
From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Sunday, May 05, 2013 4:45:13 PM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Kris Kalanges

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     1455 NW 5th Ct.

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Gresham

State:
     OR

Zip:
     97030

Daytime Phone:
    

E-mail:
     kakalanges@covad.net

Confidential:
     True

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     This is just a general comment.  I am an out of state property owner.  Based upon the information
in the EIS I support the BLM preferred alternative route of 8B.  It seems it will be the most cost
efficient in terms of both initial construction as well as ongoing maintenance and upgrades.  It also
appears to have the least impact on the Birds of Prey area as well as the Air National Guard range. 
Although it may impact some residential property owners, it seems steps could be taken to minimize
that impact such as the creation of a green space along the urban impact zone of the transmission
lines.  Where I live in Gresham, OR, they have done just that with a high power transmission line
corridor, adding walking paths and other natural enhancements.  Is it perfect?  No.  But it is a viable
alternative to which affected residents seem to have adapted quite well. 
The bottom line is that the region will need additional power for future growth.  That plan which offers
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the greatest economic efficiency, both to construct and maintain, with the least impact on the
environment and residential quality of life should be the chosen route.  I believe that is alternative route
8B.

Thank you.

Kris Kalanges
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 4:27:02 PM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Donald & Denise King

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     19033 Pleasant Valley Rd

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Kuna

State:
     ID

Zip:
     83634

Daytime Phone:
     (208) 345-1902

E-mail:
     dwrking@mindspring.com

Confidential:
     True

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     We strongly SUPPORT segment 8 and segment 9D and OPPOSE the "BLM Preferred Routes"
(segment 8B and 9E and proponent's proposed segment 9) as expressed in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.  Three additional reasons among many include: 
  1.  Segment 8B and 9E (BLM preferred routes) would burden private citizens with costs of millions of
dollars.
  2.  Should the BLM's Preferred Routes come to fruition, the citizens and governmental authorities of
Idaho's reached collaborative consensus would be turned back as meaningless by Washington DC.
  3.  The "enhancement requirements" to Birds of Prey can be met within the construction processes of
the project through the Morley Nelson Birds of Prey defined area.
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 5:40:15 AM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Michael Kinney

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     PO Box 23035

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     San Diego

State:
     CA

Zip:
     92193

Daytime Phone:
    

E-mail:
     michael.james.kinney@gmail.com

Confidential:
     False

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     I really hope that the common sense appreciation for nature, the outdoors, and outdoor sports
overcomes the proposed (probably cheapest) solution of placing the large power lines over the top of
Test hill.  Please consider what "progress" is, and what you would like our landscape to be like in the
future.  Thanks.
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 9:52:41 AM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Jon and Melanie Kress

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     5249 S. Rockland Hwy

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Rockland

State:
     Idaho

Zip:
     83271

Daytime Phone:
     2082212615

E-mail:
     melrae4@hughes.net

Confidential:
     False

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
       I am writing about the gateway west project through the Rockland, Idaho area.  We have
farmland, a home and land which we lease that will be affected by this project.  We are NOT in favor of
it!
Land D257401
        D254800
        D255000
        D255400
        D257100
        D252800
        D253500
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        D253600
        RP0104300
        RP0109700
        D288100
       
  All of these areas have wildlife on them. The area east of our residence is a mule deer wintering
habitat (Bull canyon, Cow canyon area).  Deer, elk, moose, sage grouse, sharptail, partridge, pheasants,
hawks, jack rabbits and many other animals will be affected by these transmission lines. These lines will
also affect the property value along with the beauty and tranquility of living in the country.  We do not
wish to see these lines through our front windows or back windows.  Right now we have a very pleasant
view which many visitors have commented on.
  Please do not go through this area.

Sincerely,
Jon and Melanie Kress
5249 S. Rockland Hwy
Rockland, Idaho 83271
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 5:10:58 PM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Charles Lenkner

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     3023 C East 3400 North

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Twin Falls

State:
     ID

Zip:
     83301

Daytime Phone:
     208 734-6353

E-mail:
     melodylenkner@yahoo.com

Confidential:
     True

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     I am writing this in respect to what is being called the Gateway West Transmission Line
Project. Were I to judge from the information that I have gotten on this matter one would
assume that this was a US BLM project. But why would the BLM undertake to
initiate a transmission line since at least ostensibly, as far as it is known to the general
public and taxpayers generally the BLM is not in the power generstion, power transmission
or sale of power game. It would only be fair and forthright were the public to be told
specificlly just WHO plans to profit by the very extensive and costly project.

