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August 09, 2004

Department of Homeland Security
Environmental Planning, Office of Safety and Environment
Washington, D.C. 20528

Dear Secretary Ridge and Homeland Sacurity staft,

| oppose the Department of Homeland Security's current proposal for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act.
The propasal would allow too many exclusions from NEPA and could closs off gevarmnment sctivities that have previously
operated in the public eye.

One of NEPA's purposes Is to aliow public review of agsncy actions that may adversely affact the environment. The
department's proposal would impede that purpose with Its ovarly broad use of categoricsl exciusions. While categorical
axclusions are useful for axsmpting routine activities that pose no risk of envirenmenta! harm, seme of the proposed
exclusions invoive types of activities that could cause significant harm. For example, construction of fences and barriers by
the Border Patrol could impade wildife migration and degrade wiidemess valuss, while ground patrols in border areas
could destroy or damage critical habltet for endangered species. Some proposed categorical exclusions, such as legging
and diaposal of wasts and hezardous material, shouid be complatsly abandoned, whiie many other items should be
narrowed In scope.

Alss, although | support the mission of the Department of Homeland Sacurity, the breadth of the undefined categories of
information that would be withheid from public view is a tremendous expansion of the current policy that aliows only
classifiad information to ba withheld from NEPA documents, and Is unwarmanted for protecting national sacurity.
{nformation, such as ansiysia of a gas pipeline's potantial for leaks and axplosions, is critical to the public's eblilty to
protect tself and shouid not be withheld. The proposal should ba more specific so a8 to minimize withheld Infornation and
maximize transparency.

The proposal goes well bayond what is necessary to protect national security, and risks destroying the very democratic
kieals that the Department of Homeland Securlty was creatad to protect. | urge you to timit the use of catagorice!
exclusions and the withholding of Information as narrowly as possibie.

| do not want your to take action which harms us in the name of "sscurity” as | am sure you know your deparment is in
essencs a fraud.

Sincerely,

Phillp Comba



August 9, 2004

Department of Homeland Security
Environmental Planning, Office of Safety and Environment
Washington, D.C. 20528

Dear Sir or Madam:

As an environmental scientist with many years experience, | am writing to express my
opposition to the Department of Homeland Security's current proposal [Environmental
Planning Program, 89 FR 33043, June 14, 2004] for impiementing the National
Environmentat Policy Act (NEPA). | belleve the proposal would allow too many exclusions
from NEPA and, consequently, wouid limit public review and comment on proposed federal
actions affecting the environment.

As | understand It, the department's proposal would Impede that purpose by utilizing a
broad range of categorical exclusions. While categorical exciusions are useful for exempting
routine activities that pose no risk of environmental harm, some of the proposed exclusions
Invoive types of activities that could cause significant harm. For example, construction of
fences and barriers by the Border Patrol could Impede wildlife migration and degrade
wilderness vaiues, while ground patrols In border areas could destroy or damage critical
habitat for endangered specles. Some proposed categorical exclusions, such as logging and
disposal of waste and hazardous material, should not be allowed because of the potential
for contributing to environmental contamination and pollution now and In the future.

Also, aithough | support the mission of the Department of Homeland Security, the breadth
of the undefined categories of Information that would be withheld from public view is a
broad expansion of the current policy that allows only ciassified information to be withheld
from NEPA documents, and is unwarranted for protecting national gsecurity. information,
such as analysls of a gas pipeline's potentlal for leaks and expiosions, s critical to the
public’s abllity to protect itseif and shouid not be.withheld. The proposal should be more
specific 30 as to minimize withheld Information and maximize transparency.

1 belleve the proposal goes well beyond what Is necessary to protect national security.
Therefore, | urge you to limit the use of categorical exclusions and the withholding of
Information as narrowly as possible.

Sincerely,

&



