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Addendum to San Juan Basin Energy Connect Public Scoping Report: Agency Scoping Report

AGENCY COMMENT SUMMARY

During the public scoping period, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) also invited the
cooperating and other agencies to be consulted for the project to provide comments that would
assist in identifying issues that may require consideration in the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) document. Table 1 provides a list of agencies that have responded to the BLM’s
request for comments as of January 8, 2010. Agency comments are included in Appendix A.

Table 1.  Agencies that Provided Comments for San Juan Basin Energy Connect as of
January 8, 2010

Commenting Agencies
Colorado Division of Wildlife
Colorado Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
La Plata County
New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs Historic Preservation Division
New Mexico Department of Game and Fish
New Mexico Energy, Mineral, and Natural Resources Department
Southern Ute Indian Tribe
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Key issues and concerns expressed during public and agency scoping will affect impact analysis
and alternatives development. Issues of primary concern to the responding agencies include:

1. Locations of preliminary alternatives

2. Impacts to biological resources

3. Impacts to visual resources

Every comment letter, email, and phone conversation received was entered into a database and
assigned an identification number based on its sequential entry. Pursuant to the NEPA process,
comments were reviewed and sorted into general categories that match specific sections in the
proposed project’s NEPA document so that each pertinent comment can be addressed. Table 2
provides the comment categories and the number of comments received that fall into each category.

Table 2. Comment Categories

Comment Categories
Alternatives (12) Land Use (2)
Biological Resources (16) NEPA Process (7)
Cultural Resources (3) Project Description (1)
Cumulative Impacts (1) Visual Resources (4)
Environmental Justice (1) Water Resources (2)

A summary of the written agency comments received and issues identified through January 8,
2010, is included in Table 3. Each comment with the associated identification number, comment
category, and comment response is in tabular format for organization and cross-referencing
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purposes. Comments were received via seven letters, two phone calls, and two emails.
Collectively, the different methods yielded 49 separate comments from nine agencies.
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Table 3.

Agency Comments Received through December 31, 2009

Comment
ID

Comment
Category

Comment

Treatment/Response

Form of
Comment

Agency

166-5

Alternatives

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) recommends
placing power lines below ground.

Comment will be addressed in the
NEPA document.

letter

USFWS

224-1

Alternatives

The New Mexico Department of Game and Fish (NMDGF)
prefers that the transmission corridor follow the route
designated A-UU-D-H-I-S. The alternative routes farther to the
east (designated J, K, L, M and N) traverse high-quality mule
deer habitat and elk winter and summer ranges. A new
transmission corridor with the associated access road may
cause additional habitat fragmentation and increase vehicle
access for illegal hunters.

Comment will be addressed in the
NEPA document.

letter

NMDGF

220-5

Alternatives

The Colorado Division of Wildlife (CDOW) prefers using
corridor segments CC and AA to connect with the Iron Horse
Substation as corridor segment CC contains County Road
(CR) 318, a paved, heavily traveled road. Traffic and habitat
changes along CR 318 impact the functional values of the
adjacent winter habitat for big game. Aligning the transmission
line close to CR 318 would minimize further impacts to
wintering deer and elk.

Comment will be addressed in the
NEPA document.

letter

CDOW

220-6

Alternatives

The CDOW recommends aligning the transmission line
adjacent to J Road, within corridor segment AA to connect
with the Iron Horse Substation.

Comment will be addressed in the
NEPA document.

letter

CDhow

220-7

Alternatives

Routes DD and BB also contain a lower volume of county
roads and are not as heavily disturbed as the corridor adjacent
to CR 318. A transmission line along these routes would have
additional impacts.

Comment will be addressed in the
NEPA document.

letter

CDOW

220-8

Alternatives

If the transmission line cannot be located in the corridor
segments adjacent to existing roads, the CDOW recommends
conducting construction and maintenance activities after April
15 and prior to December 1 to help minimize disturbance to
wintering mule deer and elk.

Comment noted.

letter

CDOW

161-8

Alternatives

La Plata County supports the statement and intent that this
project will "supply a pathway for renewable energy" and
encourages the [NEPA] document to detail how the project will
support renewable energy.