I think that I am clear on the fact that no one in Idaho will be receiving any power
from this project. If that is correct then I say route the damn thing most directly through
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and to those who will. For example if California is the target for delivery of the power
from this development there are several options. Shoot it right out of  Wyoming through
Utah and Nevada (places where population growth is very likely also planned/ projected
and where power needs will of necessity increase) say aimed right at Valmy and then to
the Golden State. Or if California and the Northwest Coast are the market locations then
just ship the coal there as if it were going to China for export and generate the power
from burning the coal right where it will be used. Think of the energy saving just from
the reduction in electrical power loss over all those miles of line. And then also the
customers there could enforce proper regulations to make sure that the new coal
burning plants had the most stringent pollution reducing deigns and operating modes.

If the "power elite" behind this project persist in having their way with commonly held
resources and places with the Windstar to Boise route plan then the following comments
are offered by me. Just how can you/ BLM or the whole consortium be pretending to deal
with "the final EIS" when from the last map that I have been sent still has multiples of
various colored lines on multitudinous trajectories. Which route is the FINAL EIS for?
I think it would only be fair to specify same to we the ' share holders', minimally.

Picking between the lines and segment trajectories in this case, I strongly recommend
segments 6 & 8 between American Falls and Ada County. Being an owner of property
adjacent to segment 9 south of Twin Falls I am against this route for many reasons.

In respect to the sagehen question I am all for the birds and affording them protection
to the point of assuring recovery. I do suspect that Gateway will be less an issue in their
survival and prosperity than would reduction of bromus tectorum, range fires, natural
caused and "cowboy lightening" caused and range abuse thru poorly managed subsidized
grazing.

Thank you for your attention to my concerns.

Charles Lenkner
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 4:14:50 PM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Melody Lenkner

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     3023 C East 3400 North

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Twin Falls

State:
     ID

Zip:
     83301

Daytime Phone:
     208 734-6353

E-mail:
     melodylenkner@yahoo.com

Confidential:
     True

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     Initially I am opposed to the whole project of running transmission lines through Idaho that don't
benefit Idaho, but I guess this is a moot point at this time.

Secondly, I find it very difficult to comment on the "proposed" route when there is no clear proposed
route.  We own 360 acres by the Cedar Hill proposed route.  Why trash the scenic South Hills with giant
transmission lines when there is an option for crossing north of the Snake River using a less scenic and
more direct route.  For this reason,  I oppose the proposed route running from #7 through #9.  Melody
Lenkner
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 12:09:00 PM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Paul McCracken

Organization:
     Rancher

Mailing Address:
     14 Mile Ranch Rd

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Rock Springs

State:
     Wy

Zip:
     82901

Daytime Phone:
     307 362 9636

E-mail:
     p2mccracken@hotmail.com

Confidential:
     False

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     I, Paul McCracken, own and operate the "14 mile Ranch". I have been a part of this project since the
beginning, I have don't have a problem with the industry of our modern world, power utilities etc.
The big problem with this line is you want to go through my private property where there is
plenty....plenty of room on both sides of me that doesn't have a residence, home and family living and
residing on a small piece of land.
I was told in the beginning that you wouldn't touch my property, however this seemed to have
changed. I can't be more forward... DON'T PUT THE LINE ON MY PRIVATE PROPERTY, there is no need
for it with 30+ miles to the north and 4-5 miles to the south.
P.S. My ranch is up for the National historic role, due to it's history with native american/ wagon trail. I
also have a natural wetland area around the ranch (14 mile reservoir) that draws numerous wildlife,
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birds and sage grouse.
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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 COMMENTS
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:19:31 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: merri melde <merri@endurance.net>
Date: Fri, Jun 28, 2013 at 3:23 PM
Subject: GATEWAY WEST COMMENTS
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov

from 
Merri Melde
15401 Bates Creek Road
Oreana, ID 83650
merri@endurance.net

I oppose the BLM’s preferred route, 9E.

The adverse effect on sage grouse habitat and ecosystems have already been amply
demonstrated. This route would have maximal impact on the land, soil, flora, fauna
and scenery, as has been amply demonstrated. The closer one gets to the Owyhee
mountains and the rainshadow they cause, the more fragile the soil becomes.
Tearing it up more with trucks, equipment, supplies, roads and a powerline will
cause irreversible destruction – once the tenuous plants disappear, the land turns to
blowing sand, and the ground can't recover.

That it will significantly impact both the aesthetics and property values of private
property has been amply demonstrated. How can excess impact in even one of
these aspects even be justified when other viable and practical options are
available?

The argument that power lines have to be separated by a certain distance is bogus.
Look at I-84 in Oregon west of where I-82 joins it. There are no less than FIVE large
capacity power lines running parallel within a quarter mile of each other.

The rationale that Boise will one day need this extra power has not been factually
proven. The lines ARE NOT NECESSARY.

