
General
General
No
General
No
General
General
General
General
General
No
No
General
General
No
General
No
No
No
General

General

No
General
No
No
No
General
General
General

General
General

No
No
No
No

No
General

General
General
Yes

Gen/Extension
Yes
No
General

151
Att.

1242
Overview/Notable

Similar to 573

Similar to 572

Same as 573

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Do not change NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Keep NEPA intact.

Do not weaken NEPA.

We need NEPA.

Same as 572

Similar to 1005

Similar to 904

Answers several questions.

Do not change NEPA.

Opposes the rule.

Re: immigration

Agencies should communicate (1) and all
applicable studies must be used (2).

Re: immigration

EIS review and project planning should occur
concurrently, and CEQ should add a draft
scoping document to the scoping process.

Do not adversely change NEPA.
Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Strenghten NEPA.

Similar to 904

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 572

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Same as 433

Strengthen NEPA; do not weaken it.
Same as 573

Re: immigration

Same as 433

Similar to 433

Similar to 573

Similar to 433

Same as 573

Same as 573

Same as 573

Keep NEPA alive and maintain public input.

Any NEPA changes should be to strengthen
rules to provide more transparency. Cites
concerns in hometown.

Re: wildfires
Leave NEPA alone.

Similar to 572 and 573

Re: immigration

Re: protecting public land

Similar to 904

Similar to 904

Agencies will provide best comments
regarding reducing wasteful and time-
consuming processes. Public input should not
be limited or trivialized. NEPA should not be
majorly changed.

Same as 433.

NEPA changes should not limit public input. It
would be helpful to make improvements and
increase transparency for agencies involved in
the NEPA process, but changes should not be
made to merely expedit the process.

Same as 572.
Re: immigration

Re: wildfires in California

Re: concerns over changes that can affect
quality of water and land

Re: creating an EIS for immigration

Do not weaken NEPA. Instead, increase
compliance with NEPA.

Keep NEPA intact.

Similar to 904.
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Opposed to major NEPA revisions. Complaints 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

about NEPA by agencies are misguided
because problems typically result from failure
by agencies to devote enough resources to
the NEPA process. Answers several questions.

Requests a 60-day extension.

Answers several questions.

Re: policy changes needing public input
Similar to 904. Stresses importance of public
input, consideration of alternatives, and
science.
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Faith Zerbe
Michael Lang
Carla Kelly-Mackey
Anne-Marie Marable
ghnb erfd
Norman Torkelson
John Tykol

Cynthia Sarthou, Gulf Restoration Network
Sara Simon-Behrnes
Scott Allan

HELEN SPECTOR

Nora Polk

Beth Wilmot

Kathryn Stromme

Susan Tracy

Linda Browning, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Lynn Wolff

Carlynn Capps.

Patricia Always

Rick Ray

James Holk

Richard Weigel

Howard Shapiro, Friends of Columbia Gorge
Anonymous Anonymous
Thomas Hard

Barbara Stroud

Judith Lienhard

Mike Drewry

Charles Maxwell

shireen press

Shawn Mathiesen

kyna rubin

Steven Wheeler

Richard Stellner

Cory Buckley

Brandon Gardner
Amber Armstrong
Taylor Matson

Sandra Rousseau

Barbara Branham

Lioyd DeKay

Regis Krug

Lynda Cunningham

Andrew Petersen

Anonymous Anonymous, Friends of the Col
Sara Grigsby

Carin Yavorcik

Daniel McGuire

Craig Heverly

John Howard
Jeanette Kloos
Peggy Doulos

Laurie Fisher

Laura O Foster
Steven Thompson
Shira Fogel

Peter Zurcher
Penny Greenwood
Alex Prentiss

Gwen Kramer
Cynthia Talboy
Judith Jordan
Alexander Miller
Paul Wilcox

Dave Miller

Jay Maxwell
samuel Urkov
Michelle Ritter MD
Becky Williams

Roland Begin
Roger Kofler, Friends of the Columbia River
Jennifer Savage
Stephen Jensen

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
No
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General

General
General
General

General

General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General

151
Att.

1242
Overview/Notable
Same as 0047.
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 0047.
Similar to 433.
Re: wildfires and pollutant emissions
Same as 0047.
Same as 433
Revisions are not needed and i flexibility
needs to be increased, new guidance and
policy should be created. "A one-size its all
approach” will not work and will instead
result in new ligitation, leading to confusion
and delays. Delays associated currently with
NEPA are the result of applicants not doing
what they are supposed to, rather than the
result of federal agency actions.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Against
changes that would eliminate or significantly
alter NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433. Leave NEPA alone.

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Keep
NEPA the way it is.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Do not
change NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge). Do not
change NEPA.

Opposed to proposed NEPA changes. It is
important to consider alternatives, public
input, and climate impacts.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Stresses importance of considering climate
change.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Emphasizes importance of climate change
considerations and public input.
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Judy Yakymi
DONALD BARBEE
Judy S
Janie Cohen

Barbara Robinson
John Nutt

Derek Gendvil
jeremiah jenkins
Kevin Ebel

HELEN OST

Steve Foster
George Cummings

llene Le Vee
John Doe

Teresa McFarland
James Soares

JL Angell

Peggy Lalor

dell goldsmith
Patricia Pingree
Karen Edwards

Debra Asakawa
Charles Walsh

David Michalek
Andrew Frank

Darvel Lioyd

Alan Smith

Rachael Pappano
Walter Mintkeski
Stephanie Sandmeyer
Marilyn McFarlane
Susan McLaughlin
Barbara Coleman
Albyn Jones

Dr. Delton Young
Marguery Lee Zucker, Zucker family
Donna Wehrley
Jeffrey White

Susan Saul

Thomas Keys

barbara lindsey, 1951
DONALD GARNER
Bruce Melzer

Linda Levin

Alan Winter

Wendy Bartlett
William Nix
Lara Post

Phil Ewers

JAN GOLICK
Andy Harris
Donna Vogt
Rex Breunsbach
Erich Rau
Robert Paulson
Ben Asher
Jacqueline Abel

Byron Owen
Dorothy Beardsley
Scott Dady

elaine Noonan

Jon Nystrom

Joan Meyerhoff
Shannon Oliver

Linda Felver

ed moye

Robin Burwell

Ann Crandall

John F Christensen
Richard Gorringe, Ph. D.
Don Jacobson

Kirke Wolfe

Terry Reddish

Merna Baker Blagg
Barbara Amen

Mona McNeil
Colleen Wright

Stephanie Nystrom
Don Stephens
James Clapp

Kyle Haines

Paul Moyer
Michael Parker
Jeri anonymous
Tika Bordelon

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General
General

General
General

General
General
General
General
General
General
General

151
Att.

1242
Overview/Notable

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).

Important to take into consideration public

health effects.

Same as 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge).
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't undermine NEPA. (Columbia River
Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't weaken NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't weaken NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Preserve the environment. (Columbia River

Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Don't change NEPA.

