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Dear Sir:

ln responge to your Fedaeral Register Natice of December 11,
W e note chat  vyou are correctly suggesting a BLguLflC
rulemaking (E0-12866&) . In angwer Lo your twoe guastions:

{1} Without questiong the existing rules (S50CFR600.8B03-600. 5 D
regquire major modifications or better yet rEVDCﬂClOﬂfEUEPEﬂulD‘.
(2} Great effort was taken in the Notice to point out that NMFS
tomk a "5_-Yeay Public Praseas” to adopt the Guidelines which were
acknowledged aa' flawed upen adoption in the January 17, 2002
Federal Reqlster and that numerous public were still unhappy w{th
your languayge (and at the same time the environmental groups Iy

wanted vou te djust implement without substantial change) . ‘ha
manager of this program is the exact same that took a similar
fiacco though a "S5-Year Public Procegs" with similar results
(eqg.-the Johnson's Seagrass Proposed Listing & Critical Habitat
Rulesa Docket No. 930782-3182 & Docket No. 940701-4201). J$st

concluding a rulemaking bacause you have spent cover a half decade
of taxpayers money and no one is happy 18 one reason Lo SEE‘lf
vou ¢an still fix the mess. ]
Upon publishing Lhe =2o-called "Final Rule" 17 January £2002

Lhe agendy spent about 10 Items responding Lo Comments (8 ngera
Register pages] where the public predicted massive adverse
impacts to the public over the c¢onsultation process. These
worries have come true with much expensive time of the agency
creating comments which induce much mere expensgive delays for the
affaoted govearnmants and public.
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To cpecific rules, why did you cmit revisions |to
600CFR600.10 - Definitions? In reality, you danced around this
issue in 2002 by alleging that such is & Congressional Chet
problem. Such i3 not totally true and this subsegtion needs to

be further addressed.
Both Subpart J - Purpose/Scope, Further Defimitions and Fish
Management Plans and Subpart K - Allegedly Coordination,
Consultation and Recommendations are the really expensive part|of
processg, procesg, process apnd more which nesds to he the focus af
the rulemaking.: )
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