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Sean Cottle

From: Hayes, Miriam (Nicole) <mnhayes@blm.gov>

Sent: Monday, February 4, 2019 9:16 AM

To: coastalplainAR; Sean Cottle

Subject: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Draft EIS for ANWR Leasing

Attachments: Comments on Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing Draft EIS.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Nicole Hayes
Project Coordinator
Bureau of Land Management
222 W. 7th Avenue #13
Anchorage, Alaska 99513
Desk: (907) 271-4354
Cell: (907) 290-0179

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Paul Reichardt <paulreichardtak@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Feb 1, 2019 at 8:36 PM
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Draft EIS for ANWR Leasing
To: <mnhayes@blm.gov>

Ms. Hayes:
Please find my comments/testimony on the draft of the Coastal Plain Oil and Gas Leasing EIS as an attachment to this
email message.
Paul Reichardt



Com m entsonCoastalP lainO ilandGasL easingDraftEIS
February 1,2019
P aulR eichardt
2086 T obogganL ane
Fairbanks,AK99709

Ihaveanum berofconcernsaboutthedraftCoastalP lainO ilandGasL easingEIS .

M y fundam entalconcernisthatBL M hasfailedtodevelopanAlternativethatprovidesforthe
m inim um leasingandsubsequentpotentialdevelopm entrequired undertheT ax Actof2017.
BL M ’srationaleforopeningoveronem illionacrestoleasing(Vol1,pg2-39),ratherthanthe
800,000 requiredinthelegislation,isunconvincingatbest. Isim ply could notfollow the
argum ent,andneithercouldseveralotherindividualsw hom Iaskedtoreadit. P erhapsthis
sectionisjustpoorly w ritten,butitcom esacrossasaclum sy attem pttoavoid disclosingthe
realreasonsforgoing25% beyond therequiredleaseacreageineventhem ostrestrictive
alternative.

T heDraftEIS containsm orethanenoughinform ationtosupportrestrictingleaseacreageto
therequired 800,000 acres. Exam plesinclude: 1)thechangingclim ateincreasesthe
uncertaintiesassociatedw ithany developm entinthissensitiveecosystem (Vol1 p.3-168);2)
N ativeknow ledgem aintainsthat“ any developm entintheprogram areaw ouldhave
devastatingeffectsonthepopulationoftheP CH” (Vol1,pg3-173),aview atleastpartially
supportedby anum berofrecentscientificstudiescitedintheEIS ;3)therearenum erous
unknow nsabouthow theP CH w illreacttoaspectsofleasinganddevelopm entactivities(e.g.,
noiseandlight;Vol1 pg.3-112);4)“ … futuredevelopm entw ouldaffectsubsistenceuse… ” (Vol
1,pg3-169). Furtherm ore,w hiletheleasingofthe200,000 orso“ bonusacres” provide
additionalrisktotheP CH by encroachingonthecalvingarea,they containonly m edium orlow
HCP (Vo1,pg.3-114)

A secondconcernisthedocum ent’ssilenceonthebigpicturew ithrespecttow ateruseand
availability. W hilethereisalotofinform ationonspecificusesandsourcesofw ater,thereisno
analysisoftheoverallsituation. T heleasingand developm entprocessm ustensurethe
m aintenanceofsufficientquantity and quality ofw aterresourcesw ithinAN W R . How m uch
w aterw illbeneededforleasinganddevelopm entspread overonetoone-and-a-halfm illion
acres? How m uchw aterisavailable? Icouldnotfindaw ay tousedatainthisdocum entto
answ ertheseim portantquestions.

A thirdconcernistheinterpretationof“ surfacedisturbance.” Iam farfrom anexperton
interpretationoflegislation,butitseem stom ethatBL M ’sinterpretationofthisphraseborders
onbeingirresponsible. T heproposalthatgravelm inesdonotqualify assurfacedisturbance
(becausethey arenotdirectly relatedtoleasinganddevelopm ent)doesn’tpassthe“ snifftest.”
W hileelevatedpipelinesthem selvescanarguably beexcludedfrom surfacedisturbance,w hat
aboutthem aintenanceroadsassociatedw iththem (e.g.,roadslikethosealongandunderlong
stretchesofthepipelinealongtheDaltonHighw ay)? Itw asnotcleartom ethatthey w ere



includedintheestim ateofroadsurfaceassociatedw ithleasinganddevelopm ent. T heidea
thatthephrase“ duringtheterm oftheleases” intheT ax Actrequires,orevenallow s,
“ tem porallim its” onsurfacedisturbancesim pliesthatovertim ealloftheleasingareacould
havesurfacedisturbanceaslongasallbut2,000 acresofithasbeen“ reclaim ed.” Idoubtthat
isw hatlegislators,w ithpossibly afew exceptions,hadinm ind.

Ithinkw hatreally concernsm eisthat,w hentakentogether,severalaspectsofBL M ’sapproach
tothisEIS raisequestionsaboutthelegitim acy andintegrity oftheorganization’sreview and
process. BL M startedthingsw itharushedscopinganddraftingprocess,producingthedraftEIS
inoneyeareventhoughthelegislationallow sfouryearsbeforeleasesm ustbesold;andrather
thaneventakingtheapproachoffast-trackingone400,000 acreleaseand takingam ore
relaxed approachtoasecondone,theproposalisforleasinguptoone-and-a-halfm illionacres
AS AP . T herushedprocesstoproducethedraftEIS w asfollow edw ithanabbreviated tim eline
forpublicreview andcom m ent,apartoftheoverallprocessthatw asinterruptedby the
governm entshutdow ninJanuary 2019 (adm ittedly,follow edby aone-m onthextensionofthe
deadlineforcom m ents). T henthereareaspectsofthecontentoftheEIS : noAlternativew ith
them inim um allow ableacreage,Alternativesthatallow uptotw icetherequired m inim um
acreage,questionableprotectionsfortheP CH andassociatedsubsistenceuses,andvery
industry-favorableinterpretationsoftopicslikesurfacedisturbance. Allthatcan’thelpbut
m akeonew onderifthisvery com plex andlengthy docum entreally am ountstoathorough,
hard-nosed exam inationoftheenvironm entalim pactoftheproposedactivities.

L easinginAN W R hasbeenm andated by Congress. How ever,thereisnoreasonw ecannot—
andshouldnot— bepresentedw ithanAlternativethatprovidesthem axim um allow able
protectionforthisrefuge,w hichm any ofusw holiveinAlaskaandm any othersfrom
elsew hereintheU nitedS tatesconsidertobethe“ crow njew el” ofU .S .P ublicL ands. Although
Iactually preferAlternativeA andw ouldliketoseeanAlternativeD3 w ithan800,000 acre
lim it,oftheoptionspresentedIsupportD2.