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't change NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't weaken NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)

Don't change NEPA. (Columbia River Gorge)

Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
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Number of Responses
Organization / Name
Gary McCuen
Mark McCormick
patrick mulcahey
Mark Friedman
Celeste Howard

In Scope?
General
General
General
General
General

151 1242
Att. Overview/Notable
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
Similar to 433 (Columbia River Gorge)
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FW: Shipley Group - Podcast

From "Boling, Ted A. EQOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spditycn=recipients/cn=eaebh047f871428b9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">

To; "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date; Thu, 09 Aug 2018 13:44:08 -0400

From: Jeffrey Stewart <jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 9, 2012 1-31 pp

To: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ ]

Ce: Joe Carbone <jcarbonelszowaul.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Shipley Group - Podcast

Ted,

Are you available August 13th or 142

What kind of format would you prefer? Would you like this to be a conversation with your talking points
or would you like us to have a list of questions that we could get to you prior to recording?

Thanks,

leff Stewart

The Shipley Group, Inc.
Phana- RRA-I7TN-2157

IMUNICIY Civvimunevici 1 AL oo ENTS
COMMUNICATE RELEVANT ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION
IMPLEMENT YOUR MISSION

From: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CE( ]

Date: WEdHESdaV, August 8, 2viv a1 PM
To: "jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com” <jeff.stewart@shipleygroup.com>
Subject: RE: Shipley Group - Podcast
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From: Drummond, Michael R. EQOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, August 9, 2018 12:03 PM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ- I \ansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ
I —

subject: RE: Regulations.gov update: comment tally doubled

From: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Thursday, August §, 2018 11:59 AM

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ- ]

Cc: Drummond, Michael R. EQP/CEC
Subject: Re: Regulations.gov update: comment tally doubled

Is Nick’s up there?

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2018, at 11:35 AM, Mansaor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ <G

wrote:
After no update Mon-Wed, today our comment tally or went from 1481 to 3182. This

will be interesting.

Yardena

3 CEQO75FY18150_

091:



FW: Comments on CEQ ANPR

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

From: group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eagbh047f871428b9b46hafBafd1176a-bo">

Tor “Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEG ]
“Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQ" ]

Date; Fri, 10 Aug 2018 11:54:25 -0400

Attachments

CEQ ANPR LLS Responses 8-10-2018.pdf {321.78 kB)

From: Lucinda Swartz <lls@|ucindalowswartz.com:
Sent: Friday, August 10, 201~ ** "~ AM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on CEQ ANPR
Hi Ted,

Attached are my comments on CEQ’s Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. [ submitted them
farmally on Regulations.gov, but thought V'd send you your own copy.

Thanks,

Lucy

Lucinda Low Swartz, Esq.
4112 Franklin Street
Kensington, MD 20895
TElEFL__ . mea fnAn ae,a
Email

Web:

00001 CEQO075FY18150_000009128
























Lucinda Low Swartz
Commenis on CEQ ANPR
August 14, 2018

Page 8

Thank you for the opportunity to present my views,

Sincerely,

Y %DW

Lucinda Low Swartz
Environmental Consultant

cc: Edward A. Boling, Associate Director for NEPA

8 CEQO75FY18150_ 129



[EXTERNAL] Comments on CEQ ANPR

From: Lucinda Swartz <lls@iucindalowswartz.com:>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ’ I
Date: Fri, 10 Aug 2018 11:50:28 -0400

Attachments: CEQ ANPR LLS Responses 8-10-2018.pdf (321.78 kB)

Hi Ted,

Attached are my comments on CEQ’s Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. | submitted them
formally on Regulations.gov, but thought I'd send you your own copy.

Thanks,

Lucy

Lucinda Low Swartz, Esq.
4112 Franklin Street
Kensington, MD 20845
Telephnne: AN1/433-4RRR
Email

Webs
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RE: NEPA Comments

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

From: group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eaebbl47f871428b9b46baiBafd1176a-bo">
To: Jonathan Shuffield <jshuffield@naco.org>

Date; Fri, 10 Aug 2018 11:35:08 -0400

Attachments

2018-14821.pdf (212.33 kB)

From: Jonathan Shuffield <JShuffield@naco.org>
Sent: Friday, August 10, 201" "~ "7 AM

To: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] NEPA Comments

Hey, Ted. How are you doing?

| wanted to reach out to you regarding comments for CEQ-2018-0001. | heard that the deadline was
extended to Sept. 5 for comment submission. Is that the case? I've been on vacation the past 10 days or

s0 am somewhat out of the loop. Thanks!

Sincerely,

Lhrect: JUL.Y42.4207

Cell ]

oooo1 CEQO75FY18150_000009142





















Is Nick’s up there?

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 9, 2018, at 11:35 AM, Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ ]

wrote:
After no update Mon-Wed, today our comment tally or wvent from 1481 to 3182. This

will be interesting.

Yardena

4 CEQO75FY18150_ 9124



Additions to the Regulations.gov docket

From:

To:

Cc:

Date:;

Attachments

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I
"Szabo, Aaron L. EQP/CEQ ]

"Boling, Ted A EOPIGEQ I, “Orunmond, Michael
RECPCEQ [

Tue, 14 Aug 2018 10:10:47 -0400

E-0002.pdf (82.52 kB); E-0006 Nicholas Yost.pdf (137.08 kB); M-0003.pdf (187.08
kB); M-0007.pdf (2.4 MB)

00001 CEQO75FY18150_000009103







































INDIANA
WILDLIFE

FEDERATION

CONSERVATION.

ADVOCACY.

Edward Bolling

Director for the National Environmental Policy Act
Coundil on Environmental Quality

730 jackson Place, N.W.

Washington, &C 20503

Re: Comment pariod extension request for Advanced Notice of Propased Rulemaking- Update to the
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of the National Environmental Policy RIN: 0333-AA03

Dear Mr, Boliing,

The GROUP is writing to request an extension of the comment period to at least 90 days for Councli on
Environmental Quality's Advanced Notice of Proposed Rule Making (ANPRM) to update "implementation of the
Procedural Provisions” of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

NEPA provides the public with an essentiai right of public participation and that is ali the more vital in a process
te revise the regulations that have guided public participation for decades. Given that CEQ's process could
fundamentally change how every singie agency in the federal government considers the health and
environmental impacts of federal decisions as weli as pubiic input under NEPA, we believe that a minimum of
90 days is necessary to provide our group, and the public, the time to properly understand and meaning fully
respond to the many questions outlined in the ANPRM.

Providing a nominal 30 days for comment is inadequate and will ieave out impaortant voices in shaping CEQ'S

process. Thank you for your consideration of our request for at least 90 days to comiment an this important
ANPRM and issue.

