






















From: info@gatewayeis.com
To: Gateway BLM; 
Subject: 16885  A comment from gatewayeis.com
Date: Friday, October 28, 2011 1:56:32 PM

Name:
        Shell Roberson 

Organization:
        Bell-Otte Ranch, Inc. 

Mailing Address: 
        4408 Fetterman Rd. 

Mailing Address 2: 

City:
        Garrett 

State:
        WY 

Zip:
        82058 

Daytime Phone: 

E-mail:

Confidential:
        Yes 

DEIS Location: 
        chapter Summary 

Comment:
We are completely against Segment 1E.  We do not want this transmission line, 
or any other transmission line, in our area.

#1.  Building transmission lines for wind energy, which is more expensive and 
less reliable to the consumer, is an incorrect principle.
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#2.  Your current compensation formula does not take into account future 
values and income.  We will not be fairly compensated for the loss of use of 
agriculture lands during construction, the loss of those lands from production 
due to roads and towers with pads, and the loss future values. 

#3.  Your one time payments mean that we will lose the largest percentage of 
your payment in taxes. 

#4.  You do not compensate for loss of view-shed.  That is forever lost to us.

#5.  We have spoken with our neighbors for a 50 mile radius.  The only ones 
who are interested in developing wind farms are those in the middle of the sage 
grouse core area.  They are forbidden by law to do so.  So to rape and pillage 
our ranch, when no one in our area wants or can have a wind farm, is the 
ultimate of incorrect principles, especially considering that we live in America.

#6.  To push this transmission line through faster as the request of President, to 
try to increase his approval ratings is also an incorrect principle.

#7.  You can't even access our area all winter, unless you plan to fly in to each 
pad and tower with a helicopter.  And most days in the winter, the winds are so 
bad, you can't even do that!
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
To: Gateway BLM; 
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com
Date: Friday, October 28, 2011 1:56:28 PM

Name:
        Linda Otte 

Organization:
        Bell-Otte Ranch, Inc. 

Mailing Address: 
        4408 Fetterman Rd. 

Mailing Address 2: 

City:
        Garrett 

State:
        WY 

Zip:
        82058 

Daytime Phone: 
        307-761-1820 

E-mail:

Confidential:
        Yes 

DEIS Location: 
        chapter Summary 

Comment:
We are completely against Segment 1E.  We do not want this transmission line, 
or any other transmission line, in our area.

#1.  Building transmission lines for wind energy, which is more expensive and 
less reliable to the consumer, is an incorrect principle.
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#2.  Your current compensation formula does not take into account future 
values and income.  We will not be fairly compensated for the loss of use of 
agriculture lands during construction, the loss of those lands from production 
due to roads and towers with pads, and the loss future values. 

#3.  Your one time payments mean that we will lose the largest percentage of 
your payment in taxes. 

#4.  You do not compensate for loss of view-shed.  That is forever lost to us.

#5.  We have spoken with our neighbors for a 50 mile radius.  The only ones 
who are interested in developing wind farms are those in the middle of the sage 
grouse core area.  They are forbidden by law to do so.  So to rape and pillage 
our ranch, when no one in our area wants or can have a wind farm, is the 
ultimate of incorrect principles, especially considering that we live in America.

#6.  To push this transmission line through faster as the request of President, to 
try to increase his approval ratings is also an incorrect principle.

#7.  You can't even access our area all winter, unless you plan to fly in to each 
pad and tower with a helicopter.  And most days in the winter, the winds are so 
bad, you can't even do that!
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
Sent: Thursday, August 25, 2011 8:00 PM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com

Name:
levi brackett

Organization:
C.E. Brackett cattle co.