Wyoming BLM being the lead on such an impactful project for Idaho is ludicrous.

Is the destruction of one more beautiful and pristine and somewhat primitive area
necessary in the quest for extra power that has not proven necessary in the first
place?

I support Route 9D as proposed by the Owyhee Task Force
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The advantage of using this route has already been amply demonstrated –
advantages to nesting birds of prey, the minimal impact on the land, soil, flora,
fauna and scenery, minimal impact on sagegrouse. Roads are already in place, and
the soil is not so fragile in this area. Ignoring the studies that have proved that the
existing powerlines in the NCA support birds of prey would set a dangerous
precedent.
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 11:38:53 AM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Gina Millard

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     2616 N. Side Rd.

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Homedale

State:
     ID

Zip:
     83628

Daytime Phone:
     208-3378437

E-mail:
    

Confidential:
     False

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     Dear Reader- I love the land- please put the line with the current lines at Birds of Prey.  It will
diminish the impact to lands, people and animals.
Thank you
Gina Millard
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: Fwd: FEIS-Gateway West
Date: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 3:18:53 PM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Neil and Jennifer Miller <njmiller@tctwest.net>
Date: Tue, Jun 25, 2013 at 10:41 AM
Subject: FEIS-Gateway West
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov

Dear BLM Decision Makers,

Please consider an alternative route for this transmission line that will protect sage
grouse habitat and our National Historic Trails.

Thank you for your reconsideration!
Neil and Jennifer Miller
P.O. Box 742
Basin, WY 82410
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From: Gateway BLM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: FW: Steve; Please copy David Murphy, no email address on his card. Copies sent to various interested party"s.
Date: Monday, January 28, 2013 11:16:12 AM

Please add this email to the administrative record.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Steven Ellis <sellis@blm.gov>
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2013 at 3:57 PM
Subject: Fwd: Steve; Please copy David Murphy, no email address on his card. Copies sent to
various interested party's.
To: David H Murphy <dmurphy@blm.gov>, Jeffery L Foss <jfoss@blm.gov>
Cc: Peter Ditton <pditton@blm.gov>, Walter George <wgeorge@blm.gov>, Donald
Simpson <dsimpson@blm.gov>, James Fincher <jfincher@blm.gov>, Kathleen Carr
<Kathleenmarion.Carr@sol.doi.gov>

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Craig Moore <moore@speedyquick.net>
Date: January 27, 2013, 2:05:21 PM MST
To: <sellis@blm.gov>
Subject: Steve; Please copy David Murphy, no email address on his card. 
Copies sent to various interested party's.

To: Steve Ellis State Director
Bureau of Land Management
Idaho State Office
            And
David H. Murphy
Branch Chief
Lands Minerals & Water Rights
Bureau of Land Management Idaho
 
From: Craig Moore; (Dale Willis)
 
 
 
Gentlemen:
 
Thank you for your time and discussion on Friday with Dale Willis and me. 
Your description of how decisions are made within the B.l.M. and The
Department of Interior was enlightening. 
 
I view your roll in our current Gateway West struggles, both public and private,
has become even more critical after our meeting.  Often times, in any
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organization, public or private, the non-authority decisions makers have just as
important a part to contribute as the formal authority. I understand Don Simpson
in Wyoming does hold, in this instance, a slightly higher authority to yours but,
only by assignment.  Your statement regarding cooperation between you and him
makes total sense for several reasons, not the least of which is geography.
 
I would certainly hope, that after your thorough investigations, you will support
the will of the majority of economic Idaho contributors and recommend that the
“Preferred Route” be moved back to the PEIS conclusively suggested
locations.     I would also suggest strongly that your support towards that end
occur now rather than waiting for extensive hearings both formal/legal and
informal by citizens and other interested organizations. That decision would be
both expedient and frugal on the part of government. Following is a list of
support premises for the change.
 

LIST
1. Elimination of agricultural operational damages from farming changes
necessary due to irrigation and other effects from transmission line
sighting. 
 
2. Disturbance of Sage Grouse habitat clearly pointed out by
environmental organizations.

           
            3. True and Scientific Benefits for the Birds of Prey.
           
            4. Private Party Property Rights and avoidance of subjecting property
owners to    “Eminent Domain” laws and 
            Court activity to consummate the extensive intrusions necessary to     
            establish private property corridors for transmission lines.

 
5. Serious health concerns to dairies already proven in numerous cases
including an Idaho Power lawsuit in the Magic Valley wherein millions
of dollars settlement did come to pass and is on the record. 
 
6.Overwhelming support by State Government, BLM employees County
Governments and City Governments and on the record as well as Idaho
Power Company.
 
8. Fair play of Government process towards the Citizens of Idaho after
literally years of meetings held, with testimony in large numbers
overwhelmingly favoring the prepared study submission of recommended
routes. 
 
