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*l.  The overall regulatory framework for NYS DEC’s review
(SEQRA, Environmental Impact Statements- EIS, the

—_— process)

{%i:_ II.  What’s a Generic Environmental Impact Statement, much E

less a supplemental GEIS? =
~ <= 1lIl.  What’s what in the key documents

A. the Draft SGEIS itself
E http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/58440.html

B. the scoping document for the SGEIS

http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/materials_minerals_pdf/finalscope.pdf

C. the 1992 final GEIS
http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/45912.html
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For DEC’s Marcellus home page see:
=+ http: //www dec. nv gov/energv/46288 html
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. PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD -
— Public Hearing(s) c—
DEC PREPARES FINAL sGEIS

AGENCY ISSUES FINDINGS

— Basis for policy decision, new regulations

In January

Final SGEIS includes the draft SGEIS

Last scheduled public hearing: (plus any revisions/supplements); copies
Nov 18 in Corning/(Nov 19 in Ithaca) or summaries of substantive comments
Last day written comments accepted: received; and the DEC'’s response to the

NOW December 31, 2009 substantive comments.

Timing: if following typical timeline, findings likely



SEQRA In NYS:
Authority, intent and purpose (§617. 1)

s L e R E— e o R T
= PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT T'f

(b) In adopting SEQR, it was the Leglslature s intention that all agencies conduct their affairs with an -
awareness that they are stewards of the air, water, land, and living resources, and that they have an obligation
to protect the environment for the use and enjoyment of this and all future generations.

(c) The basic purpose of SEQR is to incorporate the consideration of environmental factors into the existing

= planning, review and decision-making processes of state, regional and local government agencies at the
earliest possible time. To accomplish this goal, SEQR requires that all agencies determine whether the actions
= they directly undertake, fund or approve may have a significant impact on the environment, and, if it is
determined that the action may have a significant adverse impact, prepare or request an environmental
impact statement.

= BALANCE SOCIAL, ECONOMIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS
w—= (d).... itisthe intention of this Part that a suitable balance of social, economic and environmental factors be
incorporated into the planning and decision-making processes of state, regional and local agencies. It is not
- the intention of SEQR that environmental factors be the sole consideration in decision-making.
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' More than procedural... but how much more?
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“choose alternatives which, consistent with social,
economic, and other essential considerations, to
the maximum extent practicable, minimize or avoid
adverse environmental effects, including effects
revealed in the EIS process.”



. -Ewdence (about impacts/mitigations) &
== Substantlve arguments (more likely to?) cOUNt
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__r__: *An Envwonmental Impact Statement is requwed if the Iead =
‘-‘-.;;'~'_ agency (in this case, the DEC) decides, based on preliminary =
=%=.. review, that the action as proposed “may have a significant

adverse impact on the environment”.

*The vast majority of projects or actions that undergo
= environmental review do NOT result in an EIS

eUncounted (literally) thousands of environmental reviews each year, ¥
somewhat more than 100 EIS’s per year has been typical

eApproximately 50-70 SEQRA decisions in NY courts yearly
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EIS Content |

ethe proposed action, its purpose, public need and benefits
e the environmental setting of the areas to be affected

* the potential significant adverse environmental impacts (reflecting severity &
likelihood)

*the impact mitigation measures

 the range of reasonable alternative actions .. that are feasible, considering the
objectives and capabilities of the project sponsor, including a “no action”
alternative.

* ? o A list of any underlying studies, reports, etc. used for EIS
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ereasonably related short- and long-term impacts, cumulative impacts

*those adverse environmental impacts that cannot be avoided or
adequately mitigated

eany irreversible and irretrievable commitments of environmental
resources

eany growth-inducing aspects of the proposed action
empacts on the use and conservation of energy
eImpacts on solid waste management and solid waste management
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~ Purpose is to assess the environmental impacts of
certain kinds of proposed actions:

An entire program or plan having wide application or restricting the range of
future alternative policies or projects

— includes new or significant changes to existing land use plans, development plans, zoning regulations
or agency comprehensive resource management plans

| Separate actions having generic, similar or common impacts (see p. 1-3)

e Actions likely to have cumulative impacts

-
P
E | — anumber of separate actions in a given geographic area which, if considered singly, may have minor
E impacts, but if considered together may have significant impacts

a sequence of actions, contemplated by a single agency or individual
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on the Oil, Gas and Solution Mining Regulatory Program

Has served as basis for oil and gas industry
regulations in NYS since then

— Serves as “guideline for environmentally acceptable oil and gas drilling and development, solution
salt mining, underground storage of gas, geothermal development, and drilling of stratigraphic and
brine disposal wells in all of New York State.”
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— Supplemental GEIS
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 Being undertaken because DEC agreed that there may be
“significant adverse environmental impacts which were not
addressed in the GEIS.”

