
From: Gateway BLM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: FW: Tribal Comments to the GWTL
Date: Friday, June 28, 2013 4:48:35 PM
Attachments: SPTs Cmnts to GWTL EIS 6 27 13.doc

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Ted Howard <thoward4shopai@yahoo.com>
Date: Fri, Jun 28, 2013 at 9:44 AM
Subject: Tribal Comments to the GWTL
To: Walt George <Walt_George@blm.gov>
Cc: Michael Courtney <Michael_Courtney@blm.gov>, Buster Gibson
<gibson.buster@shopai.org>

Walt,
 
I hope all is well with you. Here are the comments from the Shoshone-Paiute Tribes on the
Gateway West Transmission Line EIS. I believe today is the deadline for comments.
 
Sincerely,
Ted Howard
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes
Cultural Resources Director
P.O. Box 219
Owyhee, Nevada 89832
Wk (208) 759-3100 ext. 243
Fx (208) 759-3202
Cell (208) 871-7064
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PO Box 219 Owyhee, NV. 89832 
 
 
 
 
June 27, 2013 
 
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes’ 
Comments to the Gateway Transmission 
Line EIS 
 
 
 
P. 3.2-1, 3.2 Visual Resources 
 
1. Visual Resources 
 
The BLM grading system for visual resources is completely arbitrary. There are seven 
characteristics that determine the grade (A, B, or C) that a landscape gets. They are on 
pages 3.2-4 and 3.2-5: landform, water, vegetation, color, adjacent scenery, scarcity, and 
cultural modification. This grading system raises several questions. For example, if this 
was “non-cultural” then it must be made clearer who is identifying these and through 
what cultural scope they are interpreting them. How much more complicated is the 
grading process? 
Of the ten environmental factors in the BLM’s VRM system (p. 3.2-15), number 7, 
“Recovery Time” is suspect. There cannot be recovery under these power lines because 
the vegetation underneath them suffers so badly because of the EMF. There is a risk 
along the entire ROW of plants under the lines not being able to grow back or growing 
back at a slower rate. There have been studies that show there is an issue. 
 
2. Scenery Management System (SMS) 
 
The Forest Service SMS (p.3.2-6) is more culturally inclusive in its scope. It includes 1.) 
Scenic Attractiveness 2.) Landscape Character, and 3.) SIOs. These do address the 
interpretation of landscapes to the observer through sort of a cultural lens, however, not a 
tribal cultural lens. An area of concern is under Scenic Attractiveness. 
 
Scenic attractiveness grades landscapes as A) Distinctive B) Common or Typical and C) 
undistinguished. The question here is: through who’s eyes is the landscape 
undistinguished? Many of the landscapes identified in Cultural Landscapes in Southern 
Wyoming and Idaho: Ethnographic Interviews with Photos and Field Notes and shared in 
common with ones in the Final Environmental Impact Statement of the Gateway West 
Transmission Line Project were probably undistinguished under this grading system. 
This does not factor into the tribal connection to the land that may not be visible to the 
eye or even felt by the non-tribal observer. 
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3. EIS Mitigation 
 
In the EIS Mitigation section (p.3.2-14) there is a summary of the overall goal of federal 
agencies in mitigating landscape intrusion. They refer to it as a general technique called 
contrast analysis. They say this method is used by federal land managers. The contrast 
analysis is a factor in the SMS and VMS (Forest Service) and VRM (BLM), which are 
processes in which each agency calculates the values of landscapes.  
It ultimately boils down to the similarity of the project to the landscape; for example, tall 
trees and power lines mix because they are more similar in size and shape. This seems 
like a ploy used when permitting large-scale projects like the Gateway West 
Transmission Line (GTL) to happen. 
True mitigation for the Shoshone-Paiute Tribes would require preserving the 
contemporary meaning, uses, and practices associated with the KOPs and cultural 
landscapes  indentified in the FEIS for the GTL.   
 
4. Key Observation Points (KOPs) 
 
The way in which the BLM and USFS classify and grade landscapes and KOPs does not 
reflect the concerns of the Shoshone-Paiute Tribes. Giving landscapes and KOPs grades 
in the ways the BLM and the USFS have is dangerous, arbitrary, and irrelevant to the 
tribes. No tribal concerns are addressed in any of the ways that BLM and USFS have 
proposed to mitigate the visual impacts of the towers. In fact, there are no tribal concerns 
addressed in the EIS at all. Using five to fifteen miles as the distance markers does not 
take into account the fact that people will travel to areas much closer to the transmission 
line. The idea that the line will most likely not be visible past five miles (p. 3.2-2) is 
irrelevant to the tribes because these areas are still used, and the tribes would like them 
protected and preserved for future generations to use. Just because the areas are out of 
view from one place does not mean that people will never see them. This justification 
comes mainly from the people that have been identified as concerned parties. 
 