9. A letter signed by Brian O’Donnell Executive Director of the
prestigious “Conservation Lands Foundation” describing their serious
concerns with the “preferred route” thru Owyhee County that seriously
affects the Sage Grouse habitat.  (I could supply that to you if need be.)
 

In summary, especially since proper measures to air the “other side of the coin”
during the formation of the “Preliminary Environmental Impact Statement,” I
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would urge you to insist that all the parties involved should sit down in order to
work out a solution prior to the release of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.
 
                                    REFERENCES DISCUSSED at Friday
Meeting

Idaho Power Co.

A $17.5 million verdict has been reached in the lawsuit filed by Idaho dairy
farmers Mike and Susan Vierstra. The suit was filed after stray electrical currents
harmed cows at the dairy, causing them to become sick and reduce their milk
production for several years. (Feb-12-04)
 
 
EXCERPTS: Energy Policy “Act of 2005.”
 
President Bush signed the Energy Policy Act of 2005 on ... B. Utility Corridors
 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROVISIONS OF THE NEW ENERGY AND
TRANSPORTATION
LAWS
Analysis by Michael B. Gerrard
General Editor, Environmental Law Practice Guide:
State and Federal Law
Two new federal statutes amend numerous environmental laws and affect the
implementation of several others. President Bush signed the Energy Policy Act
of 2005 on August 8, 2005 and the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A
 
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) on August 10, 2005. This Special Alert
summarizes the environmental provisions of these enactments.
 
The two laws are so massive – the energy bill is 1,724 pages, and the
transportation bill is
1,077 pages – that this is only a very abbreviated and preliminary summary of
how they affect
Environmental laws. It does not deal with the substantive environmental impacts
of the new enactments.
Between them, the two laws have many provisions to hasten the environmental
approval
processes for major projects, while changing few of the substantive underlying
rules. The
techniques introduced here, if effective, may well make their way into other
federal and state laws.
I. THE ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2005
The Energy Policy Act of 2005 is the most important energy law since the
Federal Power
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Act of 1935 and the Natural Gas Act of 1938. Years in the making, its effects
will be felt for decades.
 
B. Utility Corridors
Utility crossings over federal lands receive special attention. Under Section 368,
the
Departments of Agriculture, Commerce, Defense, Energy and Interior, in
consultation with FERC, states, Indian tribes, local governments, utilities, and
others, are directed to designate corridors for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines and
electricity transmission and distribution facilities on federal land, and to perform
any environmental reviews that may be required to complete the designation. The
statute requires that the designation be done within two years in the 11
contiguous Western states, and within four years in the rest of the country. 4 As
a related matter, Section 372 requires DOE, in consultation with the Departments
of Interior, Agriculture and Defense, to enter into a memorandum of
understanding to coordinate all applicable federal authorizations and
environmental reviews related to energy transmission lines and electricity
generation and distribution facilities.
 
Comment: I am aware that there have been challenges to the law and that some
have failed and some succeeded. 
 
Thank you both for your consideration.
 
Craig Moore
PO 14
moore@speedyquick.net
Melba, Idaho 83641
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From: Gateway BLM
Sent: Thursday, February 14, 2013 2:03 PM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: FW: MOORE@SPEEDYQUICK.NET

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: g moore <gmoore495@gmail.com> 
Date: Tue, Feb 12, 2013 at 7:16 PM 
Subject: MOORE@SPEEDYQUICK.NET 
To: wgeorge@blm.gov 

“PLEASE DO THE RIGHT THING! The “Gateway West” transmission line placement should be changed 
back to the State PREFERRED ROUTE!!!!   “PLEASE DO THE RIGHT THING!  
  
GEORGENE MOORE 
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From: Gateway BLM
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: FW: Steve; Please copy David Murphy, no email address on his card. Copies sent to various interested party"s.
Date: Monday, January 28, 2013 11:16:12 AM

Please add this email to the administrative record.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Steven Ellis <sellis@blm.gov>
Date: Sun, Jan 27, 2013 at 3:57 PM
Subject: Fwd: Steve; Please copy David Murphy, no email address on his card. Copies sent to
various interested party's.
To: David H Murphy <dmurphy@blm.gov>, Jeffery L Foss <jfoss@blm.gov>
Cc: Peter Ditton <pditton@blm.gov>, Walter George <wgeorge@blm.gov>, Donald
Simpson <dsimpson@blm.gov>, James Fincher <jfincher@blm.gov>, Kathleen Carr
<Kathleenmarion.Carr@sol.doi.gov>

FYI

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Craig Moore <moore@speedyquick.net>
Date: January 27, 2013, 2:05:21 PM MST
To: <sellis@blm.gov>
Subject: Steve; Please copy David Murphy, no email address on his card. 
Copies sent to various interested party's.