Mailing Address:
box111

Mailing Address 2:

City:
rogerson

State:
ID

Zip:
83302

Daytime Phone:
2087319535

E mail:
lbrackett@live.com

Confidential:
No

DEIS Location:
chapter 2 section 2 page 291

Comment:
I support alternative 7J of the gateway west project. This alternative has a smaller impact

as far as who is impacted by it. going through the small community near hollister will have
a far greater impact than travelling on the state line. why go though the area that is
populated versus going through the desert. you have to think about the people in this area,
and i am one of those effected.
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From: jmclain@blm.gov
To: blm@gwcomment.com;
Subject: 16428  Fw: Gateway West Comments
Date: Thursday, August 11, 2011 12:52:47 PM

----- Forwarded by Joy Mclain/WYSO/WY/BLM/DOI on 08/11/2011 01:51 PM ----- 

             "Chris James [
             Commercial Lender
             ]"                                                         To 
             <cjames@dlevans.c         Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov
             om>                                                        cc 
                                       ksmith@dlevans.com,
             08/10/2011 09:06          kjones@dlevans.com
             AM                                                    Subject 
                                       Gateway West Comments

To whom it may concern, 

I am against the route proposed by Idaho Power. This is a public 
works project and the majority of it needs to be on public land. 
Private landowners in Southern Idaho should not be required to give 
up their valuable farm land for transmission lines that in no way 
benefit them. The power is simply passing through this area rather 
than being used to power our homes and businesses. 

I support the route that was developed and approved by the five 
counties in Southern Idaho. They worked together with multiple 
agencies to develop a transmission corridor that would channel future 
growth and transmission lines on largely public ground. 

The BLM environmental impact statement indicates that there has been 
little proven evidence that electrical fields caused by the power 
lines significantly impact humans. If that is the case, the lines 
will not significantly impact wildlife either and that should not be 
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a concern for placing the transmission lines on public land. 

However it is my feeling from my past experience and the experience 
of others that those high voltage transmission lines do negatively 
impact everything from farm equipment, to livestock, and people. 
Especially individuals with health risks and implanted cardiac 
pacemakers.

Please do not allow these transmission lines to cut our beautiful 
valley in half. Consider the approved transmission corridor 
established and supported by the five counties in Southern Idaho. 
Idaho has vast swaths of public land that should be used to support 
these public projects. In the event transmission lines do cross 
private lands. The land owners need to be appropriately compensated. 
This should be the exception rather than the rule. It is not right to 
give these power companies and transmission lines eminent domain over 
the rights of private landowners, when an alternative solution has 
already been developed and is available. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Chris James 
Commercial Loan Officer 
NMLS ID: 793790 
D.L. Evans Bank 
2281 Overland Ave. 
Burley, ID  83318 
Phone: 208-678-6000 
Fax: 208-678-6898 

The information contained in this e-mail transmission is intended 
only for the recipient named above.  If the reader of this message is 
not the intended recipient or the intended recipient's agent, you are 
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of 
the information contained in the e-mail transmission (other than to 
the intended recipient) is prohibited.  If this transmission has 
reached you in error, you are asked to notify us as soon as possible 
and destroy the e-mail documents.  Thank you for your cooperation. 
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From: jmclain@blm.gov
To: blm@gwcomment.com;
Subject: Fw: Gateway West Comments
Date: Thursday, August 11, 2011 12:49:52 PM

----- Forwarded by Joy Mclain/WYSO/WY/BLM/DOI on 08/11/2011 01:48 PM ----- 

             "Kevin Smith [
             South Burley ]"
             <ksmith@dlevans.c                                          To 
             om>                       Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov
                                                                        cc 
             08/10/2011 03:00
             PM                                                    Subject 
                                       Fwd: Gateway West Comments

      To whom it may concern, 

      I am against the route proposed by Idaho Power. This is a public 
      works project and the majority of it needs to be on public land. 
      Private landowners in Southern Idaho should not be required to give 
      up their valuable farm land for transmission lines that in no way 
      benefit them. The power is simply passing through this area rather 
      than being used to power our homes and businesses. 