5. Landscapes Identified by the BLM 
 
It is also important to note that of the 35 landscapes the tribes identified for Walker 
Research Group Ltd. In the recent cultural landscape study of southern Wyoming and 
Idaho, only 12 overlap with those mentioned in the Gateway EIS report. This is an 
indication that the BLM failed to find all sites that the line will impact. Sites will be 
impacted beyond the mere range of the transmission line itself. 
 
The agencies’ grading systems and efforts to make them objective has had a counter-
productive effect. Classifying something a “low” or a “C” grade quality landscape 
viewshed downgrades the importance of cumulative impact. Just because there is 
development and a lot of human-made structures in an area does not make it “less 
important” to the tribes. In fact, it may be the opposite: the more development an area has 
should not mean that the consequence of more development is less. It means that the 
stakes become higher as soon as one starts overdeveloping areas. The more disturbances 
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in one area, the less and less the spirits, people, animals, plants, medicines can thrive. 
This is a terrible way to look protecting views and landscapes.     
 
 
P. 3.3-1, 3.3 Cultural Resources 
 
Historic properties are defined at 36 CFR Part 800.16(1)(1) as “any prehistoric or 
histories district, site, building, structure, or object included in, or eligible for inclusion in 
the National Register of Historic Places maintained by the Secretary of Interior.” 
 
For the Shoshone-Paiute Tribes the inclusion of our sites on a list with historic buildings 
and other man made structures that do not have anything in common with Native 
American sites has always been a concern. The Section 106 criteria is an assessment only 
from the view point of archaeology. Native American sites have a spiritual component 
that must be considered.   
 
36 CFR 60.4 (Bulletin 38) 
What is “Traditional Cultural Significance?” Traditional in this context refers to those 
beliefs, customs, and practices of a living community of people that nave been passed 
down through the generations, usually orally or through practice. The traditional 
cultural significance of a historic property; then is derived from the role the property 
plays in a community’s (tribes’) historical rooted beliefs, customs and practices.  
 
Same page 
“This section also presents mitigation measures to be implemented to avoid, minimize, or 
compensate for impacts.” 
 
In most instances there is no mitigation that would minimize the impact to tribes. When a 
site is impacted/destroyed by construction or excavated the result is the same, it is gone 
forever. The only mitigation acceptable to tribes is avoidance, and even then the sites 
under and in close proximaty to the high voltage power line are destroyed because of the 
EMF generated by the power line.  
 
Vine Deloria wrote in “God is Red” 
A belief in the sacredness of lands, when seen in the Indian context, is an integral part of the 
experiences of the people, past, present and future. Indians who have never visited certain sacred 
sites nevertheless know of these places from community knowledge, and they intuit this knowing 
to be an essential part of their being. 
 
Every identifiable region has sacred places peculiar to its geography. Their sacredness does not 
depend on human occupancy but on stories that describe the revelation that enabled their people 
to experience the holiness there.  
Sacred places are the foundation of all other beliefs and practices because they represent the 
presence of the sacred in our lives. They properly inform us that we are not larger than nature and 
that we have responsibilities to the rest of the natural world that transcend our own desires and 
wishes 
 
P. 3.3-8 Issues Related to Cultural Resources (third paragraph down) 
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Determination of Eligibility: “All cultural resources identified during the Class III 
inventory will be evaluated for NRHP eligibility. Through the Section 106 process, the 
BLM’s consultation with the SHPO in each state, will determine NRHP eligibility of all 
cultural resources within the APE.” 
 
We pointed out earlier that only the archaeology of our sites is considered. There is a 
spiritual element that is not being considered. Another thing that is not mentioned is the 
contemporary and ongoing uses of the sites and resources.  
 
3.3.2.4 Consultation 
First paragraph – “The BLM will consult with Indian Tribes on all cultural resources, not 
just those eligible for the NRHP.” 
 
When will this consultation take place? The Class III surveys are still underway. The 
discussion must take place after the all Class III surveys are completed and the 
information is made available to the tribes for review and comment, and before a 
decision is made. 
 