To: Steve Ellis State Director
Bureau of Land Management
Idaho State Office
            And
David H. Murphy
Branch Chief
Lands Minerals & Water Rights
Bureau of Land Management Idaho
 
From: Craig Moore; (Dale Willis)
 
 
 
Gentlemen:
 
Thank you for your time and discussion on Friday with Dale Willis and me. 
Your description of how decisions are made within the B.l.M. and The
Department of Interior was enlightening. 
 
I view your roll in our current Gateway West struggles, both public and private,
has become even more critical after our meeting.  Often times, in any
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organization, public or private, the non-authority decisions makers have just as
important a part to contribute as the formal authority. I understand Don Simpson
in Wyoming does hold, in this instance, a slightly higher authority to yours but,
only by assignment.  Your statement regarding cooperation between you and him
makes total sense for several reasons, not the least of which is geography.
 
I would certainly hope, that after your thorough investigations, you will support
the will of the majority of economic Idaho contributors and recommend that the
“Preferred Route” be moved back to the PEIS conclusively suggested
locations.     I would also suggest strongly that your support towards that end
occur now rather than waiting for extensive hearings both formal/legal and
informal by citizens and other interested organizations. That decision would be
both expedient and frugal on the part of government. Following is a list of
support premises for the change.
 

LIST
1. Elimination of agricultural operational damages from farming changes
necessary due to irrigation and other effects from transmission line
sighting. 
 
2. Disturbance of Sage Grouse habitat clearly pointed out by
environmental organizations.

           
            3. True and Scientific Benefits for the Birds of Prey.
           
            4. Private Party Property Rights and avoidance of subjecting property
owners to    “Eminent Domain” laws and 
            Court activity to consummate the extensive intrusions necessary to     
            establish private property corridors for transmission lines.

 
5. Serious health concerns to dairies already proven in numerous cases
including an Idaho Power lawsuit in the Magic Valley wherein millions
of dollars settlement did come to pass and is on the record. 
 
6.Overwhelming support by State Government, BLM employees County
Governments and City Governments and on the record as well as Idaho
Power Company.
 
8. Fair play of Government process towards the Citizens of Idaho after
literally years of meetings held, with testimony in large numbers
overwhelmingly favoring the prepared study submission of recommended
routes. 
 
9. A letter signed by Brian O’Donnell Executive Director of the
prestigious “Conservation Lands Foundation” describing their serious
concerns with the “preferred route” thru Owyhee County that seriously
affects the Sage Grouse habitat.  (I could supply that to you if need be.)
 

In summary, especially since proper measures to air the “other side of the coin”
during the formation of the “Preliminary Environmental Impact Statement,” I
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would urge you to insist that all the parties involved should sit down in order to
work out a solution prior to the release of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.
 
                                    REFERENCES DISCUSSED at Friday
Meeting

Idaho Power Co.

A $17.5 million verdict has been reached in the lawsuit filed by Idaho dairy
farmers Mike and Susan Vierstra. The suit was filed after stray electrical currents
harmed cows at the dairy, causing them to become sick and reduce their milk
production for several years. (Feb-12-04)
 
 
EXCERPTS: Energy Policy “Act of 2005.”
 
President Bush signed the Energy Policy Act of 2005 on ... B. Utility Corridors
 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROVISIONS OF THE NEW ENERGY AND
TRANSPORTATION
LAWS
Analysis by Michael B. Gerrard
General Editor, Environmental Law Practice Guide:
State and Federal Law
Two new federal statutes amend numerous environmental laws and affect the
implementation of several others. President Bush signed the Energy Policy Act
of 2005 on August 8, 2005 and the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A
 
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) on August 10, 2005. This Special Alert
summarizes the environmental provisions of these enactments.
 
The two laws are so massive – the energy bill is 1,724 pages, and the
transportation bill is
1,077 pages – that this is only a very abbreviated and preliminary summary of
how they affect
Environmental laws. It does not deal with the substantive environmental impacts
of the new enactments.
Between them, the two laws have many provisions to hasten the environmental
approval
processes for major projects, while changing few of the substantive underlying
rules. The
techniques introduced here, if effective, may well make their way into other
federal and state laws.
I. THE ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2005
The Energy Policy Act of 2005 is the most important energy law since the
Federal Power
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Act of 1935 and the Natural Gas Act of 1938. Years in the making, its effects
will be felt for decades.
 