      I support the route that was developed and approved by the five 
      counties in Southern Idaho. They worked together with multiple 
      agencies to develop a transmission corridor that would channel future 
      growth and transmission lines on largely public ground. 

      The BLM environmental impact statement indicates that there has been 
      little proven evidence that electrical fields caused by the power 
      lines significantly impact humans. If that is the case, the lines 
      will not significantly impact wildlife either and that should not be 
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      a concern for placing the transmission lines on public land. 

      However it is my feeling from my past experience and the experience 
      of others that those high voltage transmission lines do negatively 
      impact everything from farm equipment, to livestock, and people. 
      Especially individuals with health risks and implanted cardiac 
      pacemakers. All proposed routes other than the five county approved 
      route, 
 impacts local major highways and roads in the area by crossing or 
following the 
 right-a-ways.  They will impact the majority of the people living in 
Cassia Co at one time or an other. 

 The 5 county approved corridor is the best long term option for the Power 
Companies as well. 
 Everyone knows that other lines will be put in which will disrupt farm 
land areas next to the proposed line. 
 Costing the local area with reduced earning ability. 
 The Power Companies will have access to the 5 county corridor without any 
further conflicts. 

      Please do not allow these transmission lines to cut our beautiful 
      valley in half. Use the approved transmission corridor 
      established and supported by the five counties in Southern Idaho. 
      Idaho has vast swaths of public land that should be used to support 
      these public projects. In the event transmission lines do cross 
      private lands (This should be the exception rather than the rule), 
      the land owners need to be appropriately compensated. 

       It is not right to give these power companies and transmission lines 
      eminent domain over 
      the rights of private landowners, when an alternative solution has 
      already been developed and is available.  This is still part of 
      America, with tax paying, productive 
 Americans living here. 

      Thank you for your consideration. 

      Thanks 

      Kevin Smith 
      Senior Vice President, Senior Lender 
      D.L. Evans Bank- So. Burley #07 
      W (208) 678-6000 
      F  (208) 678-6898 
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 NMLS # 789871 

            The information contained in this e-mail transmission is 
            intended only for the recipient named above.  If the reader of 
            this message is not the intended recipient or the intended 
            recipient's agent, you are hereby notified that any 
            dissemination, distribution or copying of the information 
            contained in the e-mail transmission (other than to the 
            intended recipient) is prohibited.  If this transmission has 
            reached you in error, you are asked to notify us as soon as 
            possible and destroy the e-mail documents.  Thank you for your 
            cooperation. 
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
Sent: Wednesday, August 31, 2011 8:31 AM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com

Name:
John Dooley

Organization:
Dooley Oil Inc

Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 370

Mailing Address 2:

City:
Laramie

State:
WY

Zip:
82073

Daytime Phone:
307 760 6664

E mail:
jdooley@vcn.com

Confidential:
No

DEIS Location:

Comment:
I'm a Landowner on proposed route 1e and also on alternate route 1e b. My parcel number is
27751140000500 under Dooley Oil Inc. I'm in the eye of the storm and have no plans on
granting the rights for this line to go across my land. I feel that there is no reason to
have this line in the mountains as there is a already established line that can be accessed.
I also feel that if you have a product that worthy of going to market you need a to be able
to deliver it at a cost. In my eyes the cost is the transmission line. Landowners that have
the generation are making a very good a market return on there land and the rest of the
affected landowners are bearing the brunt of the cost. I have never had anybody contact me
regarding what I can expect as compensation for these lines scaring up my ranch. If you
can't afford to accommidate all interested parties fairly your product is not worth what
you think it is. Also I feel that if the federal goverment didn't make this green energy so
financially attractive to the companies we would not evan have wind energy, so is it really a
viable alternative or is this a feel good option for the boys in Washington. If you have to
use the law to force your product to market it is not a viable worthy product. I have spoken
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to many of my neighbors and the unprofessional manner in which this project has moved forward
has left a very bad taste in our mouths. You might feel that you are doing this for the
greater good but really you are doing this at the expense of a lot of good hard working
people that will receive little to no benefit from this project. The common man does not
have the resources or time to read or get a legal opinion on this 3000 page document.