Sincerely,

Emily Wdod

Executive Director
Indiana Wildlife Federation
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July 10, 2018

Mr. Edward A. Boling

Associate Director for National Environmental Policy Act
Council on Environmental Quality

730 Jackson Place, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20503

Dear Mr. Boling,

Enclosed are my personal comments regarding the Council on Environmental Quality's (CEQ's)
Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508, Docket No. CEQ-
2018-0001, proposed update to regulations that implement the procedural provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),

| am concerned about this proposal as someone who has been involved with NEPA since 1977,
and has reviewed, read, and or commented on 300 or more Environmental Impact Statements
(EISs), Environmental Assessments (EAs), Findings of No Significant Impact (FONSIs), and
Categorical Exclusions (CEs). It concerns me that President Trump has publicly stated that
environmental regulations and reviews interfere with businesses. It is my experience that
environmental regulations and reviews {like NEPA) help businesses save money and interact in
the market place better. Companies that look at their environmental bottom line are economically
stronger and better prepared to compete. | hope the CEQ will update the President on the
reasons why NEPA was approved by the U.S. Congress, and signed into law by President Nixon,
reasons which are still valid 48 years later.

| am concerned that this NEPA regulations/rules change proposal which may rewrite the NEPA
procedure, is reaily an excuse to claim that inefficiencies and-ineffectiveness of NEPA need to be
resolved. |fear the momentum 6f talk that says we need to streamline (hurry up the process and
give citizens less than a fair amount of time to respond), expedite reviews and approvals for high
prionity infrastructure projects {defined very broadly), tied to FAST-41 infrastructure permitting,
involved with the Federal Permitting Improvement Steering Council, Executive Order 13604 —
Improving Performance of Federal Permitting and Review of Infrastructure Projects, and
Executive Crder 13087 — Establishing Discipline and Accountability in the Environmental Review
and Permitting Process for Infrastructure Projects. This entire effort is directed so that NEPA will
be emasculated. | am opposed to any efforts that make NEPA less strict. NEPA must be
stricter so the public has opportunities and time to really participate and Is protected from
agencies that do not want to listen or take cues from the public.

The need to discuss, analyze, evaluate, and assess environmental impacts, positive and
negative, under NEPA is critical. It is particularly critical since NEPA is the only nation-
wide, federal, agency-wide, system-wide publlc par‘trmpatmn process that allows the public
to participate in decisions on how to spend citizen's tax ‘dollars on projects that could
harm the environment, Qualiiy of Life, social well-being, and economic-health of the people
of the United States.

O CEQO75FY18150_

f

09107



It is vital that the NEPA process not be shortened so citizens have less time to read, review, and
comment on mammoth projects and proposals that have EISs, including appendices, that often
run to 100’s or 1,000's of pages. Most cilizens are not going to read, review, and comment on
such documents. The few citizens that do are the bulwarks of the NEPA process and need
adeguate time and availability of documents to do the good worlc they do. This is a public service
that should not be reduced in any way. \Wrih regard to the questions thai are aslked, here are my
réSponses.

1} Should CEQ's NEPA reguiaticns be revised to ensure that envivonmenial reviews and
authorization decisions involving muitiple agencies are conducizd in a manner that is
concurrent, synchironized, timely, and efficient, and i so how?

The devil is in the details. There is always room for improvemeni. My experience in talking to
peopie at the U.S. Forest Service, National Marine Fisheries Service, U.3. Army Corps of
Engineers, U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Department of Transportation, Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department, Texas Department of Transportation, and many others is that the most
important thing that can be done to allow the NEPA process to go as guickly as possible
is to provide adequate funding, staffing, and training for those who do NEPA woik, This is
not a “sexy’ recommendation but is the foundation for making NEPA work and geiting good
decisions in a timely fashion.

Oftentimes a cooperating agency (Section 1501.6) will not have time to do its work because a
lead agency has been late in getting the information it needs (if the information comes at all) to
do the review and assessment work and get this back to the lead agency.

Provision of adequate funding, staffing, and training for NEPA is what is required to male
the process work well and quickly. Without this the reports, decisions, etc. that the public
gets will be inadequate representations of analysis of environmental impacts and
mitigation for those impacts.

2) Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to make the NEPA process more efficient
by better facilitating agency use of environmental studies, analysis, and decisions
conducted in earlier Federal, State tribal or local environmental reviews or authorization
decisions, and if so, how?

The guestion assumes that there are environmental reviews that are not used. This is not the
case. [tis important to include a legal perspective for this because ofientimes one agency in one
place with implement NEPA one way while the same agency in another place will implement in
another way, A document that states clearly what the couris have decided about what
NEPA should be and do would assist all agencies in the decision on how o implement
NEPA.

3) Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to ensure optimal inieragency coordination
of environmental reviews and auihorization decisions, and if so, how?

It sounds as if CEQ does not know that different agencies have different missions. For instance,
U.3. Fish and Wildlife Service is the expert when it comes to wildlife and ecosystems and must
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use this expertise via the Fish and Wildliie Coordination Act. Often their advice and the science
they use is overruled, for example, by the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers, which has much less
experience and scientific credibility when dealing with wildlife. The problem is often lead agencias
are advocates for projects and therefore do not want cooperating or other agencies to honestly
tell themt about the problems that their projects have. NEPRPA is often turned into a self-serving
(selfish) process to justify what the lead agency wants {(Sections 1502.2(a} and 1502.8) and not
he neutral and staie clearly what environmental impacts are and how they can be rnitigated, it
mitigation is possihle.

Lead agencies must ireai all NEPA decisions neuirally, give oihei agencies wiith special
experiise recognition, listen, and Follow what they say, and lead adencies must give other
agencies anough time and the appropriate information so that input back (like planning
aid reporis} actually occurs and the best information nesded for puklic decisivns is used.

4} Should the provisions in CEQ’'s NEPA regulations that relate o the formati and page
length of NEPA documents and time limits for completion be revised, and if so, how?

The problem is "cookie cutter” requirements for page length and format are not appiicable for the
vast federal agency, bureau, commission, etc. netwoik that exists, Better training is needed on
how to meet voluntary page lengths. Remember, the appendices are often the longest part of the
document and can be thousands of pages. There must be scme way to put this into perspective
so that citizens can read something that is not so voluminous and technical that they give up.

Better training should be required on how to meet the voluntary page lengths. Make the
appendices directly related to the EIS or EA and not filler material.

5) Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to provide greai clarity to ensure NEPA
documentis better focus on significant issues thai are relevant and useful to
decisionmakers and the public, and if so, how?

The key word is "significant’. It is obvious that agencizs often do not include “significant” issues
in EISs and EAs. Better training is need about what significant means.

Conduct better training about what “significant” is and conduct this training not just for
agencies bui for the public.

6} Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations velaiing to public involvement be
revised {o be more inclusive and efficient, and if so, how?

| do not know what is meant by "efficient” for public invelvement. Public involvement is inherently
messy and must be long enough so that the public can find cut about the project and get involved.
See Sections 1500.1(b}, 1500.2{b), 1500.2(d), 1500.4(7), 1501.4(b}), 1501.7(a}{1), 1501.7(b}(4},
1502.1, 1502.8, 1502.12, 1502.19(c), 1302.19(d), 1502.21, 1503.1(a)(4), 1503.4(a)}, 1504.3(F}{3},
1505.2, 1505.3(d), 1506.7(a), (b}, (¢}, (d}, (e}, and (), 1505.8(c), 1506.9, and 1506.10(b}(2),
which ail deal with public involvement. Many times, people do not even know about a project until
the last days or weeks of the pubiic comment period. So better public involvement notification,
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longer public comment periods, and ensuring the public does not have to pay for EISs and EAs.
NIZPA is suppased to encourage and facilitate public involvement (Section 1500.2(c!})

| have had to pay $300 or more to get an EIS ironm the Texas Department of Transporiation (U.S.
DOT allowed this) because TxXDOT required that | not get a xeroxed paper copy, which is what |
wanied, but | had {e gei a printed coloi copy, just lilke the one that is distributed io .S, Congress
persons and other officials, and | was required fo pay the full cost of printing the EIS. This drives
up the cost of getiing & paper copy. | like naper copies because | can wiite on themn, high-light
them, and | do not spend tens of hours staring at a compuler screen which hurts imy eyes.