B. Utility Corridors
Utility crossings over federal lands receive special attention. Under Section 368,
the
Departments of Agriculture, Commerce, Defense, Energy and Interior, in
consultation with FERC, states, Indian tribes, local governments, utilities, and
others, are directed to designate corridors for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines and
electricity transmission and distribution facilities on federal land, and to perform
any environmental reviews that may be required to complete the designation. The
statute requires that the designation be done within two years in the 11
contiguous Western states, and within four years in the rest of the country. 4 As
a related matter, Section 372 requires DOE, in consultation with the Departments
of Interior, Agriculture and Defense, to enter into a memorandum of
understanding to coordinate all applicable federal authorizations and
environmental reviews related to energy transmission lines and electricity
generation and distribution facilities.
 
Comment: I am aware that there have been challenges to the law and that some
have failed and some succeeded. 
 
Thank you both for your consideration.
 
Craig Moore
PO 14
moore@speedyquick.net
Melba, Idaho 83641
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 9:32:16 AM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     JaNan Neilson

Organization:
    

Mailing Address:
     548 Rabbit Run Road

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Burley

State:
     ID

Zip:
     83318

Daytime Phone:
     2086542675

E-mail:
     erjneilson@gmail.com

Confidential:
     True

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
     pp. 1-24

Comment:
     The Gateway West Project as proposed by BLM is for the said purpose of meeting an increased
demand for electricity.  However, The Idaho Power 2011 Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) does not
forecast any increased demand for electricity or renewable energy; in fact Idaho Power customer needs
will be met by the Boardman to Hemmingway Project for the foreseeable future. It appears clear that
the true purpose of the Gateway West Project is not to serve Idaho Power’s service needs, but to be
part of a transmission grid, for customers in other locations.
Even if the need for more electricity in the state could be justified, that need should be balanced with
other needs. Obviously farmers need their land for production, local economies need the circulation of
dollars that support the farmer’s crop production, and the world at large needs the food supply.  For
example, The High Level Expert Forum projects “ that feeding a world population of 9.1 billion people in
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2050 would require raising overall food production by some 70 percent between 2005/07 and 2050”—
and this must be done with an ever decreasing rural population.  With this need in mind, how can
Gateway West justify 80% of segments 7 and 8 passing through private agricultural land?  Idaho has a
high percentage of federal land, not in agricultural production that could be used for this project, thus
allowing both the need for electricity and the need for crop production to be met. Perhaps there is a
mistaken notion among decision makers that land can just be put into production as needed.  Only a
small percentage of land is suited to agricultural production; the land that is suitable must be cleared
and cultivated for several years before it becomes productive.  Anyone who has been involved in
“breaking out” ground recognizes this is no small matter.

 “The world has the resources and technology to eradicate hunger. It needs to mobilize political will and
build the necessary institutions to ensure that key decisions on investment levels and allocation as well
as on agricultural and food security policies are taken with the goal of hunger eradication in mind .” I
have not mentioned visual impact, negative effects on animal, human, and plant health, or sage grouse
habitat which represent still more “needs”.  The current plain for Gateway West is shortsighted and
lacks balance. Plainly, the Gateway West Project needs to be returned to “the drawing board” and
rerouted in a manner that that allows ALL needs to be met.

High Level Expert Forum - How to Feed the World in 2050
    Office of the Director, Agricultural Development Economics Division
    http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/templates/wsfs/docs/Issues_papers/HLEF2050_Global_Agriculture.pdf
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: Fwd: GWW Segment 9. Alternatives 9D and 9E
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:36:31 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>
Date: Thu, Jun 27, 2013 at 6:42 PM
Subject: GWW Segment 9. Alternatives 9D and 9E
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov

June 27th,2013

Leah Osborn

16837 Bates Creek

Oreana, Idaho

83650

bluewind@me.com

I am writing in support of Segment 9D of the Gateway West
Transmission Line in Owyhee County Idaho.. I do not support the BLM’s
Preferred Alternative 9E.

I appreciate being able to comment on:

Page 3-2-1  3.2 VISUAL RESOURCES

•

•



•

•

• The BLM Preferred Alternative for Segment 9 will have a
negative impact on the quality of recreational experiences.

BLM Preferred Alternative for Segment 9 will have a
negative visual impact .

Segment 9 of the BLM Preferred Alternative will have a negative impact on non-
consumptive recreationist. Horseback riders, walkers, mountain bikers, motorized
vehicle users and sightseers. The BLM Preferred Alternative will have a negative
impact on the quality of the experience. This area of Owyhee County is serene and
beautiful. This view is within the impact area of the BLM Preferred Alternative
Segment 9 E. Castle creek, Owyhee County.

 This view will have the BLM Preferred Alternative of Segment 9 E 500 KV
transmission line running across it.

Castle Creek, Owyhee County







This quiet canyon may have a 500 KV power line running overhead. This canyon is
very close to the middle of the impact area of the BLM Preferred Alternative of
Segment 9 E . This is a beautiful spot to stop for lunch while out riding.