— DEC based decision on “three key factors”

* required water volumes in excess of GEIS descriptions
e possible drilling in the New York City Watershed, in or near the Catskill Park, and near the

Eg federally designated Upper Delaware Scenic and Recreational River

* |onger duration of disturbance at multi-well drilling sites

e GEIS will be superceded by the Supplemental GEIS only for
topics newly analyzed, ie.

f:;f — “Horizontal Drilling and High-Volume Hydraulic Fracturing
E to Develop the Marcellus Shale and Other Low-
% Permeability Gas Reservoirs”



So, is the GEIS important for
understandmg the SGEIS’

. e N E— — e —— . ; :
e Sometimes contains |mportant background
information, conclusions... be alert for

passages like the following from SGEIS:

— 6.12 Community Character Impacts: Many of the
community character impacts associated with

E horizontal drilling and high volume hydraulic

— fracturing are the same as those addressed in the &

1992 GEIS, and no further mitigation measures are g

o .
% required.
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Supplemental Generlc Enwronmental
== Impact Statement (SGEIS)

Guiding document for draft SGEIS in wh|ch DEC...

(after a public comment period on the scope — 3,770 comments received)

e listed the topics it would cover in the SGEIS

the SGEIS

E
% * listed topics (suggested) it would NOT cover in
=
=
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"':'--.__:___ . Many tobics were included in the scopé.
All topics that were included need to be &
addressed in the draft SGEIS. ;

— However, the scope often does not give clear =
guidance as to how the topics will be addressed.

e Can range from a few terse sentences to a complex
evaluation based on independent studies. o




- T——— — ] ¥ o 5 o TH e T
— = - = g i e -

N [
- L |

Scope Example:
Cumulatlve Im g acts

- —

e Review and assessment of the information and methodologles avallable for estlmatlng the
potential rate of Marcellus Shale development, including a description of likely development

' based on the information and methodology deemed most applicable and appropriate.

e Assessment of the levels of activity within a reasonable temporal and geographic framework
that may result in adverse cumulative impacts with respect to noise, visual effects, air quality and i
water resources =

e Evaluation of the cumulative impacts of multiple water withdrawals, considering the scale of
other everyday withdrawals, the non-continuous nature of withdrawals for well development,
and the likely time frame for taking into account the natural replenishment of water sources.

T AV SRARAAAD 18

=== ¢ A description of the mitigation measures available to prevent significant adverse cumulative
%impacts associated with individual well pads and within defined geographic areas

e [T e o B O L
ey ot i - — s o=

S
g e

1_L g -l ﬂ=.-=-; e '.; -_':_-_:"_".:__"_‘ ;_.....

—-—-=~ B e




——— -""I____.;- = = - - e — ._ |—‘-' ..'.:' l..,,_ o

"—'l.-___-'- P

Fmal Scope: ‘Not Included Because &

“not appropriate for EIS”

‘,._--_ sy

— = i '-.

Proh|b|t|ons/0ff-L|m|ts Areas/Speaflc Scenarlos, PIaces, Resources
— Not to be considered under generic, but rather site specific review

Staffing & Enforcement Concerns

— Considered in the budget planning and legislative processes, administrative policy
making as necessary, not in environmental review designed to “prevent problems” that
require enforcement

Exceptions from Public Disclosure of Chemical Information

— Exceptions from public disclosure are governed not by SEQRA, but by New York’s Public
Officer’s Law (Freedom of Information Law) and the Department’s Records Access
Regulations.