An EIS or EA should cost the public nothing since the NEPA process is all about public
participation and input. No matter what format the public wants the EIS or ES in, they should
nave one. ltisthe pubiic's law, public requlations/rules, public process, public money, and should
be the public’s decision. Very few people wani a hard copy but those that do should be able to
get them without cost.

There are millions of people who de not have a computer at home and have no avenue other than
a hard copy. A copy at the library is not sufficient in many cases because you cannot marl it up,
you cannot take it home or read wherever you want, you cannct compare its contents with
documents you have at home or in your office, and when you want to read it, others may want to
read it at the same time that you do at the library.

Provide, at no cost {0 a member of the public, one copy of the EIS or EA in the format
he/she wants (hard copy, CD, online, eic.). Change 1506.6(f) to require this by removal of
“to the extent practicable” and just say malte available to the public “without charge’.

The CEQ should require that agencies keep a list of people who “may be interesied”
{Sections 1501.7(a)(1) and 1503.1(a}(4)) in each project and then noiify them about scoping
and draft EIS public participation and input opportunities. It is my experience that even when
| have expressed interest in a project for years, when an agency finally hegins the NEPA process
I am not listed and must again express my interest,

7) Should definitions of any key NEPA terms in CEQ's Ni=PA regulations, such as those
listed below, he revised, and if so, how? A, Major Federal Action, b. Fifects, ¢. Cumulative
Irnpact, d. Significanily, e. Scope, and 7. Qther NEPA terims.

The definitions that are listed are good definitions. They should net be changed.

8) Should any new definitions of lkey NEPA {erms, such as those noted below, be added,
and if so, which terms? A. Aliernatives, b. Purpose and Need, ¢. Reasonahly Foreseeable,

d. Trivial Violation, and e. Other NEPA terms.

There are no “trivial violations”, Either an agency is in compliance, or it is not. Definitions for
alternatives, purpose and need, and reasonably foreseeable are not needed.

9) Should the provisions in CEW's MEPA regulaiions relating 1o any ef the types of
document listed pelow be revised, and if so, how? A, Motice of Infent, b. Categorical
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=iclusions Doecumeniaition, ¢ Envirenimenial Asse

nis, d. Findings of No Significant
mpact, o. Environimgnial Impaci Statemenis, 7. Hee of Ne

cision, and . Supplements.

|)

1. bk d
The only revision is io require that any agency that prepares an Environmental Assessment
(Sections 1501.3(a) and (b}, 1506.5({b}, and 1508.9) circulate that document to the public for a
30-day comment pariod. Some agencies do this. But unioriunately, athers, like the Corps of
Engineers, do not. Under the Section 10/404 program the Corps prepares EAs ihat are not shown
to the public, the public does not get to provide any input on them, if the public wanis fo see an
A it must wait until the permit is approved and then make a Freedom of Information Act reguest.
Then the Corps takes a long time 1o process the information request and charges money for the
EA.

This is supposed io be a public process where there is public input and participation. By requiring
that all agencies publish and have a 30-day commenti period for EAs it allows the oublic to find
out about, read, review, and comment on proposed projects, proposals, and decisions that affect
public permits, public dollars, pubklic land use decisions, pukiic air and water resources, efc.

10) Should ithe provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to the fiming of agency
action be revised, and if so, how?

The CEQ should reguire that instead of a 45-day comment period for an EIS (Section 15086.10(c))
that the comment period be at least 60 or 80 days so there is enough time for the public to find
out about, read, review, analyze, evaluate, assess, and comment on the project.

11} Should the provisions in CEWX' s NEPA regulations relating to agency resnonsikility and
the preparation of NEPA documenis by contractors and project applicanis be revised, and
it 30, how?

The CEQG should require that the agency make the EIS its own and not rely upon a contracior or
-applicant. Relying upon contractors and applicants means that the agency loses its ability to
independently prepare, analyze, assess, and evaluate projects and their environmental impacts.
The agency must prepare NEPA documenis in-house so that the analysis is neutral and
independent and is not bigsad on behalf of the permit, project, proposal, person, permittee, etc.

12) Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to grogrammatic NEP&
documents and tiering be revisaed, and if se, how?

The one change that might make a difference is to state now long an =18 is sufficient until it needs
ic be updated or supplemented. Times change and so does technology, research, and
understanding of environmental impacts and EISs should not be in effect forever. | recommend
that a reasonable time period for an EIS to remain adequate and sufficient is 10 years.

13) Should the provisions in CEQ's NEPA regulations relating to the aporopriaie range of

alternatives in NEPA reviews and which aliernatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and if so, how?
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Yes. There must be a requirement for more ihan one alternative other than no action. No action
is almosi never chosen or taken seriously, as it should he. Several alternatives are needed 1o
compare differont approaches to the implernentation of a proposed projeci.

A minimum of five aiternatives would be suificient, pbuf in some cases mare allernatives than this
would be appropriale. Allow there (0 be a rinimum number of five aliernatives but aliow for more
than this.

Too offen agencies eliminate alteimaiives ithat are not in iheir jurisdiction bui are reasenable
alternatives, This should stop as required in Section 15802.14{¢). Since many agencies aticmpt
to justify an alternative, ihay eliminate those that compeie with if, that they would rot wani {o
implement, or reguire another agency io implemeni. Someiimes you need to save the iaxpayer
money and not do a project.

14) Are any nrovisions of the CE0Y's MiZPA ragulations cuvrently obsolete? [f so, please
provide speciiic recommendations on whother they should be muoditied, rescinded, or
reolaced.

The provision | want changed is the “emergencies” provision (Section 1506.11). In 1988 there
was a windstorm blowdown on the National Forests and Grasslands in Texas. | attempted to
interact with the U.S. Forest Service and CEQ and got what | considered {o be a less than helpful

responses,

There must be a stringent definition for what an "emergency” is. An "emergency” is where people
are in imminent danger of harm (life-threatening}. it does not include saving property or the value
of property. It is not about making as much money as possible for the U.S. Forest Service by
logging trees that have been blown down.

There should be a public comment period for all “emergencies” and a way to publicize ihe
comment period in a broader way than the Federal Register. Right now, the public does not khow
when an agency files for an "emergency exemnption”, the agency does not tell you, and there is
no format way the public can provide input.

Cenducting environmental analysis after an aclion has been done is like shutting the barn door
after the horse has left. It robs NEPA of its very purpose and does not implement NEPA. NEPA
is supposed to allow full environmental consideration kefore an aclion is done. Thae spscific
conditions and instances that constituie an “emergency”, and only thos2 conditions and
instances, should qualify an agency for a possible “emergency” exemption from NERA. A
list, like categorical exciusions, with permissible “emergencies” (but not a Groad list that
allows anything fo be an “emergency”) could be prepared by CEQ so that some
“emergencies” are already known, can be planned for, can be readily announced, and
public input raguasted guickly. "Emergencies” should not be used as a cloalk {o get something
accomplished that would not have heen allowed without NEPA or would have normally required
public input.