Browns Creek, Owyhee County.



This is a popular area for many outdoor recreationists.  Many trails cross this area.
The Segment 9 of the BLM Preferred Alternative will cross this area of peach colored
pumice. It is quiet here. There is no buzzing of a 500 KV transmission line. The BLM
Preferred Alternative of Segment 9 E will have a negative audible impact on
recreationists seeking that quiet day away from the hustle and bustle.

Browns Creek area, Owyhee County





The BLM Preferred Alternative of Segment 9 E might go over this recreationist and
her dog. 500 KV transmission lines will have a negative impact on even outings for
pets.

Browns Creek area, Owyhee County.



Sinker Canyon, Owyhee County.

This canyon is very popular with every sort of recreationist. It is
heavily used.  The BLM Preferred Alternative for Segment 9 E
will cross Sinker Canyon.  This popular canyon will be negatively
impacted



This unique rock formation and seasonal creek draw many motorized and non-
motorized recreationists. The BLM’s Preferred Alternative to Segment 9 E will very
negatively impact the solitude and awe inspiring harsh beauty of this area. Birch
Creek, Owyhee County.

All photos are within the 2 mile Corridor of the BLM’s Alternative
Route 9E. I do not support BLM Preferred Alternative 9E. I
support Alternative 9D.



Thank you,

Leah Osborn



















From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: 17495 Fwd: GWW Segment 9, Alternatives 9E and 9D
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:30:11 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>
Date: Thu, Jun 27, 2013 at 6:48 PM
Subject: GWW Segment 9, Alternatives 9E and 9D
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov

June 27th, 2013

Leah Osborn

16837 Bates Creek

Oreana, Idaho

83650

bluewind@me.com 

 

I am writing in support of Segment 9D of the Gateway West
Transmission Line in Owyhee County Idaho.. I do not support the BLM’s
Preferred Alternative 9E.

 

 

I appreciate being able to comment on:

General Wild Life and Fish  , page 3.10-1 , Segment 9.

 

·       Segment 9: The BLM’s Preferred Route is the Proposed Route
incorporating Alternative 9E, which was revised to avoid PPH and the
community of Murphy (Figure A-11).
·        

BLMs Alternative 9E is within Sage Grouse habitat. The photo below clearly states
this. This photo was taken within the corridor on the Alder Creek Road.

GPS coordinates. 11T  NH  48603, 56414.

mailto:jmclain@blm.gov
mailto:blm_wy_gateway_west_trans_line@blm.gov
mailto:blm@gwcomment.com
mailto:bluewind@me.com
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Thank You,

Leah Osborn
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: 17467 Fwd: with photos, GWW Segment 9 , Alternatives 9D and 9E
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:33:04 AM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-4.pdf

PastedGraphic-5.pdf
PastedGraphic-6.pdf
PastedGraphic-7.pdf
PastedGraphic-8.pdf
PastedGraphic-9.pdf
PastedGraphic-10.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>
Date: Thu, Jun 27, 2013 at 7:11 PM
Subject: with photos, GWW Segment 9 , Alternatives 9D and 9E
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov
Cc: Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>

 

 

 

 

June 27th,2013

Leah Osborn

16837 Bates Creek

Oreana, Idaho

83650

 

 

I am writing in support of Segment 9D of the Gateway West
Transmission Line in Owyhee County Idaho.. I do not support the BLM’s
Preferred Alternative 9E.

 

 

I appreciate being able to comment on:
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Page 3-2-1     3.2 VISUAL RESOURCES

•                 

•                 

•                 

•                 

•                The BLM Preferred Alternative for Segment 9 will have a
negative impact on the quality of recreational experiences.

        BLM Preferred Alternative for Segment 9 will have a
negative  visual impact .

 

 

Segment 9 of the BLM Preferred Alternative will have a negative impact on non-
consumptive recreationist. Horseback riders, walkers, mountain bikers, motorized
vehicle users and sightseers. The BLM Preferred Alternative will have a negative
impact on the quality of the experience. This area of Owyhee County is serene and
beautiful. This view is within the impact area of the BLM Preferred Alternative
Segment 9 E. Castle creek, Owyhee County.
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              This view will have the BLM Preferred Alternative of Segment 9 E 500 KV
transmission line running across it.

         Castle Creek, Owyhee County
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This quiet canyon may have a 500 KV power line running overhead. This canyon is
very close to the middle of the impact area of the BLM Preferred Alternative of
Segment 9 E . This is a beautiful spot to stop for lunch while out riding.

