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August 11, 2004

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

Dear Secretary Ridge and Homeland Security staft,

On behalf of our over 10,000 members slong the US-Mexico border and across the nation, we oppose the Depariment of
Homelsnd Sscurity's current proposal for Inpiementing the National Environmenta! Policy Act. The proposal would allow
too many exciusions from NEPA and could close off government activities that have previously operated In the public eye.

One of NEPA's purposss Is to allow public review of agency actions that may adversely affect the snvironment. The
department's proposal wouid Impede that purpose with its overly broad use of categorical exclusions. While categorical
exclusions are useful for exempting routine activities that poss no risk of environmental ham, some of the propoesed
exclusiona invelve types of activitiea that could causs significant ham. For ssample, construction of fances and barriers by
the Border Patrol could iImpede wildife migration and degrade wilderness values, white ground patrols in border aress
could destroy or damage critical habitst for andangered spacies. Some proposed categorical exciusions, such a8 logging
and diaposal of wasts and hazardous material, should be completely abandoned, while many other items should be
narrowed In scope.

Also, the breadth of the undefined categories of information that would be withheld from public view ls a tremendous
expansion of the current policy that aliows onty classified Information to be withheld from NEPA documents, and is
unwarrented for protacting nationel sscurity. Information, such as analysis of a gas pipeiine's potentiai for ieaks and
expiosions, is critical to the public's abiity to protect itself and should not be withheld. Tha proposal should be more
spacific 80 a3 to minimize withheld information and maximlze transparency.

The proposal goas well bayond what I8 necessary to protect national security, and risks destroying the very democratic
Kkioals that the Department of Homeland Security was created to protect | urgs you to [imit the use of categorics!
exclugions and ths withholding of information as narrowly as possible.

Please kaep us fully Informed on this planning effort.

Sincerely,

Danie! R. Patterson,