Health Impact Assessments/Epidemiological Studies

— while the SGEIS will identify the necessary controls to preclude exposures, it will not
include a health impact assessment
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— Final Scope:
== Also not included because “not for SEQR review” and
E or under jurisdiction of other authorities

e Pipeline rights-of-way and eminent domain
e Private leasing issues such as royalty rates, and non-payment of royalties

e Federal highway safety

e Wellsite health and safety plans

e Requirement for well operators to establish rapid response teams
e Proof of well operators’ liability insurance

e Requirement that natural gas produced from the Marcellus Shale be reserved for
essential local services and purposes

== o Likelihood and effects of a potentially transient workforce
E e Potential positive or negative impacts on property values

% e Compulsory integration
E e Production metering
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d |. Introduction—5 pages

Il. Description of Proposed Action — 38 pages

5 Ill. Proposed SEQRA Review Process — 14 pages

‘ = V. Geology — 36 pages

H V. Natural Gas Development and High Volume Hydraulic Fracturing — 158
pages

VI. Potential Environmental Impacts — 163 pages ==

VII. Mitigation Measures — 112 pages

=

——== IX. Alternatives - 11 pages
—

— Also: Glossary, Bibliography, Consultants, Bibliography, Appendices
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Shorter ”Read Me” Chapters.
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= CH. 1 INTRODUCTION 5 pages == Ch. 9 ALTERNATIVE ACTIONS - 11 pages

E 1.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION s 9.1 PROHIBITION OF DEVELOPMENT =
2 FEEUILAERY RS B8 9.2 PHASED PERMITTING APPROACH e

9.2.1 Rate of Development and Thresholds =
1.3 PROJECT LOCATION 9.2.2 Regional Cumulative Impacts i

1.4 STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT Conclusion/Recommendation _ S
-—= 1.4.1 Generic Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) 9.3 GREEN_ OR NON-CI-.H?IVIICAL Fracturing ﬁ
! 1.4.2 Supplemental GEIS (SGEIS) i Tlechnologies And Additives 7]

=~ 9.3.1 Environmentally-Friendly Chemical
1.4.3 Well Permit Applications & the Environmental . ¥ y
e Alternatives

Review Process e
e —— e e e R T 9.3.2 Summary

CH. 8 PERMIT PROCESS AND REGULATORY

COORDINATION - 10 pages
8.1 INTERAGENCY COORDINATION
8.1.1 Local Governments
8.1.2 State
8.1.3 Federal
8.1.4 River Basin Commissions
8.2 INTRA-DEC
8.2.1 Well Permit Review Process
8.2.2 Other DEC Permits and Approvals
8.3 WELL PERMIT ISSUANCE
8.3.1 Use and Summary of Supplementary Permit Conditions for
High-Volume Hydraulic Fracturing

8.3.2 High-Volume Re-Fracturing
% P i il = B
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§ DEC Draft SGEIS
g Impact (and Mitigation) Chapters

6.1 WATER RESOURCES 6.6 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS =
6.1.1 Water Withdrawals 6.6.1 Greenhouse Gases
6.1.3 Surface Spills and Releases at the Well Pad 6.6.2 Emissions from Oil and Gas Operations

6.1.4 Groundwater Impacts Associated With Well Drilling ggi Em!ss!onsRS:urce Characterization
and Construction .6.4 Emission Rates

6.6.5 Drilling Rig Mobilization, Site Prep. and Demobilization
6.6.6 Completion Rig Mobilization and Demobilization

6.6.7 Well Drilling

6.6.8 Well Completion

6.6.9 Well Production

6.6.10 Summary of GHG Emissions

6.7 CENTRALIZED FLOWBACK WATER SURFACE IMPOUND...
6.8 NATURALLY OCCURRING RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS

6.1.11 Degradation of New York City’s Drinking Water Supply = 6.9 VISUAL IMPACTS
6.10 NOISE

6.2 FLOODPLAINS g
6.11 ROAD USE E
=

i

6.1.5 Hydraulic Fracturing Procedure

6.1.6 Waste Transport

6.1.7 Centralized Flowback Water Surface Impoundments
6.1.8 Fluid Discharges

6.1.9 Solids Disposal

6.1.10 Potential Impacts to Subsurface NYC Water Supply
Infrastructure

P R e |
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6.X PRIMARY AND PRINCIPAL AQUIFERS
6.12 COMMUNITY CHARACTER IMPACTS
6.3 FRESHWATER WETLANDS . 6.12.1 Land Use Patterns

