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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Camulative Impacts
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B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include:
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Camaulative Impacts
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4 —1 agree with the approach, including:
*  The methods as described
= Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
* The spatial boundaries for this assessment
*  The temporal boundaries for this assessment

1 agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:
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agree with the approach, ncluding:
= The methods as described

Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
The spatial boundaries for this assessment
The temporal boundaries for this assessment
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(zdrh:z{'j 0"\&( m)’ reo\ol e
l 5 g § Img‘ ) ahin, .

Q\fﬁ* L@ o R oo\f\} St of%du?\m? }?

%w-\ JQL\V\ u-—pj Eﬁb‘ﬂ \Q -Sam '\ID e \f\*&o._okwl

2 -ldon’t have an opinion because I need more information, which is:
P e <wxact
=g \,\:k EXV TS .

mog \)“Qb
1 — I believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

(One mmmﬁ le& ‘5%

M&mw.‘@m, oo o A&Jehm@' M E€$>£)AW
g Weagthe | e ore._ g (‘“«gw\&mg MY are

B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include: —-—?-
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumaulative Impacts
Assessment (please circle one):

4 — 1 agree with the approach, including:
» The methods as described
*  Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
»  The spatial boundaries for this assessment
»  The temporal boundaries for this assessment

3 — 1 agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
Assessment {please circle one):

@agree with the approach, including:
= The methods as described
Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
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*  The spatial boundaries for this assessment
*  The temporal boundaries for this assessment
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3 - I agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:

2 —1don’t have an opinion because I need more information, which is:

1 — I believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

Reasonably Foresceable Future Actions (RFF As) that should be added include:
Project/Action Location Timeframe Degree of Certainty
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumulative Empacts
Assessment (please circle one):

4 -] agree with the approach, including:
»  The methods as described
»  Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
» The spatial boundaries for this assessment
»  The temporal boundaries for this assessment

@ I agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporai boundaries. My suggested changes are:

2 — 1 don’t have an opinion because I need more information, which is;

1 — 1 believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include:
Project/Action Location Timeframe Degree of Certainty
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
Assessment (please circle one):
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4 -1 agree with the approach, including:
*  The methods as described
»  Which resources to address in the cumnulative impacts assessment
*  The spatial boundaries for this assessment
*  The temporal boundaries for this assessment

Q} agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial bounéaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:
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2 — 1 don't have an opinion because | need more information, which is:

1 — 1 believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include:
Project/Action Location Timeframe Degree of Certainty
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
Assessment (please circle one):

4 — 1 agree with the approach, including:
v  The methods as described
»  Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
»  The spatial boundaries for this assessment
»  The temporal boundaries for this assessment

3 —1agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:

2 —1don’t bave an opinion because I need more information, which is:

I —1believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include:
Project/Action Location Timeframe DPegree of Certainty
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
Assessment (please circle one):

gree with the approach, including:
*  The methods as described
Which resources to address in the cumnulative impacts assessment

=
»  The spatial boundaries for this assessment
*  The temporal boundaries for this assessment

3 — 1 agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources to consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:

2 — I don't have an opinion because I need more information, which is:

1 — I believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include:
Project/Action Location Timeframe Degree of Certainty
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A. Your level of acceptance of the approach for conducting the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts
Assessment (please circle one): L

4 — 1 agree with the approach, including: .
¢k w  The methods as described pad G’
»  Which resources to address in the cumulative impacts assessment
w & = The spatial boundaries for this assessment
ok * The temporal boundaries for this assessment

3 ~ 1 agree in principle with the approach, but suggest changes in the resources fo consider, the
spatial boundaries, and/or the temporal boundaries. My suggested changes are:
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2 — I don’t have an opinion because | need more information, which is:

1 — I believe the methodology is seriously flawed because:

B. Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions (RFFAs) that should be added include:;
Project/Action Location Timeframe Degree of Certainty
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