P. 3.3-10 second paragraph 
“Native American treaty rights such as fishing, hunting large and small game, and 
gathering natural resources for subsistence, medicinal, and cultural purposes are not 
anticipated to be impacted by the project.  
Consultation with traditional communities/groups undertaken by the BLM for other 
projects have identified types of properties that are generally considered Native 
American-sensitive-sites that could be TCPs.”  
 
Federal agencies are mandated to consult on a government-to-government basis with the 
leadership of federally recognized tribes. Federally recognized tribes are sovereign 
governments that have a unique standing the US Government (agencies). What are they 
doing speaking to someone other than the tribes about our sites and resources? The BLM 
cannot and should not speak to anyone on the side on their own and take that as 
consultation with the tribe(s). This is totally in appropriate. 
 
Fishing, hunting, gathering often requires ceremonies before the people actually harvest 
the resources. There are ceremony sites that must be considered and protected. The 
connection that Indian people have with their environment and the resources are 
different from mainstream society. 
 
P. 3.3-11 Second paragraph up from the bottom of page (in italics). 
“Within this cultural landscape Native Americans practiced their ceremonies, interacted 
with natural/supernatural forces, and maintained their roles as part of the everlasting 
cycles.” 
 
Tribes are living cultures, they still practice their ceremonies and traditions. The way the 
paragraph is written gives the impression that this does not take place any longer. That 
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must be corrected and the contemporary and ongoing uses on our homelands must be 
considered and provided for.  
 
P. 3.3-19 Class III Cultural Resources Inventory 
 
The Class III Cultural Resources Inventory is still underway. The Class III Inventory 
Reports that were provided to the Shoshone-Paiute Tribe included no information on 
what was found, most of the information in the report is a text of bore holes. There is an 
occasional mention of “prehistoric artifacts.” Tribes are not prehistoric, we’re still here 
and the artifacts belonging to our ancestors are still important to contemporary Indian 
people. 
The BLM and USFS must provide a full inventory of what they found. The Shoshone-
Paiute Tribes prefer the IMAC forms of all of the sites, this is important for tribes to 
know, this can lead to additional information that only tribes understand, and cannot be 
interpreted by an archaeologist. Many of the artifacts may fall under the stipulations of 
NAGPRA and subject to repatriation. Although some of the artifacts and/or skeletal 
material being uncovered by archaeologists in the Gateway right-of-way may be on 
federal, state, or privately owned lands within our homeland, these artifacts belong to 
our ancestors whom we continue to venerate, and we believe, as their descendants, these 
artifacts should be returned to their points of discovery. If this proves impractical or 
unworkable because of construction of the power line, they should be returned to the 
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes of the Duck Valley Indian Reservation for tribal disposition. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Ted Howard 
Shoshone-Paiute Tribes 
Cultural Resources Director 
P.O. Box 219 
Owyhee, Nevada 89832 
Wk (208) 759-3100 ext. 243 
Fx (208) 759-3202 
Cell (208) 871-7064 
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Gateway BLM
Friday, June 28, 2013 4:49 PM
Gateway BLM
FW: Gateway West Comments from the State of Idaho
Gateway.FEISComments.FINAL.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Scott Pugrud <Scott.Pugrud@oer.idaho.gov>
Date: Fri, Jun 28, 2013 at 9:53 AM 
Subject: Gateway West Comments from the State of Idaho 
To: "wgeorge@blm.gov" <wgeorge@blm.gov>
Cc: John Chatburn <John.Chatburn@oer.idaho.gov>, Shannon Kelly <Shannon.Kelly@oer.idaho.gov>,
"Kiefer,Sharon" <sharon.kiefer@idfg.idaho.gov>, Kurt Houston <KHouston@idl.idaho.gov>, "Dustin T. 
Miller" <Dustin.Miller@osc.idaho.gov>, Cally Younger <Cally.Younger@osc.idaho.gov>, Sam Eaton 
<Sam.Eaton@osc.idaho.gov>, Jeff Cook <Jeff.Cook@idpr.idaho.gov>, "Baun, Charles W NFG (US)" 
<charles.w.baun.nfg@mail.mil>

Walt, 

Attached are the Gateway West comments from the State of Idaho. A hard copy was placed in the mail today. 