6.4 ECOSYSTEMS AND WILDLIFE 6.12.2 Environmental Justice
6.13 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

6.4.1 Invasive Species

6.4.2 Centralized Flowback Water Surface Impoundments 6.13.1 Site-Specific Cumulative Impacts

6.5 AIR QUALITY 6.14 SEISMICITY

= 6.13.2 Regional Cumulative Impacts
6.5.1 Regulatory Analysis i 6.14.1 Hydraulic Fracturing-Induced Seismicity
-

6.5.2 Air Quality Impact Assessment 6.14.2 Summary of Potential Seismicity Impacts

3
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a E 2.1.22Fluid Rer L d Ultimate Disposition of Returned Fluids Division of Mineral Resources
| 5 Bureau of Oil and Gas Regulation
E.:L D 2.1.2.3 Trade Se ormulas or Constituents 625 Broadway, Third Floor
'I,E E 2.1.24ReFracn Albany, NY 12233-6500
] ¥ 2.1.3 well Testir « "
- _awe Select “bookmark
— [ 2.1.5 well Pluggi Prepared by:
[ 2.1.6 well Density A h d A A h
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K 2.0 cEoLOGY to p I C O r e a I n g Wlt Bureau of Oil & Gas Regulation
NYSDEC Division of Mineral Resources
m 4.0 POTEMTIAL ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
m 4.1 Maise, Yisual and Air Quality Impacts Cu rSO r
m 4.1.1 Noise Impacts February 6, 2009
K 4.1.2 visual Impacts
[ 4.1.3 Air Quality Impacts
m 4.1.3.1 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
[ 4.2 water Resources
m 4.2.1 Water Withdrawals
[ 4.2.1.1 Susquehanna River Basin 2
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[ El EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
El 1.0 INTRODUCTION
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[l 1.2 Regulatory Jurisdiction
] 1.3 Project Location
[l 1.4 State Environmental Quality Review Act
[l 1.4.1 Well Permit applications and the Environmental Review Process
[l 1.4.2 SEQRA and Leasing of State Land for Oil and Gas Developrment
[l 1.5 Fipeline Regulation
[l 2.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION
[ 2.1 Natural Gas Drilling and Production
[l 2.1.1 Harizontal Drilling
K212 Hydraulic Fracturing
[ 2.1.2.1 Fluid Handling at the \Wwell Site
[l 2.1.2.2 Fluid Removal Frarm Well Site and Ultimate Disposition of Returned Fluids
2.1.2.3 Trade Secret Status of Additive Formulas or Constituents
El 2,1,2.4 Re-Frachuring
D L3 Vel TEstng b
[l 2.1.4 Matural Gas Production
[l 2.1.5 Well Plugging
K] 2.1.5 well Density
F 2.0 GEOLOGY
[l 4.0 POTEMTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL
[l 4.1 Moise, Yisual and air Quality Impacts
[E] 4,1.1 Noise Impacts
[l 4,1.2 Yisual Impacts
] 4.1.3 air Quality Impacts
[l 4.1.3.1 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
E] 4.2 water Resources
[l 4,2.1 Water Withdrawals
[l 4.2.1,1 Susquehanna River Basin v

2.1.2.4 Re-Fracturing

Notification to and approval by the Department have not been required for routine well workover
of servicing operations that do not result in alterations to a well’s downhole casing configuration
of designated use and stafus.

* Becanse of the possibility, not addressed in the GEIS, for additional high-velume
Rydraulic fractmring subsequent ro the inirial well completion, the dSGELS will address
the potential impacts of re_fracturing wells and will evaluate the need for addifional
procedures to avoid or mitigate such impacrs.

2.1.3 Well Testing

Wells are typically tested after drilling and stimulation to determine their productivity. economic
viability, and design criteria for a pipeline gathering system if one needs to be constructed. Ifno
gathering line exists, well testing necessitates that produced gas be flared. Regulations require
the Department’s approval for any flaring longer than a 48-hour cleanup period after completion
or stimulation plus a 24-hour test period. Flare approvals typically require (1) notification to the
appropriate Division of Mineral Resources field office. local officials. law enforcement. fire
departments and adjacent landowners. (2) adequate wellhead design and equipment to control the
well. (3) proper fluids handling and disposal. (4) proper construction and maintenance of flare
equipment to prevent damage to surrounding vegetation. (5) minimization of night flaring to the
extent practical and (6) an on-site presence by company personnel.