15) Which provisiens of the CEQ's MEPA regulations can be updaied {o refiect new
technologies that can be usad to male the process more afficient?
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giliciency should never trirap ihe oroadasi, mosi inclusive, and cormprehensive pualic
paiticioation and inoul. Several technologies should be used for NEPA including the submiital
of comments via paper {mail), internet, CD, or similar ways that peopie feel most comiortable with
and are able to express themselves. Agencies should bend to what people want and feel
comfartable with and not use ihe excuse of efficiency to reduce punlic input and make submission
of public cormmmeits a iask or bairer insieacl of easy for a persoin. Many people still do not have
compuiers and iniernet access or thelr inlernet accass is limited.

18) fMre there additional ways CRiIVs NEPA regulaiions shewld aq vevised o premoeie
cosrdinativn of eavivonmental review and auihorization decisions, sich as combining
NEPA analysis and other decision documenis, arcd if 50, how?

No. The agencies have the ability right now to coordinate env ronmental review and authorization
decisions. They must decide what is right for them.

17) Ave there additional ways CE(’s MFEFA regulstions should oe ravised o improva the
efficiency and affeclivenscse of the imolementation of NEPA, and if so, how?

Yes, require mitigation plans be implemeniad and the resvits reported {o the public and
CEQ.

18) Are thers ways in which the vole of tribal governments in the NEPA process should be
clarified in the CEQ’s NEPA reguiztions, and ii so, how?

Require that tribal governments be full partners in the NEPA process and lept informed with all
opponrtunities for participation and input. Honor tribal sovereignty.

19) Ave there additional ways CEQYs NEPA regulations should be revised to ensure that
agencies apply NEPA in a manner that reduces unnecessary burdens and defays as much
as possible, and if 20, how?

No. Efficiency should never trump the broadest, most inclusive, and comprehensive public
participation and input

20) Are there additional ways CEQYs MEPA regulations relaied o mitigation should pe
revised, and if so, how?

CEQ should require agencies to submii reperis that document that mitigation plans or
measures have bean implernentad and the rasulis of that implementation. Then we wouid
know, for different kinds of projects, whether mitigation works, what mitigation warks, and what
the actual environmental impacts are due to mitigation.

Fach agency should submit a regort to CEQ yearly anumeiating how many NEPA actions
ocourred or were started, what lind kinds of NEPA actions ocourred or were startad, and
the resulte of the differeni kinds of NEPA decisions that ware authorizad and implemantad
inciuding mitigation,
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RE: Follow-up re regulations.gov docket

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" e

To:  "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CE I

"Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I Drummond, Michael R.
eor/cEQ

Date: Wed, 15 Aug 2018 12:14:51 -0400

*This count refers to the total comment/submissions received on this docket, as of 11:59 PM
vesterday. Note: Agencies review all submissions, however some agencies may choose to
redact, or withhold, certain submissions {or portions thereof) such as those containing private or
proprietary information, inappropriate ianguage, or duplicate/near duplicate examples of a
mass-mail campaign. This can resuit in discrepancies between this count and thase displayed
when conducting searches on the Public Submission document type. For specific information
about an agency's public submission policy, refer to its website or the Federal Register
document.

From: Seale, Viktaria Z. EOP/CEQ

Sent: Wednesday, August 1= 019 12-11 Dy

To: Mansoor, Yardena M. E ]

= 7 g, Ted A EOP/CEQ I O ummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ,
I

Subject: RE: Follow-up re regulations.gov docket
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RE: Follow-up re regulations.gov docket

From
"Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" ]
To: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOI I
o "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" I '©rummond, Michael R.

eopicEq”

Date: Wed, 15 Aug 2018 12:1(:56 -0400

From: Mansoor, Yardena M. EQP/CEQt
Sent: Wednesday, August 15. 2018 12:03 PM

To: Seale, Viktaria Z. EQP/CI ]
#~- B-ling Ted A. EOP/CEQ I Orummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ
]

supjpect: Follow-up re regulations.gov docket

Victoria,

| followed up on your concern as to whether the ANOPR docket numbering is anomalous. Thanks for
bringing this to our attention,

As of today, 8341 public submittals are posted. Sorting them by docket D number, they range from
0006 to 8346. There are 2 primary documents {our FR notices) and 3 supporting documents {from the
OMB 12866 review), so the numbering appears correct.

That said, there are certainly some odd submittals: one that just says “hello” and ane {7209) that
contains unintelligible text English and attaches a photo in two formats.
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Comment on CEs

From: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" I

o "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ! IR 0rummond, Michael
R. EOP/CEQ" |

Date: Thu, 16 Aug 2018 11:43:01 -0400

Attachments

0901 DOTs of ID, MT, ND, SD and WY .pdf (85.18 kB)

In screening the current set of attachments for “highly responsive” comments, this is the first one to
propose (page 2) that the potential revision consider resolving the multiagency CE/EA category
differences in the manner CEQ is supporting with Navy and others:

A similar matter that CEQ should consider in fashioning new NEPA rules is the situation
where, for the lead agency, the project or decision is a CE, but it is not of a type classed as a
CE by one or more other agencies with a decision making role {such as permit authority). In
such cases, under a new CEQ rule, the other agencies should be directed to proceed
promptly, or be given authority on a case-by-case basis to agree to the CE status assigned to
the project by the lead agency, even if such a project is not on the agency’s own list of CE
projects and decisions.

I'm still considering how best to keep track of reasonable suggestions, including from the notes by the 8
readers.

Y
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Fox: 843.958.4507

. Harmstrong@chardestoncounty org
Jlm AMStIDng HARLESTON Loanie TTamilton TIT Public Secvices Building
Depity County Administrator COUNTY & 4045 Bridge View Drive, Suite B252
Transporeaton/ Pablic Works SOUTH CAROLINA North Chadeston, SC 29405

August 14,2018

Edward A. Boling

Associate Director for the National Environmental Policy Act
Council on Environmental Quality

730 Jackson Place, N.W.

Washington, DC 20503

Dear Mr, Edward Boling,
Please see the attached responses in regards to the Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. We

appreciate the opportunity to provide input regarding the NEPA process. If there are any concems, please
do not hesitate to make contact with our office.

Singerely, A

Jmmmng /WV\Q

Deputy County Administrator
Transportation / Public Works

Cec: Steve Thigpen, Director of Transportation Development

Enclosed: NEPA Response

A

NN
fagd

Amencan Public Works Association wuw charlestoncoucty.ong
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. Should CEQ’s NEPA regulations be revised to

ensure optimal interagency coordination of
environmental reviews and authorization
decisions, and if so, how?

Any revision to regulations regarding mandated federal agency participations
should consider the realities of agency staffing/funding, and also that state
agencies are involved and may not be subject to the same requirements as federal
agencies.

