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Comment(s)

FL1

Form Letter — Conservation Colorado

FL1a
FL1b

FL1c

FL1d

FL1e

Dear Mrs.:

The future of northwest Colorado's wildlife, wildlands, and outdoor economy are important to
me and so I appreciate the opportunity to provide public comment on the Bureau of Land
Management's (BLM) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Gateway
South Transmission Line.

Both the applicant proposed and agency preferred routes present a number of problems due to
the fact that the site of the transmission line is proposed predominantly in undeveloped public
Ilands. It makes far more sense for BLM and PacifiCorp to utilize corridors with existing
disturbances such as Highway 13 and Highway 40, along with existing power line right-of-ways.
These recommendations, included in Alternative WY CO-D-1, should be adopted into the Final
EIS.

The preferred alternative in the DEIS would not only lead to the degradation of the visual

resources along the Little Snake River bluffs and Cross Mountain Wilderness Study Area, it

would also destroy and disturb wildlife habitat in a relatively remote area and heavily impact the

Lower Little Snake, Deep Canyon and Simsberry Draw Lands with Wilderness Character Units
| and a substantial amount of acreage of Preliminary Priority Greater sage grouse habitat.

BLM should also utilize Secretarial Order 3330 when analyzing this project proposal. Utilizing
landscape-level mitigation is critical when dealing with such a large and far ranging project such
as Gateway South. In particular, BLM should designate Areas of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACECs) and backcountry-focused Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs) as
mitigation for the lands impacted by the transmission line.

I also urge BLM to be cognizant and respectful to private property owners along all proposed
routes, especially those that have placed their property under conservation easements in order to
protect the wildlife resources unique and important to Coloradans.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

FL1a

FL1b

FL1c

FL1d

FL1e

Appendix P — Public Comments and Agency Responses on the Draft EIS and LUPAs
Response(s)

The first two criteria considered by PacifiCorp, doing business as Rocky Mountain
Power (Applicant), when identifying preliminary alternative routes during their initial
feasibility studies conducted by the Applicant included (1) presence of designated or
proposed utility corridors and (2) presence of other existing linear facilities. During
their review of the alternative routes, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and U.S.
Forest Service (USFS) have endeavored to maintain the use of federally designated
utility corridors and the use of federal lands to the extent possible (i.e., where suitable
when reviewing for environmental, geographic, or engineering/electric system
reliability concerns). However, federal land is not contiguous. Ultimately, the BLM and
USFS selection of the preferred alternative must be based on resource sensitivities and
resource issues.

Comment and route preference noted. See also response to Comment FL1a.

Impacts on views from the Cross Mountain Wilderness Study Area were assessed in
Section 3.2.18 and supported by a simulation developed from Key Observation Point
#299 (East Cross Mountain River Access) in Appendix M. Effects on scenic quality
along the Little Snake River is discussed broadly in Section 3.2.18; and due to the
presence of non-wilderness study area lands with wilderness characteristics adjacent
to the river, in further detail in Section 3.2.16. The impacts on the Lower Little Snake,
Deep Canyon, and Simsberry Draw lands with wilderness characteristics inventory
units are discussed in Section 3.2.14. Project effects on priority sage-grouse habitat are
discussed in Section 3.2.8.

See next page for response to Comment FL1d.

See next page for response to Comment FL1e.
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Comment(s)

FL1

Form Letter — Conservation Colorado (cont.)

FL1d

FL1e

Appendix P — Public Comments and Agency Responses on the Draft EIS and LUPAs
Response(s) - continued

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) contains mitigation measures designed
to avoid, reduce, or minimize moderate or high impacts on a variety of resources.

Per Appendix E of the Final EIS, the sequence of mitigation action for any resource
impacts would be the mitigation hierarchy (avoid, minimize, rectify, reduce or
eliminate over time, compensate) as identified by the White House Council on
Environmental Quality (40 Code of Federal Regulations 1508.20) and BLM’s Draft -
Regional Mitigation Manual Section 1794. That is, the priority is to mitigate impacts
at the site of the activity (in conformance with the land-use plan goals and objectives)
through impact avoidance, minimization, rectification, and reduction over time of the
impact, including those measures described in laws, regulations, policies, and land-
use plans. When these types of mitigation measures are not sufficient to ameliorate
anticipated direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts and substantial or significant
residual impacts remain, additional measures to reduce these residual impacts to
meet applicable land-use plan goals and objectives would be required (compensatory
mitigation). Based on the analysis in the EIS, the BLM, in coordination with
cooperating agencies, will make a determination if compensatory mitigation measures
are necessary for any resource and, if so, will establish resource-specific guidelines
for application and enforcement of these measures in the Record of Decision. BLM
intends to use a third-party Compliance Inspection Contractor to monitor and enforce
the requirements of the right-of-way grant. Compliance information prepared by the
Compliance Inspection Contractor is made available, as part of the public record by
project, for review.