= The dSGEIS will consider whether any aspects of testing shale wells after high-
velume hydranlic fracinring warrant additional regulatory control.

1.1.4 Narural Gas Production

After stimulation and testing. completion equipment and any fracturing fluid tanks are removed
and a production wellhead and gas gathering system are installed. As described in Chapter 10 of
the GEIS. various gas treatment equipment may also be required to remove water and impurities
from the extracted gas so that it is suitable for sale into a transmission pipeline. A brine tank will
be installed on site if necessary. The storage of production brine in on-sife pits has been
prohibited in New York since 1984,

Any pits used for drilling or stimulation operations are reclaimed and the site is re-graded to the
extent feasible to match it to the adjacent terrain. Department inspectors visit the site to confirm
full restoration of areas not needed for production.

The GEIS states that "[PJroducing wells and their associated facilities usually cover only 10 to
15 percent of the original drillsite."> This statement was based on single-well drill pads.
Drilling of multiple wells from somewhat larger common pads is anticipated for Marcellus Shale
development.
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EHE] Chapter 1 INTRODUCTION
E 11 Description of the Proposed Action

>

TR

Some parameters found in analytical results are due to additives used in fracturing. some are due

to reactions between different additives. while others may have been mobilized from within the

[E] 1.2 Regulatory Jurisdiction h formation; still other parameters may have been contributed from more than one source. Further
E 13 Project Location Ty p e S e a rc te rl I I study would be required to identify the specific origin of each parameter.
= |[| 1.4 State Ervironmental Quality Review Act

. . .
[E] 1.4.1 Generic Environmental Irnpact Statement (GEIS) ( “ n It rO q u I n O I I n e” )
E] 1.4.2 Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement (SGEIS)
[E] 1.4.3 ‘well Permit Applications and the Environmental Refliew Process h e re . m;mﬁp’;ﬂmmf ﬁ:‘mﬁwm based on
Y] ogdsgeischapz.pf
B El Chapter 2 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION
El 2.1 Purpose CAS# Parameter Name Number of of Min Median Max Units

[E] 2.2 Public Meed and Benefit Pro bably Want to SearCh ijg'r o 1 } g? igf 13?

El 2.3 Project Location

AR T R R R

%] 2.4 £ N 3 Fluorcbiphenyl" 1 1 7 il 7
4 Erwironmental Setting - . I 1.F]:;$E§i’ 1 ! 1 T23 723 723
[E] 2.4.1 water Use Classifications e ntl re d 0 C u I I I e nt at . 00056 +Hiroquinoline- | -owde | ‘? ‘? :%; 13_‘9088 4::3:
[ 2.4.2 water Quality Standards 00067641 | Acetone 3 1 sl 581 681
5 BB -//ft d t t /d m / Alkalinity, Carbozate, 5 CaCO3 31 5 49 9 117
& 2.4.3 Drinking wiater ftp . . eC . S a e . n . u S n 07435.90-5 | Alumimum 29 3 008 0.09 12
¥ 2.4.3.1 Federal 07440-36-0 | Antimony 19 1 0.6 0.26 0.26

5432 Naw York Stats 07664417 | Aqueous ammoma 28 25 12.4 58.1 382
: download/OGASGEISFull.pdf | == R
=E] 2.4.4 Public water Systems b 07440-39-3 | Barum 34 34 0.553 6615 | 15700
: o ; 00071432 | Benzene 28 14 15.7 4795 1950
E 2441 Primary and Principal Aquife = % % 0 64 s 1708
5 [E] 2.4.4.2 Public Water Supply Wells Biochemical Oxygen Demand 19 28 3 1745 4450

- m 2.4.4.3 New York City Watershed 3241;48;; :1;(;@ - Ei ; (;,1(33}9 qui Eé;
[E] 2.4.5 Private Water Wells and Domestic-Supply Springs 24859679 | Bromude T [ 1; 3 616 307
[l 2.4.6 History of Drilling and Hydraulic Fracturing in Water Supply Areas
=} [l 2.4.7 Regulated Drainage Basing * Table 5.9 was provided by URS Corporation (based on data submitted to DEC) with the following note: Information presented