John Dooley



John Lucas 
<John.Lucas@fmc.com> 

10/28/2011 03:27 PM

To "gateway_west_wymail@blm.gov" 
<gateway_west_wymail@blm.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Comments for Gateway West Transmission Line Draft EIS

Please see attached
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Via e-mail only 
Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov 
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Figure 1

Comment #1 
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Comment #2 

Comment #3 

Comment #4 
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Luke Papez 
<LPapez@LSPower.com> 

10/28/2011 07:18 PM

To "gateway_west_wymail@blm.gov" 
<gateway_west_wymail@blm.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Comment letter on Gateway West Transmission Line Draft 
EIS

Dear Sir or Madam,

Please find the attached comment letter from Great Basin Transmission, LLC on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Gateway West Transmission Line Project.  Feel free 
to contact me should you have any questions.

Thank you.

Luke C Papez

LS Power Development, LLC

(636) 532-2200 

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may contain confidential, 
privileged or proprietary information.  If you are not a designated or intended recipient, you may 
not review, copy, distribute, use, or take any action in reliance upon this message or any 
attachments.  If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by reply email and 

delete this message and any attachments.
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
Sent: Friday, October 28, 2011 10:37 AM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com

Name:
Paul Martin

Organization:
Intermountain Wind, LLC

Mailing Address:
PO Box 353

Mailing Address 2:
2025 16th St

City:
Boulder

State:
CO

Zip:
80306

Daytime Phone:
303 442 2109

E mail:
paulmartin@intermountainwind.com

Confidential:
No

DEIS Location:
chapter Executive Summary section Route Action Alternatives page ES 7

Comment:
To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to advocate the Alternative 1E B in the Gateway West EIS. I represent a wind
development company, Intermountain Wind, LLC, with a project in the vicinity of
Alternative1E B. We control approximately 10 miles of the transmission route and would
welcome the line being located there. We are not alone in our support for a line in that
area of Albany County since many of the ranches near us are leased for wind development. All
of these landowners would benefit from Alternative 1E B since it would increase access to the
grid for all their properties by raising the likelihood that a project is eventually built on
their ground. Wyoming landowners would not directly benefit if Proposed Route is selected as
that line would go through a Sage Grouse Critical Habitat Area where wind development is
prohibited.
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The selection of the Proposed Route would result in a greater negative environmental impact
than if Alternative 1E B were selected. In addition to the impacts to the Sage Grouse
Critical Habitat, additional miles of 230kv transmission would still be needed in that area
in order to connect the wind projects in the Laramie Mountains to the Gateway West Project.
Alternative 1E B greatly reduces the need for this additional transmission since it is in
much of the natural route that those projects would likely follow. Selecting Alternative 1E
B would result in a lower rate for the ratepayers as well as less visual impact in that area.

The EIS identifies the visual impacts as being the biggest negative against the Alternative
1E B. As mentioned above, there is much wind development planned for that area. If any of
those projects is successful, the visual impact of the transmission line will not be the
principal visual disturbance.

For several years our company has been working with the Wyoming Game and Fish and the US Fish
& Wildlife Service to examine environmental concerns in that area. Intermountain Wind would
be glad to provide whatever assistance that we could in the environmental review of the
Gateway West Project if Alternative 1E B route is selected. Our work confirms the initial
observations in the EIS in that there would be minimal environmental impact from generation
and transmission facilities in that area that can avoid Sage Grouse Critical Habitat.

Best regards,

Paul Martin
President
Intermountain Wind, LLC
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2011 11:54 AM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com

Name:
Paul Nettleton

Organization:
Joyce Livestock Co.