Thank you, 

Scott N. Pugrud | Legal Counsel 

Office of Energy Resources

Phone (208) 332-1679 | Fax (208) 332-1661| Web: energy.idaho.gov
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Gateway BLM
Tuesday, July 02, 2013 12:07 PM
Gateway BLM
FW: FW: Gateway West Transmission Final EIS
Gateway comments 2013.docx

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Chatburn <John.Chatburn@oer.idaho.gov>
Date: Mon, Jul 1, 2013 at 8:58 AM 
Subject: FW: Gateway West Transmission Final EIS 
To: "walt_george@blm.gov" <walt_george@blm.gov>
Cc: "Gayle Batt (gbatt@house.idaho.gov)" <gbatt@house.idaho.gov>, Scott Pugrud 
<Scott.Pugrud@oer.idaho.gov>

Walt, here are some comments from Representative Batt.

From: Representative Gayle Batt [mailto:gbatt@house.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 01, 2013 7:22 AM 
To: John Chatburn 
Subject: Gateway West Transmission Final EIS

Idaho House of Representatives
Legislature.Idaho.Gov

John,

Please find attached comments for the Gateway West Transmission Final EIS. 

Thanks.

Gayle L. Batt

Representative, District 11

Idaho State Legislature
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June 28, 2013 

 

Walt George, Project Manager 

Gateway West Transmission Line Project 

Bureau of Land Management 

P.O. Box 20879 

Cheyenne, WY  82003 

 

RE:  Gateway West Transmission Line Project Final EIS 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
for the Gateway West Transmission Line Project.  Constituents in my Legislative District include 
those in the Melba, Idaho community,that are very concerned about the proposed alternative 
route for the transmission line. 

 

Residents of Melba and it’s surrounding community have been actively engaged in the public 
comment and collaborative processes and continue to educate themselves on the proposed plans.  
Please understand that there is great frustration with BLM not choosing to site the transmission 
line on Federal land.  If not sited on federal land, the transmission line poses the threat of dividing 
up productive farmland, land that produces the economic foundation for this community.  The 
Melba area offers global and local seed companies considerably large tracts of farmable acres 
suitable specifically for the production of seed crops.  The essential growing traits for seed crops 
present in this area include fertile soil, a reliable source of affordable irrigation water, open 
airspace ideal for aerial applicators, level fertile soil, proper climate and length of growing season 
and very necessary pollination isolation from other crops.  The combination of growing conditions 
unique to this growing region needs to be taken into consideration.   



Page 2 

I do believe the greatest slap in the face to my constituents and those around the negotiating table, 
was to have BLM in Washington, D.C., choose NOT to implement the consensus routes that 
resulted from collaboration of diverse stakeholders.  Working in the natural resource policy arena, 
I learned firsthand the rarity of consensus on resource issues.  These collaborative processes take 
significant, time, energy and financial resources, and rarely end in success.  What a shame for 
BLM, one who encourages such collaboration, to infer these stakeholders and their on the ground 
input do not matter.  

 

On a final note, it appears that no good deed goes unpunished.  I do believe that choosing not to 
site on the Morley Nelson Snake River Birds of Prey National Conservation Area (SRBOP-NCA) 
will send a loud message to the power companies and others, who may in the future have the 
opportunity to provide enhancements on federal land, to say, “No thanks.”  Without Idaho 
Power’s commitment to better this state through endowments and enhancements such as the 
SRBOP-NCA, the conservation area would not exist.  Their dedication to the habitat for these 
creatures is now biting them in the behind, and potentially costing them, the ratepayers and the 
private landowners dearly. 

 

I have appreciated the forums in our communities and the multiple opportunities to provide 
comments.  In the end, if on the ground information and collaborative processes are not taken into 
serious consideration, then the efforts of your agency and staff and the intent of the NEPA 
comment process will be for not. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Gayle L. Batt 

State Representative District 11A, Idaho Legislature 









From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: Fwd: Gateway West Tranmission Line Project
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:18:20 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: milton nielsen <catcher1956@yahoo.com>
Date: Fri, Jun 28, 2013 at 4:12 PM
Subject: Gateway West Tranmission Line Project
To: "Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov" <Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov>