15 based on limited data from Pennsylvania and West Virginia. Characteristics of flowback from the Marcellus Shale in New

E] 2.4.7.1 Delaware River Basin York are expected to be similar to flewhack from Pennsylvania and West Virginiz, but not idensical. Tn addition. the raw data

[ 2.4.7 2 Susqueharna River Basin for these tables came from several sowrces, with likely varying desrees of reliabulity. Also, the analytica] methods used were
not all the same for given parameters. Sometimes laboratones need to use different anzlytical methods depending on the
] 2.4.7.3 Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin consistency and qualty of the sample; sometimes the laboratories are only requred to provide a certain level of accuracy.
E] .48 Water R o S Therefore, the method detection limits may be different. The quality and composition of flowback from 2 single well can also
ot GHENET (MESTUIREES |MEEIEISET change within 3 few days soon after the well is fractured. This data does not control for any of these variables
=& 2,4.9 Floodplains v 1 Resulated under phencls.
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——  Public Hearings, Written Comments
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. Your presumed goal
— to get your comments on the formal record

==  —to influence the DEC decision
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DEC’s responses to comments

(see http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/56407.html)

Sm—

Must the lead agency respond to all comments raised?

» The lead agency must respond to substantive comments.

|
i

> General statements of objection or support should be noted in the comment summary, but §
need no response. |

data, need no response.

» The lead agency may choose to group comments by topic, and respond only once for each
topic, so that responses in the final EIS are not repetitive.

Speculative comments, or assertions that are not supported by reasonable observations or E

Who decides what comments are "substantive," requiring response?
» The lead agency decides.

How does the lead agency decide which comments are substantive for Final SGEIS?
» Assesses the relevance of the comments to identified impacts, alternatives and mitigation
» Do the comments raise important, new environmental issues, not previously addressed.

» Is clarification of scientific terms, concepts or data interpretation necessary? Minor
corrections, typos, etc. should be corrected.

» The lead agency may choose to explain why an impact is not significant, why a particular
topic is not included in the final EIS, or how mitigations would work.

» When a subject has been raised frequently, even if “not relevant”, it is “good practice” to
address that topic at least briefly.

STAAROTIR AT VORI R0 T
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1; DEC’s response to GEIS comments (‘92)

o . Seven toplcs were ralsed SO frequently that :
the Department decided it was more efficient E
to prepare general Topical Responses instead ==
of repeatedly responding to the same points

1. Public taking without compensation =

2. Visual resources and assessment requirement —_—

3. Environmental assessment form and site-spdc permit conditions e
A

4. Access roads as part of project =R

5. Reasons for including the proposed regulations in the GEIS

6. Surface/mineral owner lease conflicts

7. Soil as a public natural resource




i, . -, = p— — ] ™ : - 1
e e, -l e e Sl A E - 1 e e

i — i

", _— . —

Public Hearings, Written Comments

== ¢ Public Hearing Schedule

Details at http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/58705.html

— October 28, Sullivan County Community College, Loch
Sheldrake, NY

— November 10, Stuyvesant High School, New York, NY
— November 12, Chenango Valley High School, Chenango =

Bridge, NY P

— November 18, Corning, NY ¢ 4




Written Comments

E T F ey « - L - - e ——— =
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e May be submitted at public hearings.

e Other written comments will be accepted by DEC through
December 31, 2009.

— Submit comments through online submission system, via email, or traditional =~
mail
e Online submissions, see http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/58705.html
e Traditional mails ATTN: dSGEIS Comments, Bureau of Oil & Gas Regulation, NYSDEC Division of

Mineral Resources, 625 Broadway, Third Floor, Albany, NY 12233-6500 ;E—
e All comments received “will be given equal consideration”. -
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= Comments/Procedures
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=4 « DEC Staff will be available prior to the start of each session to answer
individual questions about the format and contents of the draft SGEIS

e Speakers required to sign-in upon arrival and will be called in the order
registered.

- o To accommodate as many people as possible, there will be a five-minute
limit on oral presentations.

Speakers may supplement their oral presentations with written :,_
comments.

Formal presentations (Power Point, ect.) cannot be accommodated
Submitting a written comment =




