
                              
   U.S. Department of Energy                           

              Categorical Exclusion Determination Form   

Program or Field Office:  
Project Title: 
Location: 

Proposed Action or Project Description:        American Recovery and Reinvestment Act: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Categorical Exclusion(s) Applied: 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
*-For the complete DOE National Environmental Policy Act regulations regarding categorical exclusions, see Subpart D of 10 CFR10 21 Click Here 
 
This action would not: threaten a violation of applicable statutory, regulatory, or permit requirements for environment, safety, and health, including DOE and/or Executive Orders; 
require siting, construction, or major expansion of waste storage, disposal, recovery, or treatment facilities, but may include such categorically excluded facilities; disturb 
hazardous substances, pollutants, contaminants, or CERCLA-excluded petroleum and natural gas products that pre-exist in the environment such that there would be uncontrolled 
or unpermitted releases; or adversely affect environmentally sensitive resources (including but not limited to those listed in paragraph B.(4)) of Appendix B to Subpart D of 10 
CFR 1021). Furthermore, there are no extraordinary circumstances related to this action that may affect the significance of the environmental effects of the action; this action is not 
"connected" to other actions with potentially significant impacts, is not related to other proposed actions with cumulatively significant impacts, and is not precluded by 40 CFR 
1506.1 or 10 CFR 1021.211.  
 
Based on my review of information conveyed to me and in my possession (or attached) concerning the proposed action, as NEPA Compliance Officer (as authorized under DOE 
Order 451.1B), I have determined that the proposed action fits within the specified class(es) of action, the other regulatory requirements set forth above are met, and the proposed 
action is hereby categorically excluded from further NEPA review.   
 
NEPA Compliance Officer:       Date Determined: 
 

Comments:                     Webmaster: 
 

 
 

                
                
                
                
            

http://www.gc.energy.gov/NEPA/documents/nepa1021_rev.pdf




EECBG NEPA REVIEW DOCUMENT


mle: Churchill


DUNS #: 94376993


Granl Type (City/CO): county


Date Received: 512112009


(i) us. Deparlmint ofEnern
OCRWII


Complete~


Slate: NV


Brief Description: The project consists of replacement of 10 HVAC unil, each with aenergy
.fficlency ratio EER (.nergy efficiency ratio) of 8. along willi 115 North ADA street
($SO,78o.00)(having flV. HVAC unils totaling 15 units and approximately SOOO square feet of
office space housing the District Attorn.y's officI and Installed In 1984 also having an
SEER of 8 or I.... with those having an SEER of (17 SEER, revised from 13) or beUer. Along
with selback thennostats and economizers the percent saVings Is conservatively 25 to 35
percent


NEPA R.viewer: Jan. Summerson


NEPA D.cliion CX
(CXlEAlEIS):


CX Applied: CX· EECBG- 004
Subpart 0 Ref: B 5.1


NHPA I.sues: non.


NEPAlNHPA
Condillons: non•


.............................•......•......•.....•......•......•.....•.. ,


NEPA CompliaDce Omcer


g:tctiOD may be categorically ucluded from fUJ'tbu ""EPA rel.Vw. I bave determined tbat the
propoled actiou meets the requltemeafs for categorieal uchuion in: Subpart D, APPeJldi:I A or
B.


o Action reqaires .pproval by Head of the Field 0r&:anization. Recommend preparaUon ofan
EunrolJmeuW Asseslmeat.


o Action requlrea approval by Head ofthe Field Oq;anizattOD or a Secretarial Officer.
Recommend prep....tto. of an eovil'onmentallmpact Statement.
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