Dear Sir,  I'm Representative Pete Nielsen District 23B of The Idaho House of
Representatives sending in my comments on the Gateway West Tranmission Line Project. 
I'm in support of the GWTLP as stated in the letter dated March 28, 2013 by the Owyhee
County Task Force under the signature of Frank Bachman, chairman.  And in addition I
would like to enter the following comments.  Under Snake River Birds of Prey National
Conservation Area in the State of Idaho Public Law 103-64 Sec. 3 (a) 2 states " The purposes
for which the conservation area is establish, and shall be managed, are to provide for the
conservation, protection. and enhancement of raptor populations and habitats and the natural
and enviromental resources and values associated therewith,and of the  scientific, cultural,
and educational resourses and values of the public lands in the conservation area.  The
GWTLP will actually fit very nicely into this area when looked at through the eyes of the
birds of prey.  What better place could they have in making their nests and rasing their young
from man and natural preditors than the tops of the electrical towers without any danger of
electrical shock in their goings and comings.  These towers are constructed so that any birds
of prey in this area will not be killed by electrical shock.  From these towers the birds of prey
have excellent access to their food supplies whether on close by irrigated farms or the desert
itself.  This certainly will be an enhancement through the eyes of the birds of prey and to us
humans because there will be many more birds for viewing and enjoying.  Nothing has been
done to create harm to their habitats.  In fact the birds will take advantage of these towers and
include them quite naturally into their habitats and the same goes for the natural and
enviromental resources by the birds having a  better access and use of this area.  The food
supply will remain intact in the local area and in the close by farming area the supply there
will not grow smaller because of farm ground being take out of production by the GWTLP. 
The birds will actually benefit a great deal and really isn't that why this area was created in
the first place.  The scientific, cultural, and educational resources and values of the public
lands in the conservation area are also enhanced when viewed and taught how man and
animals can live very nicely together enhancing the whole namely the Birds of Prey and the
GWTLP.  
 
                                                         Respectfully,
                                                         Pete Nielsen 22B Representative 
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY 
[blm_wy_gateway_west_trans_line@blm.gov]

Sent: Thursday, February 14, 2013 12:49 PM
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: Fwd: Governor's Letter re: Gateway West Transmission Line
Attachments: 20121010161347299.pdf

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY <blm_wy_gateway_west_trans_line@blm.gov> 
Date: Thu, Feb 14, 2013 at 1:48 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Governor's Letter re: Gateway West Transmission Line 
To: blm@gwcomment.com 
 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephen Goodson <Stephen.Goodson@gov.idaho.gov> 
Date: Wed, Oct 17, 2012 at 11:23 AM 
Subject: Governor's Letter re: Gateway West Transmission Line 
To: stephen.goodson@gov.idaho.gov 
 

I apologize if you are receiving this email for a second time. 

  

Stephen Goodson 

Special Assistant for Energy and Natural Resources 

Office of Governor C.L. "Butch" Otter 

208.334.2100 

stephen.goodson@gov.idaho.gov   

  

 

Sign up to receive regular updates from Governor Otter 
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Wednesday, May 08, 2013 7:48:59 AM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Robert McKim

Organization:
     Wyoming, State of

Mailing Address:
     State Capitol

Mailing Address 2:
     Transportation, Highways and Military Affairs

City:
     Cheyenne

State:
     WY

Zip:
     82002

Daytime Phone:
     3077777852

E-mail:
     robert.mckim@wyoleg.gov

Confidential:
     False

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     I wish to express my objection to the proposed path in the Southwestern, western part of the line
near Cokeville, Wy.  The transmission lines are being placed near the small community residences while
alternate land has been made to run the line at a distance from the town.  I do not feel this is in the
best interest of the people of Cokeville, Wy. and request you consider working with the land owners on
their proposal.
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: Fwd: Gateway West FEIS Comments from Sweetwater County WY
Date: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 3:27:27 PM
Attachments: Gateway West Final EIS Comments Sweetwater County WY 5-16-2013.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mark Kot - Planning and Zoning <kotm@sweet.wy.us>
Date: Thu, May 16, 2013 at 3:39 PM
Subject: Gateway West FEIS Comments from Sweetwater County WY
To: "Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov" <Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov>, "Walt
George (wgeorge@blm.gov)" <wgeorge@blm.gov>
Cc: "(jerimiah.rieman@wyo.gov)" <jerimiah.rieman@wyo.gov>,
"colin.mckee@wyo.gov" <colin.mckee@wyo.gov>, "dsimpson@blm.gov"
<dsimpson@blm.gov>, "Mark Storzer (mstorzer@blm.gov)" <mstorzer@blm.gov>,
"Dennis Christensen (hchris@wyoming.com)" <hchris@wyoming.com>,
"jeromy_caldwell@blm.gov" <jeromy_caldwell@blm.gov>, Lance Porter
<l50porte@blm.gov>, Sally Shoemaker <shoemakers@sweet.wy.us>, "Paul Jenkins
(pjenkins@lcwy.org)" <pjenkins@lcwy.org>, "Temple Stoellinger (tstoellinger@wyo-
wcca.org)" <tstoellinger@wyo-wcca.org>, "Kent Connelly (kconnelly@lcwy.org)"
<kconnelly@lcwy.org>, "Constance E. Brooks (connie@cebrooks.com)"
<connie@cebrooks.com>, Mary Thoman <m_thoman@hughes.net>, Eric Bingham -
Planning and Zoning <binghame@sweet.wy.us>