The outcome of NEPA for any one particular project, regardless of how many
agencies have decisions to be made, should be mandated to be one federal
decision document. This would promote increased and proactive coordination by
the agencies involved. In the event that the one federal document did not entirely
meet a cooperating agency’s review requirements or regulatory requirements of a
subsequent permit, the cooperating agency should provide a supplement to the
“one-federal EIS’ focusing on only the area that was not addressed.

Rewvisions could include language similar to the SAFETEA-LU Q&A where, if an
invited agency that does not have a decision subject to the NEPA review, declines
or does not agree to participate at project initiation, then they lose their right to
comment later in the process, or their comments do not have to be addressed.

Including a formal elevation process/conflict resolution process in the regulations
that can be implemented at any time in the project development process could also
prove helpful in promoting coordination and efficiency.

An integrated, multi-agency review and approval would expedite the federal
actions by developing one, comprehensive document that allows multi agency
approvals. However, in order to make this a manageable process, current
regulations must be revised so the agencies have the flexibility and protection
from litigation.

The effectiveness and benefits of multi-agency cooperation can be demonstrated
through the recent findings from the Federal Permitting Improvement Steering
Council (FPISC). The FPISC was created in 2015 to accelerate federal
environmental approval process for major infrastructure by facilitating
interagency coordination and reviews on major (>$200 million) infrastructure
projects. To date, the FPISC has been most involved in utility and energy related
projects. A recent report from the FPISC has documented significant cost and
time savings associated on projects with FPISC. While the FPISC will sunset,
they have established a baseline for streamlining agency cooperation, review, and
ultimate approval.
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CFQ REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON UPDATE ON NEPA REGULATIONS

QULSTION COMNMENT

6. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA ¢ Revisions should provide for more flexibility to truly engage and listen to the public in
regulations relating to public involvement be the NEPA process, including using updated communication and mass/social media
revised to be more inclusive and efficient, and if tools, so that NEPA public involvement is less stilted and rigid and more efficient at
s0, how? identifying issues on which to focus NEPA analysis.

o Yes, the Pl process should be formalized to include at least one meeting prior to
document completion and one Public Hearing. There should be a plan prepared for
each project that has as it’s goal an inclusive outreach for each particular project and

location.
7. Should definitions of any key NEPA terms in s Revisions should include more specific description of what “categorical exclusion”
CEQ’s NEPA regulations, such as those listed means and what documentation is sufficient for categorically excluded actions.

below, be revised, and if so, how?
a. Major Federal Action;

¢ No major concern with current terminology regarding the CEQ regulations.

b. Effects;

c. Cumulative Impact;
d. Significantly;

e. Scope; and

f. Other NEPA terms.
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CEQ REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON UPDATE ON NEPA REGULATIONS

QUESTION

COMMENT

d.

b
c
d
e

8. Should any new definitions of key NEPA terms,
such as those noted below, be added, and if so,
which terms?

Alternatives;

. Purpose and Need;
. Reasonably Foreseeable;
. Tnwvial Violation; and

Other NEPA terms.

Definitions for all terms should be included.

Clarify the difference between purpose and need. Need should be defined
specifically and separately from Purpose. Revisions to regulations should include
specific direction on how need for a proposed action should be defined.

Suggest that the following terms be added:

o Alternatives — definition should specify that alternatives should be
reasonable and implementable;

o Connected Actions - the term Connected Action should be added and
clarified so that the scope of upstream and downstream actions to be
considered as connected is limited to those directly and immediately
affected by the proposed activity.

“Substantive comment” on a draft EIS should be defined.

a.

b.

Sl SR L S £

9. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA
regulations relating to any of the types of
documents listed below be revised, and if so,
how?

Notice of Intent;
Categorical Exclusions Documentation;

This should be simplified to demonstrate
compliance with required laws (ESA, NHPA,
etc)

Environmental Assessments;
Findings of No Significant Impact;
Environmental Impact Statements;
Records of Decision; and
Supplements.

Provide clarity on when a Categorical Exclusion, Environmental Assessment, or
Environmental Impact Statement would be required.

Define what is required for reevaluation of NEPA documents.
Clarify what is needed for supplemental documents.
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CEQ REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON UPDATE ON NEPA REGULATIONS
COMMENT

QULSTION

13. Should the provisions in CEQ’s NEPA
regulations relating to the appropriate range of
alternatives in NEPA reviews and which
alternatives may be eliminated from detailed
analysis be revised, and if so, how?

NEPA regulations should be revised to specify the realm of reasonable
alternatives. There is confusion on how many alternatives should be examined.
Clarify that if alternatives are not reasonable they need not be examined in detail
and how reasonableness can be established. Provide clarification regarding the
“range of alternatives” and “reasonable alternatives” and “reasonable range of
alternatives.” Suggest defining reasonable alternatives to be considered to include
the following:

o Be consistent with laws and regulations

o Be technically feasible (i.e., available technology)
o Be practicable (including economically practicable)
o

If the applicant is a non-governmental organization {(e.g., private party,
company or group), the range of alternatives would focus on means to
avoid or minimize adverse effects of the proposed action.

Clarify how to use environmental data in the screening of alternatives. Explain
how avoidance and minimization requirements of other laws (e.g. Clean Water
Act, National Historic Preservation Act, etc.) can be used to determine that
alternatives are not reasonable. Clarify how “economic feasibility” and cost data
can be used to screen alternatives for reasonableness.

Regulations should clearly state that a NEPA document need only analyze one
alternative 1n detail if there are no other reasonable alternatives.

Page 8 of 11







b

0S181A45.0030

0

G

CEQ REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON UPDATE ON NEPA REGULATIONS

QUESTION

16.

Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA
regulations should be revised to promote
coordination of environmental review and
authorization decisions, such as combining

NEPA analysis and other decision documents,
and if so, how?

COMMENT

NEPA is the umbrella for demonstrating compliance for a host of other laws, yet
the CEQ regulations are silent on how to coordinate the reviews and document
compliance with those other laws within a NEPA process. Update the regulations
to integrate decision points and analysis requirements for such laws as NHPA
Section 106, Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, etc.

Consider including a provision in the regulations allowing for combining of the
FEIS and ROD. This would require identifying the Preferred Alternative in the
DEIS. The comments received on the DEIS would also have to be evaluated to
determine whether a combined FEIS/ROD is appropriate or whether a separate
publishing of the FEIS and waiting 30 days to issue the ROD would be required.

17.

Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA.
regulations should be revised to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of the
implementation of NEPA, and if so, how?

The regulations should clearly state when corresponding compliance actions
should be implemented in coordination with the NEPA process (e.g., Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act [NHPA]), and mandate tirneframes for
required comments or responses so the NEPA process is not held up. This would,
for example, complement and strengthen the 30-day response requirement in the
NHPA (36 CFR 800), which is not always followed.

18.

Are there ways in which the role of tribal
govemments in the NEPA process should be
clarified in CEQ’s NEPA regulations, and if so,
how?

NEPA regulations should specify the role and responsibilities of tribal
governments so that due diligence in efforts to coordinate with tribes per
Executive Order Executive Order 13175 "Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments” can be documented within the NEPA process.
Regulations should state the specific amount of time (suggestion 30 or 45 days)
for tribes to respond to NEPA scoping or review requests and participate in NEPA
processes that may impact tribal resources in a timely manner, so that tribal input
can be incorporated and considered by the federal decision-maker.

