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UNIT.D .TAT.. O.PARTM.NT OF COMMBAC.
N8cto".1 Oc..nl~ .nd A~D8ph.rlc AdmlnI8~.I:1Dn
We8hlngton. O.C. ;a0230

OFFIl;E OF TMe ~Ne;AA.L. COUNSEL.

DEC 2arJ2

Mr. Cr;Ule Miller, Esq.
Office of tt~ G~J)eral CouJ).o;el
Fe&ral E~rg~ncy Managemtnt Agency
500 C Street, S. w.
W~shingt()n, D.C. 20472

Dear Mr. Miner:

c, ,
I am writing to l1lelmri.1lize cofiversarions wirh rl1e staff of rbe Federal Elnergency M&lagenleTIt
Agency (FEMA) concenlmg the OpportUT)jty to subt.rit agency (;c.)nnt~lts on tile MjJJennium
Pipe1iIle CoU1ptUly's ad~trutjve uppe.aJ file<J WJder the C,Oa.-;titl mne Mlmitgement Act
(CZMA), 16 USC 1451 et ~q-, 'dI\U currently pe;nding hefore. tile Secretary ()fO)IT\T~rce- The
National Oceanic and Atm:>sphel'ic Administration (NOM) undertakes many aspects of tl1e
CZMA appeals process on be1la1i. of tIle Secretary , and in tlris capacity scnt out letters on
Septen)}x:;r 26, 2002, re.yllCSLi11g COllillJenLS on lilt Millerwiuni aJ.'Ipealii'oill illtet'ested fel.lc.r.1J
agencies. (See 15 C,.F.R. §930.128(c).) At tbe tin~. FEMA was not considered likely to have art
interest in t~ Miiknoium ctppe..'t1.uw tllerefore did not receive a k',tter inviting coill[OOnt.

On NoveTrtOOr 19,2002, ntforrr1atlo1l wU.o; received in4icatit)g tlk"t FEMA had becll asked
rreviou~Jyhy another federal agenl:y to ~valW1t~ th~ {J()t~ntia) impilCt ()fMillem}iwn's pro{J().'ied
pipclinc on cvacuation routes for the Indian Point nuclear power plant. 'fhe infc>nnntion
suggested tl1at FEMA 1l1a}' 11ave an intet'eSt in Millenniunl' s pending adn1init\trutiv~ uppeul.
Consequ~ntly. T contact~d V cnles",a Qunl1} and LiI)da Davis of FEMA to inquire as to whether tIle
agency was interested in Ruhrnitting co~nt~ tO NOM tor inclusion in the Mil1ew1iUJ1l appeal
uilininistrativ~ r~cord. J explanled procedural aspects of the pending appeal and referenced the
DepartIrent of Connnerce CZMA we~itt (www.ogc.doc.,I{Ov/clma.htm) tor funher infonnation.
In parti(;ul'lJr , fur background in!onnation on issues relevant to the Secretury' 1; d~<:i~ion, I noted
OOth the Septe~r 9, 2002 Ft:dt:rC11 Rt:gil\tt.-7IlQlicc alld Lhe lellefs (dated Septenlher 26, 2002)
sent to federal agencies requesting co~nt~ on the appeal. Subsequently,l was info~d that
you would re-'ip<md to my nlqlliry.

On November 25, 2002, you left a ~$~ag~ aJVi81t\g that FEMA requested until
December 6, 2002, to r~vl~w ildonnation ill the Millennium uppeaJ reCl.)rd, and tO submit any
(;OU~lt~ for t1lC appeal. Given the late P<)int iTl thG agcncy CO1l1WCnt peri(~ at which FEMA
wa~ COTltacted concerning possible COl11lnenr, 1 adviseU' on Novemrer 26, 2002, that NOAA



~2.

w()llld extend the agency COilll~nt deadline t(Jr FEMA as requested. You al!)o c(mfinr~ that
any (;o~nts ,-;uhmitted from FEMA would reflect the views of the agency, as oppo~d to a
particular office.

'Thank you for yo\U. prompt reply to my iIl4lljry. Please contact ~ if you have an~ question.~

concenling this letter. I

s~
Br~tnde1l S. Blum

Senior Counselor