Thursday, May 16, 2013

 

 

Dear Walt:

 

Attached for your review are Sweetwater County’s comments regarding the Final EIS for the
Gateway West Transmission Line.

 

If you have any questions, please contact Wally J. Johnson, Chairman, Sweetwater County
Board of County Commissioners at 307-872-3897.

 

Sincerely,

 

/s/
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Mark Kot

Sweetwater County Public Lands Planner

80 West Flaming Gorge Way

Green River, WY  82935

Telephone:  307-872-3917

Fax:  307-872-3991

email: kotm@sweet.wy.us
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

o WALLYJ.JOHNSON,CHAIRMAN 
o JOHN K KOLB, COMMISSIONER 
o GARY BAILIFF, COMMISSIONER 
o REID 0. WEST, COMMISSIONER 
o DON VANMATRE, COMMISSIONER 

Thursday, May 16,2013 

Mr. Walt George, Project Manager 
Gateway West Transmission Line Project- FEIS 
Bureau of Land Management 
P.O. Box 20879 
Cheye1me, WY 82003 

00 W EST fLAMING GORGE WAY, SUITE 109 
GREEN RIVER, WY 02935 
PHONE: (307) 072-3090 

FAX: (307) 072-3992 

RE: Sweetwater County's comments on the FEIS for the Gateway West Transmission Line Project. 

Dear Mr. George: 

As a result of its review of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Gateway West 
Transmission Line Project, Sweetwater County supports the Bureau of Land Management's (BLM) 
Preferred Alternative Route across Sweetwater County. In order to ensure that the selected route 
addresses the County's socio-economic, permitting and land use concerns, Sweetwater County 
welcomes the opportunity to work with the BLM, the State of Wyoming and Rocky Mountain Power 
through the required Wyoming Industrial Siting Council and the Sweetwater County Development Code 
permitting processes. 

Since Sweetwater County is a neighbor to Lincoln County and both counties are members of the 
Coalition of Local Governments, Sweetwater strongly encourages the BLM to select a route through 
Lincoln County that is approved by the Lincoln County Board of County Commissioners. This position 
is backed by many Sweetwater County residents who work, recreate and own property in Lincoln 
County. Sweetwater County will strongly support the Lincoln Board of County Commissioners 
preferred route for the Gateway West Transmission Line through Lincoln County. 

Since the Coalition of Local Govenunents (CLG) represents both Lincoln and Sweetwater Counties and 
the Conservation Districts affected by the Gateway West Transmission Line, Sweetwater County 
endorses and joins in comments submitted by the CLG regarding this FEIS. 

Sweetwater County is very appreciative of the professionalism and the willingness of the BLM, the 
Consultants and the Proponents to work with the Cooperators and the County throughout this NEP A 
process. 

Ifyou have any questions concerning this letter of support, please contact me at 307-872-3897. 
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Sincerely, 

~~hannan 
Sweetwater County Board of County Commissioners 

cc Jerimiah Rieman, Natural Resource Policy Advisor, Governor's Office 
Colin McKee, Energy Policy Analyst, Governor's Office 
Don Simpson, Director, Wyoming State Office 
Mark Storzer, District Manager, BLM High Desert District 
Dennis Carpenter, Area Manager, BLM Rawlins Field Office 
Lance Porter, Area Manager, BLM Rock Springs Office 
Jeromy Caldwell, Area Manager, BLM Kemmerer Office 
Sweetwater County Board of County Commissioners 
Paul Jenkins, Lincoln County Board of County Commissioners 
Temple Stoellinger, Natural Resource Attorney, WCCA 
Kent Connelly, President, Coalition of Local Governments 
Connie Brooks, Attorney, Coalition of Local Goverrunents 
Mary Thoman, President, Sweetwater County Conservation District 
Eric Bingham, Director, Sweetwater County Land Use Department 
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From: Gateway BLM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: FW: USAF Letter
Date: Wednesday, July 03, 2013 9:08:43 AM
Attachments: DoD Siting Clearinghouse Informal Review of Gateway West Transmisison Li....pdf