19.

Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA
regulations should be revised to ensure that
agencies apply NEPA in a manner that reduces
unnecessary burdens and delays as much as
possible, and if so, how?

The regulations should revise Section 1507.3 to encourage uniformity in
application of the CEQ’s regulations and discourage major subunits or agencies
within a federal department to adopt their own NEPA procedures. Each federal
executive department should have one method for NEPA compliance.
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CEQ REQUEST FOR COMMIENTS ON UPDATE ON NEPA REGULATIONS

QUESTION COMMENT

20. Are there additional ways CEQ’s NEPA ¢ The regulations should clearly state that mitigation measures in a NEPA document
regulations related to mitigation should be are going to be implemented (not just being considered), and establish the need
revised, and if so, how? for mitigation monitoring and reporting program to be included in the NEPA

document and decision documents.

GENTRAL STATEMENT

[ think the entire regulation needs to be evaluated based on today’s technologies, mainly in regards to digital submittals, reviews and approvals. This also

includes the administrative record process to eliminate timely and inefficient hardcopy record keeping. Again, my opinion on overall efficiencies is in regard to
the actual agency review’s and approvals, which includes redundant studies, submittals, and review times.
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FW: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter for Docket CEQ-2018-
0001

“Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange omanization/ou=exchange administrative
group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eaebbl47f871428b9b46baf8afd1175a-bo">

To: “Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ I

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organization/ou=exchange

From:

administrative group

Ce
{fydibohf23spdlt)/cn=recipients/cn=2712a1Hd57447088e0b9da580c16e15-ma™>,
“Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ I
Date; Fri, 17 Aug 2018 14:35:11 -0400

Attachments Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies Comment Letter CEQ-2018-0001.pdf
{239.26 kB)

From: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 1:58 PM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Al...... ..mment Letter for Docket CEQ-2018-0001

From: Stephanie Hayes Schlea <schlea@amwa.net>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 12:34 PM

To: McLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ < NG

Subject: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter 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 Environmental Policy Act (CEQ-2018-
0001).

Stephanie Hayes Schlea

Manager, Regulatory and Scientific Affairs
Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies
Office: 202.331.2820
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Re: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

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

To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

Date:; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 12:00:25 -0400

In regards to your questions,

CEQ will review the commenis we have received before we determine next steps and any potential revisions.
Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 20, 2018, at 11:25 AM, Nick Sobczyk WwIotc:

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ I

Sent: Maonday, Aueust 200 2018 11:3 3 s
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ/

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, Aupg

To: Schneider, Danis _

Subject: [EXTERNAL] KE: Comment trom CEQ?
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From: Schneider, ]

Sent: Tuesday, Ju
To: Nick Sobczyk
Suhjed: RE: Comlll\vl Pl PP PN Sl bk i

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, July 1u, cule Liuu AW

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ <} NG

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Tuesday, Julv 10. 2018 10:49 A....
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment rrom Leur

00002 CEQO75FY18150_000008461






To: Nick Sobczyk -
SUbject: RE: Cominein nuim wewer

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, June 1Y, 2018 9:52 AM

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ <

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Monday, June 18. 2018 3:55 P
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comment from CLQ¢
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[EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
To: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ" I
Date; Maon, 20 Aug 2018 11:25:26 -0400

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

Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 11:25 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobeczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, Aug

To: Schneider, Dani ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL| RE: Comment from CEQ?
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From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Tuesday, Julv 10. 2018 11:04 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk
subjeﬂ: RE: cDmIIICIIL TELFITE wul vg s

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 11:00 AM

To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE; Commei.. ...... .EQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ _

Sent: Tuesday, Julv 10. 2018 10:4% Am
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Comuene nun vewr
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To: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ) ]

SUbjECt: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commeiw wurm LEQ?

From: Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ ]

Sent: Monday, June 18. 2018 3:55 PMm
To: Nick Sobczyk
Subject: RE: Com...e.oe s v ne

From: Nick Sobczyk
Sent: Monday, May £1, zuio Luian ann

To: Schneider, Daniel . EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Commel.. .. w.os LEQ?
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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-sc">

To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

Date:; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 11:24:57 -0400

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Sent: Monday, August 20,2018 1"~~~ ***

To: Schneider, Daniel ). EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Comment trom CEQ?
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[EXTERNAL] RE: Comment from CEQ?

From: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>

To: "Schneider, Daniel J. EOP/CEQ I
Date; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 10:06:19 -0400

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

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2018 11:04 AM
To: Nick Sobczyk <nsobczyk@eenews.net>
Subject: RE: Comment from CEQ?
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[EXTERNAL] Alliance Sends NEPA Comments to CEQ

From: "Dan Keppen, Executive Director" <dan@familyfarmalliance.org>
To: "Patella, Michae) A. EOP/CEQ"
Date; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 18:17:39 -0400

11

I

I

m
Posted: 20/08/2018

The Family Farm Alliance earlier today sent formal written
comments to the White House Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) in response to an advance notice of
proposed rulemaking on a potentially sweeping update of
its National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
implementing rules.Continue reading to learn more and to
download a PDF version of the Alliance response to
CEQ.
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Continue Reading
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Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Comments re ANKPRM - Proposed
Procedural Revisions of NEPA

“Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"/o=exchange organizationfou=exchange administrative

From: group (fydibohf23spdit)/cn=recipients/cn=eaebbl47f871428b9b46baf8afd1175a-bo">

To: "Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I S::to
Aaron L. EOP/CEQ" I

Cc: "Seale, Viktoria Z. EOP/CEQ" I

Date: Maon, 20 Aug 2018 17:22:11 -0400

Attachments pagedimage38B81864 (114 bytes); pagebimage3ds82080 (10.32 kB); CEQ ANPRM
: CR Comments 8.19.18.pdf {38.33 kB)

Trouble ;

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:
From; Charlotte Roe
Date: August 20, 201 v —oorv cima v aea
Ta: Mary Neumayr

Ce: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments re ANKPRM - Proposed Procedural Revisiuns of NEPA

I’m submitting these comments via email as | 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 June 20, 2018)

Dcar Ms. Ncumayr,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the ANPRM under consideration by the Council on
Environmental Quality.
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Respectiully yours,

Charlotte Roe
Scicnce Advisor, The Cloud Foundation
Wild Horse and Burro Project Pariner, In Defense of Animals 1621 So. County Rd. 13

™m_ i ___ 3 MM DNC1TY
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RE: NEPA ANPRM Comment Letter

From

"Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ’ ]

Stephen Schima <sschima@partnershipproject.org>, "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"

Date; Mon, 20 Aug 2018 12:45:24 -0400

To:

From: Stephen Schima <sschima@partnershipproject.org>
Sent: Monday, August 20, 2018 12:37 PM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ I O urmimiond, Michael R, EOP/CEQ
L —]

subject: [EXTERNAL] NEPA ANPRM Comment Letter

Ted and Michael,

We submitted our comment letter with attachments on Friday, but [ thought I would send along a copy
directly to you as well. Also, the attached version corrects two small typos that a shockmg number of
peopie flapgped to me.