Potential impacts on conservation easements identified within the 2-mile-wide
alternative route study corridor are documented in Section 3.2.15. The management
prescriptions of these conservation easements have been considered in the analysis.
Where possible, the alternative routes and route variations have been adjusted to
avoid direct impacts on these easements. If the alternative route or route variation
would impact an easement, selective mitigation measures (e.g., seasonal limitations on
construction) have been identified to reduce impacts on the easement.
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Comment(s)

FL1

Form Letter — Conservation Colorado (cont.)

Dear Mrs. — Form Letter One - Index

Akers-Lewis, Anne
Allee, Lisa
Anderson, Jon
Anderson, Kayce
Anderson, Kristen
Arden, Terra
Armstrong, John
Arndt, Laura
Asnicar, Elizabeth
Audesirk, Teresa
Babcock, Reb
Back, H
Backlund, J
Bailey, J

Baker, M

Barr, D

Barrett, W
Behrens, Carla
Benham, Judy
Black, Karina
Bopardikar, Christine
Bossert, Elizabeth
Bradt, Barbara
Brazy, Roberto
Bremner, Steve
Briscoe, Rochelle
Bronner, Dennis
Bronzan, C.T.
Brookstein, Jesse
Brown, Mike
Burnett, Robert
Burns, David
Burns, Robert
Bushnell, Martha
Butler, William
Carnein, Carol
Carper, Robert
Carr, Kathleen
Carren, Claire
Carson, Catherine
Carter, Beth
Carter, Grace
Cerise, Jessica

August 13, 2014

Chambers, Leland
Chandranatha, Rakesh
Chockla, Bill
Christian, Kathryn
Church, Mary Lou
Cipperly, Carolyn
Cleavenger, Brad
Cleveland, J
Cline, David
Colleran, Patrick
Collins, Teresa
Cone, Janice
Connor, Carol
Cornell, Jennifer
Cortez, Kristin
Cote, Diane
Coulter, Sara
Cunningham, Kirkwood
Curtin, Linda
Davis, CJ

Davis, Kathy
Dean, S
DeAntoni, Carol
Dewey, N

Du Mont, Lynette
Duell, C

Dvorak, Bill
Eckler, J
Edgerton, Craig
Edwards, M
Elam, Marianne
Ellenberger, D
Engelman, Beth
Evans, C

F., Amy

Farthing, S
Fenster, Dustin
Field, B
Fox-Perry, Judy
Frankell, L

Freed, Emily
Freestone, M
Friestad, John

Frohboese, Karil
Fuller, S

Garcia, Trish
Gibas, L

Giese, Mark
Goodrich, L
Groll, Stacie
Hansen, A
Harden, Ronald
Harding, S
Harlow, Nancy
Hart, K
Hastings, Neil
Hayes, J
Heinrichsdorff, Gernot & Ave
Henderson, D
Henke, Charlene
Hieber, LD
Hillesland, Lisa
Hillman, J
Hillson, Miriam
Hoehlein, J
Hoffmann, John
Homdahl, K
Huber, Diane
Hvoslef, E

lkeda, Ginger
ImMasche, S
Ingham, Lula Kay
Ingram, K
Isaacs, John
Jacobson, Art
Jaime, N
Jakson, T
Jenkins, William
Jennemann, D
Johnson, Stephanie
Jorgenson, C
Kassoff, Jason
Keefe, C

Keller, A.

