EEOB Environmental Analysis – Public Comments 
· Federal Register Notice says:
· OA welcomes comments on all four alternatives, as well as suggestions for additional alternatives. 
· Federal eRulemaking Portal: https://www.regulations.gov/commenton/OA-2026-0001-0003
·  Email:FedRegComments@oa.eop.gov. Include docket number OA-2026-0001 in the subject line of the message.
· Template language. Please personalize and expand! 
Public Comment Opposing the EEOB Painting Project (OA-2026-0001)
I strongly oppose the proposed painting of the Eisenhower Executive Office Building (“EEOB”) and urge OA to select the Cleaning and Lighting Alternative. [Please add any personal connection and importance of the EEOB.]
The Environmental Assessment (“EA”) acknowledges that painting the EEOB would adversely affect at least three nationally significant historic resources, while the Cleaning and Lighting Alternative would improve the building without adversely affecting historic properties. OA has not adequately justified choosing an alternative that causes harm when a viable, less harmful alternative is available.
The project’s stated purpose is to “better align the building’s visual character with that of the White House.” This is an aesthetic preference, not a demonstrated need to repair the building. The EEOB’s distinctive gray granite exterior is integral to its historic character and significance as an exemplar of French Second Empire architecture. Painting the building white would fundamentally alter its appearance and diminish its historic value.
The EA also acknowledges that the paint’s reversibility is uncertain. Critical testing results have not been made publicly available, and the EA identifies unresolved questions about the coating’s compatibility with granite, cleaning methods, and potential damage during removal. Preliminary testing did not establish that painting can be safely reversed without harming the historic façade.
Moreover, the EA does not adequately address the project’s long-term burdens, including annual washing and maintenance, recurring scaffolding, potential damage from scaffolding attachments, security concerns, and impacts on nearby occupants and daycare users. The Area of Potential Effects is also too narrow to capture all affected historic properties, and the partial-painting alternative would still cause adverse effects.
The proposed mitigation measures are inadequate and inappropriate. Scanning and photographing the building cannot preserve the original granite appearance or undo physical damage. Documentation is not a substitute for avoiding harm when a no-adverse-effect alternative is available.
I urge OA to reject the painting proposal, select the Cleaning and Lighting Alternative, fully disclose all testing results, and expand its analysis of potentially affected historic properties. The EEOB is an irreplaceable National Historic Landmark whose preservation should not be sacrificed to accommodate a presidential aesthetic preference.
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