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To: KenMcMulien/PAIS/NPS.
cc:

Subject: Suggestedresponseto JF's comment re: Table 8

In responseto JohnnyFrench'scommentbeginning"Table8. ComparativeSummaryof Impacts.pp.34.38.. Thetable'scomparisonof
impatsfromthe"NoAction" and"ProposedAction"alternativespresentsaproblemregardingcumulativeimpactsfromfutureactions
notyet proposed.butapparentlyconsideredreasonablylikelyto occurbythosepreparingthetable. Theproblemisoneof
consistency "

Mysuggestedresponse:

Yes.we applieda differentapproachto assessingcumulativeimpactsonNonfederalOilandGasDevelopmentcomparedto theremaining
impacttopics. Underthistopic.we assessedtheimpactonthenation'sdomesticenergysupplyin additionto theeconomicimpacton
BNP.Forthelatter,wefelt it relevantto assesstheimpactonBNPshouldadecisionto notdrill thewellsresultedinnotproceeding
with futuredevelopmentundertheNPS'sreasonablyforeseeabledevelopment(RFD)scenario.Wedonotviewthisasaproblem.

Furtherin thisparagraph.JohnnyFrenchstates: "...;cumulativeimpactsunderthe"NoAction"alternat~efromfutureoilandgas
operationsarenotmentionedhereat all." ~

Mysuggestedresponse:

Cumulativeimpactsareassessedfor eachstateandfederallyprotectedspeciesorgroupof speciesonpages70.98,withasummaryin
TablelOon pages67.70. Asynopsisof theimpactanalysisisprovidedfor theimpacttopic"StateandFederallyProtectedSpecies"in
Table8,onpage37.
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