Keogh, T
Khristoforov, Mylee

Appendix P — Public Comments and Agency Responses on the Draft EIS and LUPAs

Dear Mrs. — Form Letter One - Index

King, Fiona

Kirk, J

Kirkpatrick, Jon
Koeheler, L

Korte, Mary

Koss, J
Krueger-Koplin, Suzanne
Ku, M

Kurtz, Maya
Lampke, K

Leigh, Tracy
Levitt, R

Lewis, Mac

Lilly, N

Lisowski, Lois
Little, W
Livingston, Joe
Loeb, L

Loza, Michelle
Luetkemeir, K
MacCarthy, Robert
Mackey, Angie
MacTavish, J
Magnuson, Barbara
Marquardt, M
Marxuach, Antonio
Massaro, R
Masters, Laura
Masters, Pam
Masur, James
Mateja, B
Mattingly, Georgia
McAffee, O
McCoy, Hazel
McCune, S
McElnea, Barbara
McGinty, A
McGrew, Joanne
McGuire, M
McHenry, Sue
McKee, R
McMath, Stephen
McMurray, T

August 13, 2014

Melamed, P
Mendez, Javier
Merrill, N
Michl, S

Miller, J

Miller, L
Miterko, N
Mohanty, L
Monaco, C
Monroe, V
Moore, T
Morris, R
Mountford, M
Murphy, S
Murray, S
Myers, J
Nading, Toni
Nardell, Jason
Nazzaro, A
Neal, N
Nedell, S
Nethers, J

Nix, Brenda
O'Brien, B
O'Keeffe, Jennifer
Oken, T

Olin, Lois
Olson, D

Ortiz, Erik

P. E.

Pace, S
Paden, Donald
Pargiter, J
Parker, Doug & Jan
Parker, N
Peirce, S
Pena, Lizette
Persico, Y
Peszek, Iza
Platt, C
Plutschuck, Donna
Porcher, J
Powers, Linda

Quinlan, Lola
Raitman, B
Ralston, Aron
Ray, S

Reeves, Peggy
Rosa, N

Rose, Katheryn
Ross, G
Rutigliano, Janet
Ryan, D

Ryan, Robert
Sabin, J
Saccardi, John
Saunders, G
Scheib, Curtis
Scheller, S
Schimberg, Tim
Schmidt, C
Shafroth, Catherine
Shemo, B
Shepard, Randall
Shotwell, A
Shulman, Joseph
Singer, D
Singer, Paige
Sisk, S

Slivka, Terri
Smith, D

Smith, Jean
Smith, L

Soto, Elaine
Spain, J

Speer, Greg
Spence, L

Stark, Erin

Starr, L

Starrs, Tanai
Staufer, J
Stevens, Amanda
Steward, J
Stimac, Vickie
Storey, P

Stout, Greg
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Comment(s)

FL1

Form Letter — Conservation Colorado (cont.)

Dear Mrs. — Form Letter One - Index

Tagge, Betty
Talbot, E

Teklu, Axum
Tempelman, S
Theelen, Aimee
Thompson, S
Thrailkill, James
Thurston, J
Titone, Theresa
Tixier, S

Tobin, Dan
Toretta, R
Trench, Karen
Tripp, T
Twelvetrees, Jennifer
Uehelher, W
Vance, Priscilladean
VanFleet, J
Vena, Skip
Victor, J

Voss, Stephanie
Vyhnal, Kristin
Wagpner, J
Walker, Mike
Weber, G

Welch, Patricia
White, W
Whitmore, Dara
Wilkop, L

Wilsey, Lynn
Woodmansee, S
Yazzie, Genevive
Yazzie, J
Yeomans, Gary
Yeomans, Gary
Zavattero, Cameron
Zimmerman, J

August 13, 2014

Appendix P — Public Comments and Agency Responses on the Draft EIS and LUPAs
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Comment(s)

FL2

Postcard — Conservation Colorado

FL2a

Dear Acting Director Welch,

I'm writing you about the proposed Gateway South Transmission Line Project. As | understand it, the BLM
state directors of WY, UT and CO will have a great deal of influence on the route location and mitigation
programs in final plan. After seeing the lands in Moffat County that would be impacted by these
transmission lines and understanding the potential effects on sage grouse and lands with wilderness
character, | am concerned with the preferred alternative. Instead of permitting a route in undeveloped
country, | believe in the final plan, BLM should select the least environmentally damaging route along
Colorado Highway 13. Our sagebrush seas are of critical importance to a great number of species and at a
time when so many are in trouble, | trust BLM will do what's right and protect the few remaining areas from

further development.