Mailing Address:
14568 Joyce Ranch Rd.

Mailing Address 2:

City:
Murphy

State:
ID

Zip:
83650

Daytime Phone:

E mail:

Confidential:
No

DEIS Location:

Comment:
I wish to comment on that particular section that crosses Owyhee County in SW Idaho. I want
to support Alt. 9D that was developed by the Owyhee Task Force on Gateway West and backed by
the local Sage Grouse Working Group and the Owyhee County Board of Commissioners. Alt. 9D
would run through the Morley Nelson Birds of Prey area following an existing 138 kv
transmission line in an area already disturbed by frequent fires and roading. Large
transmission lines do not have a negative effect on birds of prey and have even been
beneficial in many cases. This alternative would affect the least amount of private land and
would not affect the aesthetics or environment adversely.

At the same time I would like to strongly disapprove of Alt. 9E and discourage its further
consideration. This route runs further south into or very near prime sage grouse habitat
causing adverse effects on that threatened species. Those same avian predators (especially
Common Ravens) would be attracted to the large towers for nesting and hunting perches,
causing irreparable harm to the sage grouse and its habitat.
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Thank you for consideration in allowing my input.



























Christopher Mullen 
<christopher.mullen@lincener
gy.com> 

10/27/2011 07:10 PM

To "Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov" 
<Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Gateway West Transmission Comments

Attached�is�Linc�Energy’s�comments�on�the�proposed�Gateway�West�Transmission�Line�near�Glenrock,�
Wyoming.
�
Regards,
Chris�Mullen

Christopher Mullen 
General Manager Oil & Gas 

1 5 9  N o r t h  W o l c o t t  S t r e e t ,  S u i t e  2 5 0
 | Casper | WY | 82601

P | +1 307 472 2175
M | +1 307 259 8755
F | +1 307 472 2174
E | christopher.mullen@lincenergy.com
W | www.lincenergy.com 

Disclaimer Notice:- The message and attachment(s) contained in this e-mail are intended for the named 
recipient(s) only. It may contain privileged or confidential information or information which is exempt 
from disclosure under the applicable laws. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not read, 
print, retain, copy, distribute, forward or take any action in reliance on it or its attachment(s). If you 
have received or have been forwarded this e-mail in error, please notify us immediately by return 
e-mail or telephone on +61 07 32290800 and delete this message from the computer in its entirety. 
Internet communications cannot be guaranteed to be secure and error-free as the information could be 
intercepted, corrupted, lost, arrive late or contain viruses. The sender and this Company therefore do 
not accept any liability or responsibility of whatsoever nature in the context of this message and its 
attachment(s) which arises as a result of Internet transmission. Opinions, conclusions, representations, 
views and such other information in this message that do not relate to the official business of this 
Company shall be understood as neither given nor endorsed by it. 

Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
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Date:�October�27,�2011�

First�Name:�Christopher�� � Last�Name:�Mullen�

Organization�Office�Name:�Linc�Energy�

Mailing�Address:�159�N.�Wolcott�St.������City:�Casper��������State:�Wyoming����Zip:��82601�

Daytime�Phone:��307�472�2175��������������Email:�chris.mullen@lincenergy.com�

Thank�you�for�the�opportunity�to�comment�on�the�proposed�Gateway�West�Transmission�Line�Project,�
originating�near�Glenrock,�Wyoming�and�ultimately�terminating�in�western�Idaho.��Linc�Energy�fully�
acknowledges�that�Wyoming�is�a�net�exporter�of�energy�to�the�rest�of�the�nation.��Without�proper�
transmission�from�Wyoming,�we�lose�jobs�and�opportunities�here�in�this�State.��Linc�Energy�owns�and�
operates�oil�and�gas�fields�near�Glenrock�and�appreciates�the�opportunity�to�work�with�Rocky�Mountain�
Power�in�the�plans�and�routes�for�their�transmission�expansion�project.��We�will�only�be�commenting�on�
the�portions�of�this�route�near�Glenrock�that�will�impact�Linc’s�operations.�

The�following�map�is�from�the�BLM�that�shows�the�initial�segments�of�the�proposed�transmission�lines.��
This�map�shows�Segment�1E/1W�–�Wyoming,�and�is�from�Figure�E.2�1�from�the�Draft�EIS.��Six�
representatives�from�Linc�Energy�attended�the�open�house�in�Douglas�on�Thursday�October�6,�2011.��We�
reviewed�the�materials�presented�and�discussed�the�routes�and�timing�with�representatives�from�the�
BLM,�Glenrock,�and�Rocky�Mountain�Power.�

�
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It�is�our�understanding�that�the�existing�transmission�from�the�Dave�Johnston�Power�Plant�at�Glenrock�
follows�the�route�shown�in�red�as�1W(c)�on�the�map�shown�above.��Linc�Energy�fully�supports�an�
expansion�of�this�route�to�meet�the�additional�transmission�requirements�out�of�the�area,�either�1E�A�or�
1W�A�shown�in�green.��To�Linc�this�route�creates�the�least�disturbance�to�the�area�and�achieves�the�goals�
at�increasing�transmission.���

It�is�our�understanding�that�proposed�line�route�1E�is�currently�impractical�and�therefore�unlikely�to�
happen.��Proposed�route�1W�(a)�that�goes�west�along�the�north�side�of�the�town�of�Glenrock�then�heads�
south�should�be�moved�farther�west�to�avoid�crossing�Linc�Energy’s�units��to�make�sure�that�our�present�
and�future�oil�field�operations�are�not�affected.�

Linc�energy�purchased�the�fields�near�Glenrock�from�Rancher�Energy�in�March,�2011.��Since�that�time�
the�company�has�been�actively�pursuing�the�redevelopment�of�the�producing�properties.��It�is�also�the�
company’s�intent�to�initiate�a�CO2�Enhanced�Oil�Recovery�(EOR)�program�in�both�the�South�Glenrock�
field�and�the�Big�Muddy�field.��The�attached�map�shows�the�locations�of�Linc’s�assets�in�the�Glenrock�
Area.��From�West�to�East,�Linc�operates�the�Big�Muddy�River�Unit�(Frontier)�in�Purple,�East�Big�Muddy�
Unit�(Dakota)�in�Blue,�South�Glenrock�A�Unit�in�Red,�and�the�South�Glenrock�B�Unit�in�Green.�

�

Both�the�South�Glenrock�and�Big�Muddy�Units��have�been�evaluated�for�CO2�EOR�and�it�is�the�company’s�
intent�to�pursue�this�potential.��The�route�that�works�for�Linc�Energy�is�shown�in�green�on�the�above�
map.��The�eastern�route�is�the�existing�1W(c),�and�would�also�represent�the�1W�A�or�1E�A�of�the�
proposed�expansion.��The�western�route,�1W(a)�cuts�across�the�eastern�area�of�the�Big�Muddy�Unit�and�
the�Glenrock�Unit.�
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As�shown�on�the�map,�the�eastern�routes�skirt�the�South�Glenrock�B�unit�and�will�not�impact�Linc’s�oil�
field�operations.��For�this�reason�we�would�favor�this�route.���

The�greatest�impact�to�our�oil�field�operations�is�that�we�cannot�raise�a�rig,�either�drilling�or�work�over,�
near�overhead�power�lines.��Therefore�we�will�have�to�make�sure�that�when�and�where�the�transmission�
is�routed�we�will�not�expect�to�have�wells�located�near�there�in�any�of�our�future�plans.��The�fact�that�
there�is�a�transmission�corridor�near�our�fields�will�hopefully�allow�us�to�more�easily�work�with�Rocky�
Mountain�Power�to�supply�electricity�for�our�EOR�projects.���

�

Regards,�

Chris�Mullen�

General�Manager�–�Oil�and�Gas,�Rocky�Mountains�
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Billy Richey 
<BRichey@mountain-home.us
> 

10/28/2011 04:19 PM

To "Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov" 
<Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject Gateway West Comment on EIS

October 28, 2011
Ray Liercke
Mountain Home Military Affairs Committee
295 East 3rd South 
Mountain Home, Idaho 83647

Day phone 208 573-4976

email mac@mountain-home.us & liercke@yahoo.com

Dear Sirs,   The following represents the comments of the Military Affairs Committee of Mountain Home, 
Idaho made up of 90 local individual and businesses of the Mountain Home Chamber of Commerce, 
Mountain Home, Idaho. 

We strongly support the military in Idaho and oppose any impact that might encroach upon the bases or 
the military training in Idaho.  The Mountain Home Training Range that includes airspace in Idaho Oregon 
and Nevada referred to as the Military Operating Area and two drop ranges Sailor Creek and Juniper 
Butte Ranges are considered some of the best training airspace and capability in the United States.  We 
have worked hard to prevent it from encroachment and to date the Military Operating Area is authorized 
down to 100 feet above the ground for operational training and essentially cleared of any and all vertical 
obstructions that might impose a safety of flight issue.  The areas around the two training ranges used for 
dropping training ordinance are extremely vital  for military training and therefore vital to our national 
security.  It is imperative that these areas be preserved for that purpose and no vertical obstruction 
impose any limitations on that capability. 

We are aware that BLM and the Gateway West project have worked closely with Mountain Home Air 
Force Base and the Idaho National Guard to try to adhere to their request of their desire to protect their 
training areas.  We strongly support their request and would oppose any changes that would cause an 
encroachment issue to either of the bases or military training areas in Idaho.  Your support of the military 
and our position is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely

Ray Liercke
President Military Affairs Committee
Mountain Home, Idaho
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"Desiree Taylor" 
<desireent@vcn.com> 

10/27/2011 08:55 AM

To <Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov>

cc "'Peter Nicolaysen'" <petercn@vcn.com>

bcc

Subject Gateway West Project Comment

Dear�Mr.�Walk�George:
�
Please�see�the�attached�letter�and�map�from�Muddy�Mineral�Exploration,�LLC.
�
�
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_________________________________________________
CONFIDENTIALITY�NOTICE:�This�email�message�and�any�attachment(s)�fall�under�the�Electronic�
Communications�Privacy�Act,�18�U.S.C.�§§�2510�2521,�and�contain�confidential,�attorney�client�and/or�
attorney�work�product�information�solely�intended�for�the�addressee�and�protected�by�
attorney�client/work�product�privileges.�If�you�are�not�the�addressee�or�have�received�this�email�in�error,�
do�not�read,�copy�or�disseminate�its�contents,�attachments,�or�information;�please�erase�the�email,�its�
attachments�and�information�from�your�email�service,�hard�drive�and�email�server(s);�and�notify�this�
office�via�email�or�call�(collect)�and�ask�to�speak�with�me.�Any�disclosure,�copying,�distribution�or�taking�
any�action�in�reliance�on�the�contents�of�this�communication�is�strictly�prohibited.�Thank�you.
�
�
�
�

�
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
Sent: Saturday, October 08, 2011 12:32 PM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com

Name:
Sam Shoultz

Organization:
Mule Creek Ranch

Mailing Address:
51 Rustic RD

Mailing Address 2:

City:
Bellvue

State:
CO

Zip:
80512

Daytime Phone:
970 215 9433

E mail:
sfs@aaahawk.com

Confidential:
No

DEIS Location:

Comment:
This is in reference to proposed gateway west transmission line segment 1E B alternative. I
am sorry that I could not access the DEIS chapter, section or page number, but the segment
number should help identify the area. This proposed collector line would go through some
rough, mountainous terrain, interspersed with wet meadows, springs and bogs, and would be
expensive to construct, and to maintain, especially when there are existing corridors to be
utilized, and they run through the plains, a much cheaper route and one easier to maintain.
In addition, this proposed route cuts through some of the prime elk calving grounds, and is
also a part of the premier trophy elk area #7 (said to be one of the best in the state), an
important breeding ground as well. A transmission line in this area would certainly be
disruptive to the calving and breeding herds of elk, an important Wyoming resource for the
future.
Please consider the impact of a line through these mountains, and consider using the existing
corridor, for less expensive financial reasons, and for the benefit of the elk and grouse
populations.
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Sincerely
Sam Shoultz
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From: jmclain@blm.gov
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2011 7:30 AM
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: Fw: Gateway West Transmission line 1 E-B alternative route in Albany County, Wyoming

Forwarded by Joy Mclain/WYSO/WY/BLM/DOI on 10/17/2011 08:30 AM

"Sam Shoultz"
<sfs@aaahawk.com>

To
10/08/2011 01:39 <gateway_west_wymail@blm.gov>
PM cc

Subject
Gateway West Transmission line 1
E B alternative route in Albany
County, Wyoming

This is in reference to proposed gateway west transmission line segment 1E B alternative. I
am sorry that I could not access the DEIS chapter, section or page number, but the segment
number should help identify the area. This proposed collector line would go through some
rough, mountainous terrain, interspersed with wet meadows, springs and bogs, and would be
expensive to construct, and to maintain, especially when there are existing corridors to be
utilized, and they run through the plains, a much cheaper and shorter route and one easier to
maintain. In addition, this proposed route cuts through some of the prime elk calving
grounds, and is also a part of the premier trophy elk area #7 (said to be one of the best in
the state), an important breeding ground as well. A transmission line in this area would
certainly be disruptive to the calving and breeding herds of elk, an important Wyoming
resource for the future.
Please consider the impact of a line through these mountains, and consider using the existing
corridor, for less expensive financial reasons, and for the benefit of the elk and grouse
populations.
I understand there are other routes through Wheatland and Chugwater going to Aeolus that
would not have the impacts noted above. If a collector line is needed, perhaps that is a
better solution. We do not need to lose high quality habitat, especially if there are
options that do less damage, and have less impact.

Sincerely
Sam Shoultz
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From: info@gatewayeis.com
To: Gateway BLM; 
Subject: A comment from gatewayeis.com
Date: Thursday, August 11, 2011 11:13:47 AM

Name:
        KESA LLC Sam Shoultz 

Organization:
        Mule Creek Ranch 

Mailing Address: 
        51 Rustic RD 

Mailing Address 2: 

City:
        Bellvue 

State:
        CO 

Zip:
        80512 

Daytime Phone: 
        970-484-5688 

E-mail:
        sfs@aaahawk.com 

Confidential:
        No 

DEIS Location: 

Comment:
This is a comment on segment 1-E and 1-EB where it crosses over the 
Fetterman road.  Both proposed segments cross our ranch, one on the west 
side, and one going E through us prior to going across the Fetterman RD.  Both 
lines would go through areas of springs and sensitive meadows, and be in 
locations that would be difficult to build access roads through.  The line would 
cross the Marshall road, which runs into the Mule Creek road (that 1-E would 
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cross), an existing maintained county road, that if followed by your line, would 
significantly cut down construction costs, and have far less impact on the area 
than constructing a new route through pristine areas.  The impact of the line 
running along an existing road would be less, overall, to the area than the 
impact of the disturbance caused by new roads and construction in those areas 
of topography that are harder to reach.  A line running along the Mule Creek 
road could possibly still be on our land (sec #9 & #10), but I would certainly be 
more in favor of that application.  Many power lines run along the pathways of 
roads, this would be no different.  I cannot find the numbers on your map for 
page # etc. asked for above. 
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