-----Original Message-----
From: SCHMIDT, BYRON L GS-11 USAF ACC 366 OSS/OSOA [mailto:byron.schmidt@us.af.mil]
Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2013 8:09 AM
To: Vering, Walt
Cc: BEHRINGER, RYAN M Maj USAF ACC 366 OSS/OSOR
Subject: RE: USAF Letter

Walt,
  Please see the attached letter from the DoD Clearinghouse.  Unless there are changes that require
another consultation, we are in agreement with the Preferred Alternative in the EIS.  Please call if there
are questions for us.  Thanks.

Byron L. Schmidt
Chief, Airspace Management
Mountain Home AFB, ID
COM: 208-828-4722
FAX: 208-828-4735

-----Original Message-----
From: Vering, Walt [mailto:Walt.Vering@tetratech.com]
Sent: Monday, July 01, 2013 4:10 PM
To: SCHMIDT, BYRON L GS-11 USAF ACC 366 OSS/OSOA
Cc: Anderson, Pam; Nickerson, Jim
Subject: USAF Letter

Hi Byron,

Back in April, you and Pam Anderson exchanged emails regarding an Approval Letter from the
Operations Group Commander on the Gateway Project.  In early May you and I spoke and you indicated
that the letter had been signed locally and had been sent to the DOD Clearinghouse in Washington DC
for final signature and approval. 

Have you heard anything back from DC on the status of this approval letter?  We are trying to get all
the necessary permits and approvals in order for the project.

Thanks

Walt

Walt Vering | Boise Office Manager, Senior Biologist
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Main: 208.389.1030 | Cell: 208.859.2032 | Fax: 208.389.1183 Walt.Vering@tetratech.com
<mailto:Walt.Vering@tetratech.com>
Tetra Tech | Complex World, Clear Solutions(tm)
3380 Americana Terrace, Ste. 201, Boise, Idaho 83706 www.tetratech.com
<http://www.tetratech.com/> PLEASE NOTE: This message, including any attachments, may include
privileged, confidential and/or inside information. Any distribution or use of this communication by
anyone other than the intended recipient is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are not the
intended recipient, please notify the sender by replying to this message and then delete it from your
system.
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OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
3400 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

ACQUISITION, 
TECHNOLOGY 
AND LOGISTICS 

Timothy K. Bridges, SES 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3400 

Department of the Air Force (SAF/IEI) 
1665 Air Force Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20330-1665 
timothy. bridges@pentagon.af.mil 

Dear Mr. Bridges: 

May 16, 2013 

At the request of the Chief, Airspace Management, Mountain Home Air Force Base, 
Idaho, the Department of Defense (DoD) Siting Clearinghouse coordinated a review of the 
proposed routing for Segment Nine, Gateway West Transmission Line Project, between Cedar 
Hill and Hemingway, Idaho. This review included consideration of the mitigation discussions 
conducted between the project proponents and representatives from Mountain Home Air Force 
Base concerning potential impacts to the Mountain Home Range Complex. The results of this 
review by DoD Components indicate that the Segment Nine route, as proposed, will have 
minimal impact to military operations, training and testing conducted in this area. It is requested 
that designated U.S. Air Force representatives continue coordination with the project developer 
during the planning phase to ensure any changes to routing or structure locations can be 
addressed. 

Note that this informal review does not constitute an action under 49 United States Code§ 44718 
and that neither the DoD nor the Secretary of Transportation are bound by the determination 
made under this informal review. Please call me at (571) 372-6745 with any questions, and feel 
free to share this letter with any of your investors or community partners. 

Sincerely, 

onel, USAFR 
xecutive Director 

101053

Page 3 of 3



100960

Page 1 of 4



100960

Page 2 of 4



100960

Page 3 of 4



100960

Page 4 of 4



du
pli

ca
te



du
pli

ca
te



du
pli

ca
te


	101071
	101031
	101038
	101097
	101008
	101080
	101098
	100671
	101016
	101018
	101084
	101053
	100960