Browns Creek, Owyhee County.
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This is a popular area for many outdoor recreationists.  Many trails cross this area.
The Segment 9 of the BLM Preferred Alternative will cross this area of peach colored
pumice. It is quiet here. There is no buzzing of a 500 KV transmission line. The BLM
Preferred Alternative of Segment 9 E will have a negative audible impact on
recreationists seeking that quiet day away from the hustle and bustle.

Browns Creek area, Owyhee County
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The BLM Preferred Alternative of Segment 9 E might go over this recreationist and
her dog.  500 KV transmission lines will have a negative impact on even outings for
pets.

Browns Creek area, Owyhee County.
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 Sinker Canyon, Owyhee County.

This canyon is very popular with every sort of recreationist. It is
heavily used.  The BLM Preferred Alternative for Segment 9 E
will cross Sinker Canyon.  This popular canyon will be negatively
impacted
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This unique rock formation and seasonal creek draw many motorized and non-
motorized recreationists.  The BLM’s Preferred Alternative to Segment 9 E will very
negatively impact the solitude and awe inspiring harsh beauty of this area. Birch
Creek,  Owyhee County.  

 

 

 

 

All photos are within the 2 mile Corridor of the BLM’s Alternative
Route 9E.  I do not support BLM Preferred Alternative 9E. I
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support Alternative 9D.

 

Thank you,

Leah Osborn
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: 17495 Fwd: GWW Segment 9, Alternatives 9E and 9D
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:30:11 AM

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>
Date: Thu, Jun 27, 2013 at 6:48 PM
Subject: GWW Segment 9, Alternatives 9E and 9D
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov

June 27th, 2013

Leah Osborn

16837 Bates Creek

Oreana, Idaho

83650

bluewind@me.com 

 

I am writing in support of Segment 9D of the Gateway West
Transmission Line in Owyhee County Idaho.. I do not support the BLM’s
Preferred Alternative 9E.

 

 

I appreciate being able to comment on:

General Wild Life and Fish  , page 3.10-1 , Segment 9.

 

·       Segment 9: The BLM’s Preferred Route is the Proposed Route
incorporating Alternative 9E, which was revised to avoid PPH and the
community of Murphy (Figure A-11).
·        

BLMs Alternative 9E is within Sage Grouse habitat. The photo below clearly states
this. This photo was taken within the corridor on the Alder Creek Road.

GPS coordinates. 11T  NH  48603, 56414.
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Thank You,

Leah Osborn
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From: jmclain@blm.gov on behalf of Gateway_West_Trans_Line, BLM_WY
To: blm@gwcomment.com
Subject: 17495 Fwd: with photos GWW Segment 9, Alternatives 9D and 9E
Date: Monday, July 01, 2013 10:29:57 AM
Attachments: PastedGraphic-2.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>
Date: Thu, Jun 27, 2013 at 7:04 PM
Subject: with photos GWW Segment 9, Alternatives 9D and 9E
To: Gateway_West_WYMail@blm.gov, Leah Osborn <bluewind@me.com>

June 27th, 2013

Leah Osborn

16837 Bates Creek

Oreana, Idaho

83650

 

 

I am writing in support of Segment 9D of the Gateway West
Transmission Line in Owyhee County Idaho.. I do not support the BLM’s
Preferred Alternative 9E.

 

 

I appreciate being able to comment on:

General Wild Life and Fish  , page 3.10-1 , Segment 9.

 

·       Segment 9: The BLM’s Preferred Route is the Proposed Route
incorporating Alternative 9E, which was revised to avoid PPH and the
community of Murphy (Figure A-11).
·        

BLMs Alternative 9E is within Sage Grouse habitat. The photo below clearly states
this. This photo was taken within the corridor on the Alder Creek Road.

GPS coordinates. 11T  NH  48603, 56414.
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Thank You,

Leah Osborn
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From: info@gatewaywesteis.com
To: Gateway BLM
Subject: A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com
Date: Wednesday, June 26, 2013 7:36:31 PM

A final EIS comment from gatewaywesteis.com.

Name:
     Clair Packer

Organization:
     United States hanggliding ass.

Mailing Address:
     P.o. Box D

Mailing Address 2:
    

City:
     Moreland

State:
     Idaho

Zip:
     83256

Daytime Phone:
     208-681-1158

E-mail:
     clpacker@hotmail.com

Confidential:
     True

EIS Chapter:
    

Section Number:
    

Page Number:
    

Comment:
     The section of power line 7f to 7j cover an area which has been and is still some of the only
training area for hang gliding and paragliding in the area. This has been used for flying for the last 35
to 40 years. The proposed power line in this area would be very hazardous to anyone flying hang
gliders or paragliders on these hills. There are also numerous homes and other properties is this area
that the power line would be debtramental to.
  We propose that the best route for this power line would be the state line route.
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