Sincerely, ;

Name: > |/ 3 = > (\,_/
Address: ([0 Teslowo o 7y Conservation Colorado
City, State, Zip: - S , 4 ‘\, D) ConservationCO.org
Email: WA Y CLD e . (oinn

Phone: .| /¢ \ bl U 7791?5 (

Conservation Colorado will deliver all postcards to intended recipient(s).
Signing this postcard implies consent to be added to Conservation
Colorado’s email and mailing lists. We will not give out your contact information
for any reason.

FL2a

Appendix P — Public Comments and Agency Responses on the Draft EIS and LUPAs
Response(s)

The first two criteria considered by the Applicant when identifying preliminary
alternative routes during their initial feasibility studies conducted by the Applicant
included (1) presence of designated or proposed utility corridors and (2) presence of
other existing linear facilities. During their review of the alternative routes, the BLM
and USFS have endeavored to maintain the use of federally designated utility corridors
and the use of federal lands to the extent possible (i.e., where suitable when reviewing
for environmental, geographic, or engineering/electric system reliability concerns).
However, federal land is not contiguous. Ultimately, the BLM and USFS selection of
the preferred alternative must be based on resource sensitivities and resource issues.

Final EIS and Proposed LUPAs for the Energy Gateway South Transmission Project
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Comment(s)

FL2

Post Card — Conservation Colorado (cont.)

Conservation Colorado - Form Letter Two - Index
May 22, 2014

Walters, Lauren
Skowrorski, C.J.
Smith, Nancy
Walters, Olivia
Walters, Will

Barr, Amy
Tannenbaum, Jalsuie
Cortez, Kristin
Gustin, Marjorie
Huyler, Frank
Kennedy, Andy
Jair, Carla

Carson, Catherine
Hoob, Steve
Hagenbuch, Todd
Spezia, John
Rogers, Emilie
Vandesteene, Dana
Fortier, Denise
Decker, Steve
Tucer, Julie

Crites, Susan
Stocker, Robert
Stocker, Nancy
Bruce, Susan
Collins, Ken

Ford, Kall

Collins, Carol
Woodmause, Sarah
Seivka, Juli

Woodmanola, Katherine

Jones, Judy
Maynard, Carol
Harbule, Steve
Irons, Bill
Ebeosole, Jim
Phipps, Alan
Schaenecker, Bill
Hale, Jennifer
McKim, Michelle
Jones, Richard
Wright, Dan
Hudson, Stephanie
Schroeder, David

Harris, Edson
Plybon, Jon
Steiner, Noreen
Plybon, Sandra
Fielder, Adrian
Evitt, Jason
Harris, Mary
Kurt, Carol
Malone, Devia
Lichel, Tay
Liebel, P.

Vidal, Linda
Faison, S.Lane
Huggins, Jamie
Rehweldt, Ellen
Brandon, C.
Bachman, Geneieve
Spencer, Emily
Bachman, H.Adele
Hale, Royce
Schroeder, Virginia
Ringler, Michael
Wedman, Clara
Billings, George
Kaplin, Shara
Moffatt, Dean
Brandon, Cherye
Jauhola, Chris
Wildzen, Joe
Pilzs, Elaine
Bonnet, Carol
Burch, Janice
Olson, Brian
Buster, Katey
Parker, Fran
Schunk, Sherry
Kelleher, Cathy
Phil, Elaine
Olson, Jayce
McDuff, Charles
Cadil, Judith
Corde, Peter
Wharton, Del
Cordel, Judy

Lanci, Jesse
Hayden, Luke
Eark, Debbie
Knight, Susan
Kappe, Robert
McDuff, Dan
Potyen, Paul
Leon, Samuel
Sandmann, Mary
Fineran, Marilyn
Wall, G.
Morrison, Richard
Condon, Thomas
Hughes, Barbara
Mitchell, Ron
Morrison, Helga
Heacock, Travis
Kellogg, Karen
Jones, Taylor
Magnuson, Barbara
Kimbell, Larry
Mitchell, Jeannie
Shipe, Aaron
Ferber, Dick & Donna
Sprague, Dick
Baker, Michelle
Mieder, G.
Borland, Angela
Hatch, Floyd
Gene, Judi
Brummert, Karl
Hartmann, Anita
Burk, Abby
Larson, Tanya
Griffin, Mildred
Bailey, O’'Connor
Pedrow, Gordon

Appendix P — Public Comments and Agency Responses on the Draft EIS and LUPAs
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