
ENEFIT AMERICAN OIL 
307 West 200 South, Suite 4005 

Salt Lake City, UT 84101 
USA 

americanoil@enefit.com 
www.enefitutah.com 

Tel 801 363 0206 
Tel  +372 715 2372 

June 10, 2016 

Ms. Stephanie Howard 
Bureau of Land Management 
170 South 500 East 
Vernal, UT 84078 

Via email to UT_Vernal_Comments@blm.gov

Dear Ms. Howard, 

On April 8, 2016, the U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management (“BLM”) published 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Enefit American Oil Utility Corridor Project (“DEIS”), 
project identification code DOI-BLM-UT-G010-2014-0007-EIS, pursuant to the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1973 (“NEPA”). Enefit American Oil (“EAO”; referred to as “the Applicant” in the DEIS) 
appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the BLM’s DEIS and respectfully submits these 
comments and requests that this letter and its attachments be included in the administrative record for the 
matter. 

I. GENERAL COMMENTS

The general comments provided in this section are larger topics that may affect multiple sections of the 
final EIS and/or record of decision. It is important to note that these comments should not be construed as 
implying that the BLM’s DEIS is deficient or warrants supplemental revision and publication. Rather, they 
are intended to improve the clarity of the BLM’s final impact analysis, as well as the defensibility of the 
BLM’s final decision on the proposal. 

Connected Action
There are two issues surrounding the BLM’s treatment of the South Project as a connected action and 
cumulative action. The first issue is regarding how the BLM came to the conclusion that the South Project 
is a connected action, and the second issue is, once that decision was made, how that determination 
affected the environmental impact analysis. Both issues are discussed in addition detail below. 

Regarding the first issue, it is important that the BLM initially makes clear for the lay-reader what the 
difference is between a connected action, a non-federal connected action, and a cumulative action (prior to 
even broaching the specifics surrounding the South Project). Following that general explanation and 
categorization, the BLM then needs to explains why the South Project is being treated as a connected 
action, and how the agency came to the conclusion that this is the proper treatment. The BLM alludes to 
this process in Section 1.2.1 Scope of Analysis, on page 1-5. However, it is not fully clear on what basis – 
the Council on Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) NEPA implementing regulations, the BLM NEPA 
Handbook (H-1790-1), relevant case law and/or other reference – the BLM made this decision. It is 
incumbent upon the BLM to disclose the basis for this determination, such that the reader has context as to 
how and why the South Project is analyzed in the manner that it is throughout the document. 

Under Section 1.2.1 Scope of Analysis, the DEIS states, 
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