If you have any questions, plcasc fecl free to contact me,

Thanks and 1 hope all is well!
Stephen
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RE: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter for Docket CEQ-2018-
0001

From

"Mansoor, Yardena M. EOP/CEQ I

"Ralina Ted A. EOP/CEQ' I ' oo'a, Mario A. EOP/CEQ”
]
Cc: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date: Mon, 20 Aug 2018 09:19:16 -0400

To:

From: Boling, Ted A, EOP/CEQ
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 2:35 PM

To: Loyola, Mario A. EOP/CEQ ]
Cc: Mansoar, Yardena M. EOP I Drummond, Michael R.
Eop/ceq 4

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter for Docket CEQ-2018-0001

From: Mclaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ
Sent: Friday, August 17,207~ -~ = "M

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter for Docket CEQ-2018-0001

From: Stephanie Hayes Schlea <schlea@amwa.net>
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2018 12:34 PM

To: MclLaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ. <} NG

Subject: [EXTERNAL] AMWA Comment Letter 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 Environmental Policy Act (CEQ-2018-

0001).
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Stephanie Hayes Schlea

Manager, Regulatory and Scientific AFfairs
Association of Metropolitan Water Agencies
Office: 202.331.2820

1620 | Street NYV Suite 500
Whachinatan N 2000R
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Re: ANPRM Comments

From "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
{fydibohf23spdityicn=recipients/cn=eaebb047f871428b9b46baf8afd1176a-bo">

To: "Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ" ]

Date; Tue, 21 Aug 2018 16:56:17 -0400

Thanks!

Sent from my iPhone

>On Aug 21, 2018, at 3:54 PM, Drummond, Michael R. EOP/CEQ [ KhE

>
>

o

> Michael Druminond

> Deputy Associate Director for NEPA

> Council on Environmental Quality

>

-

> <1418 Western Governors Associalion.pdf~

> <1036 Tripp, Environmenial Defense Fund (with faw review article on sirea....pdf>
> <12056 Dinah Bear.pdf>

> <12161 Ray Clark.pdf>

> <32381 Horst Greczmiel pdf>

> <F1812 Multistate AG comments (76 pages).pdf>

> <8267 AASHTO.pdl>

> <9917 GW Regulatory Studies Center.pd >

> <4917 GW Regulatory Swdies Center pdf>

> <11898 Nichoison (NAEP).pdl~
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[EXTERNAL] Thank you & NEPA Comments

From: Nancy Sopko <nsopko@awea.org>

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

Ce: Lauren Bachitel <lbachtel@awea.org>, Gene Grace <ggrace{@awea.org>
Date; Tue, 21 Aug 2018 16:43:54 -0400

Attachments: AWEA Comments to CEQ on NEPA ANPR.pdf (124.91 kB)

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

This electronic messoge and its contents are intended solely for the use of the oddresseefs) and may be
confidentiol or otherwise protected from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient of the message,
any dissemination, distribution, copying, or action taken in relotion to this message and its contents is
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this electronic messoge in error, please
notify the sender immediately and destray the original message ond aif copies.
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[EXTERNAL] Problem Uploading Public Comments to Docket No.
CEQ-2018-0001 Yesterday

From: Jesse Marquez <jnmdej@yahoo.com>

To: "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ"- ]
Ca: Jesse Marquez <jnmdejyahoo.com>

Date: Tue, 21 Aug 2018 12:43:13 -0400

Attachments: CFASE Final et al Public Comments 8-20-2018.docx (153.25 kB)

Dear Mr. Boling

Yesterday at approximately 5:15pm (PST) | tried to upload our non-profit organizations public comments
to the Council on Environmental Quality

Docket No. CEQ-2018-0001
Yesterday was the deadline for submission.

When | went to the website | dicked on upload and it appeared that my document was uploading but
after about 10-15 minutes it would

never say upload completed. |tried several times and it would not complete uploading.
My dpcument was only 15 pages with no photos or illustrations.
| was referred to you by Earthjustice and recommended that | forward our comments to you.

| also drove to the LAX US Post Office to mail a copy, which was normally open until 10:00pm but they
now changed their office hours

and close at 6:00pm.

Respectfully Requested,

Jesse N Marquez

Executive Director

00001 CEQQO75FY18150_000008985



Coalition For A Safe Environment

310-590-0177
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RE: Thank you & NEPA Comments

From "Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ" <"fo=exchange organization/ou=exchange administrative group
(fydibohf23spdit)cn=recipients/cn=eae5h04 7{871428b9b46baf8afd1 1 76a-bo">

To: Nancy Sopko <nsopko@awea.org>
Ce: Lauren Bachtel <lbachtel@awea.org>, Gene Grace <ggrace@awea.org>

Date; Wed, 22 Aug 2018 17:12:25 -0400

From: Nancy Sopko <NSopko @awea.org>

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2018 4:44 PM

To: Boling, Ted A. EOP/CEQ ]

Cc: Lauren Bachtel <[ Bachte _ .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 tast 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 CEQU's Update to the

Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA. Please let us know if you have any
questions or comments,
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Thanks,

Nancy

This electronic messoge ond its contents are intended solely for the use of the oddressee(s) ond may be
confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. |f you are not the intended recipient of the message,
any dissemination, distribution, copying, or action taken in relation to this message and its contents is
strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this electronic message in error, please
notify the sender immediotely and destroy the original message and alf copies.
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[EXTERNAL] Women's Mining Coalition's Comments on ANPR
for CEQ's Rules Implementing NEPA

From: Debra Struhsacker <debra@struhsacker.com>

To: "Prandeni, Christopher D. EOP/CEQ" < NG
Ca Liz Arnold <ejbarnold@gmail.com>

Date: Woed, 22 Aug 2018 21:11:03 -0400

Attachments: Women's_Mining Coaiition_CEQ_ANPR_NEPA_Comments_081418 . pdf (487.31 kB)

Hello Christopher:

As promised in my voice mail message earlier this month, I am
sending the comments that the Women’s Mining Coalition
submitted last week to the regulations.gov website in response
to CEQ’s APNR requesting comments on the 40 CFR Parts
1500 — 1508 regulations implementing NEPA.

As emphasized in our comments, there are many elements of
the existing regulations that do not require much — if any —
modification. This is especially true of the sections on reducing
paperwork (40 CFR § 1500.4), reducing delay (40 CFR §
1500.5), time limits (40 CFR § 1501.8), and page limits (40
CFR § 1502.7).

A rulemaking should not be required to enforce these
provisions in the existing rule. Because these sections of the
regulations are appropriate, and better compliance with these
sections would expedite the preparation of NEPA documents,
we recommend that CEQ evaluate ways to compel federal
agencies to comply with these existing provisions in the
immediate future rather than waiting for a rulemaking process
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Environmental Permitting & Government Relations Consultant
Reno, NV 89519

Phone: (775) 826-3800

E-mail: debra@struhsacker.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message 15 for the exclusive use of the addressee and may contain
eonfidential. privileged and non-disclosable information. If the recipient is not the addressee o a person
responsible for delivering the message to the addressee, you wre prohibited from remding or using either this
message or the attached materials. If you have received this c-mail by mistake. please notify the sender and
delets it and any attachments from your mailbox, computer, and/or network.
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