Comment will be addressed in the
NEPA document.

letter

La Plata
County
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
149-1 Alternatives As with most ground-disturbing projects on tribal trust lands, Comment will be addressed in the | letter SUIT
the Southern Ute Indian Tribe (SUIT) strongly prefers that NEPA document.
utility infrastructure be co-located within existing utility
corridors and other previously disturbed areas in order to
minimize new surface resource impacts. The Tribe believes
that, of the several possible routing options already identified,
those routes that fall predominately within existing corridors
should be given strong preference in the siting evaluation.
149-4 Alternatives The Tribe recognizes the importance of this project to the Comment will be addressed in the | letter SUIT
area, but is concerned about significant resource impacts from | NEPA document. As a
new, excessively wide easement corridors. The Tribe hopes cooperating agency, the Tribe will
that minimum-width easement corridors can be utilized and be involved in route alignment
would like to discuss and better understand the sizing and discussions of the sizing of
constraints on these corridors. easements on Tribal land.
149-5 Alternatives The Tribe has identified a preferred routing option for the Comment will be addressed in the | letter SUIT
portion of the project to be located within the state of Colorado | NEPA document in alternative
and the Southern Ute Indian Reservation. This preferred development as well as
routing option corresponds to several connected route Environmental Justice
segments identified in the project's initial Macro Corridor Study | considerations.
(i.e., segments W-Z-FF-AA). The Tribe believes that this
routing option represents the best balance of efficiency,
minimized environmental degradation, and the equitable
sharing of impacts among the different land
owners/responsible parties. Selection of an alternative to this
tribal preferred route would likely increase impacts to tribal
trust resources, which may not be acceptable to the Tribe.
166-1 Biological USFWS's primary concern regarding construction and Potential impacts to vegetation, letter USFWS
Resources operation of the proposed transmission system is avoidance of | soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
impacts to threatened, endangered, and candidate species, as | threatened, or sensitive species,
well as species-at-risk and their habitats within the project migratory birds, and ecologically
areas. sensitive habitats will be
considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
166-2 Biological The USFWS has provided a list of federally listed threatened Comment noted. Comment will be | letter USFWS
Resources and endangered species and potential candidates for future addressed in the NEPA

listing that could be impacted by the proposed project.

document.
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
166-3 Biological The USFWS notes the potential application of the Migratory Potential impacts to vegetation, letter USFWS
Resources Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended, 16 United soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
States Code (USC) 703 et seq., and the Bald Eagle Protection | threatened, or sensitive species,
Act of 1940, as amended, 16 USC 688 et seq., to the project. migratory birds, and ecologically
sensitive habitats will be
considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
166-4 Biological The USFWS recommends that this project follow the Comment noted. letter USFWS
Resources guidelines included in the Recommended Buffer Zones and
Seasonal Restrictions for Colorado Raptors, in order to avoid
potential MBTA violations with regard to raptors.
166-6 Biological The USFWS notes that all power lines associated with this Comment noted. letter USFWS
Resources project should conform to the USFWS draft Guidelines for
Raptor Conservation in the Western United States, the
Suggested Practices for Avian Protection on Power Lines, the
State of the Art in 2006, and the Avian Protection Plan
Guidelines.
224-2 Biological A significant part of the eastern part of the proposed project Comment noted. letter NMDGF
Resources area is included in the BLM Rattlesnake Canyon Specially
Designated Area (SDA). Rights-of-way are granted in the SDA
only on a limited case-by-case basis and construction
activities are restricted between December 1 and March 31 of
each year to protect wintering wildlife.
224-3 Biological The alternative routes designated KK, TT, and G include Potential impacts to vegetation, letter NMDGF
Resources winter and high-quality habitat for mule deer and also pass soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,

through the area mapped by New Mexico Avian Protection as
the Animas/La Plata/San Juan Rivers Avian Concentration
Area. Avian Concentration Areas have heightened
concentrations of bird species which may be at risk for
potential collision with power lines.

threatened, or sensitive species,
migratory birds, and ecologically
sensitive habitats will be

considered and analyzed for the

action and no action alternatives.
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
224-5 Biological The NEPA analysis should evaluate potential impacts to all Potential impacts to vegetation, letter NMDGF
Resources species listed as threatened or endangered. soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
threatened, or sensitive species,
migratory birds, and ecologically
sensitive habitats will be
considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
224-8 Biological The route designated E-MM-F is used by a herd of antelope Comment noted. letter NMDGF
Resources that moves south from Ute Mountain tribal land.
220-3 Biological The CDOW emphasizes the importance of limiting surface- Potential impacts to vegetation, letter CDOW
Resources disturbing activities by utilizing previously disturbed corridors soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
to maximum extent practicable. This practice helps minimize threatened, or sensitive species,
direct habitat loss and additional "functional habitat loss" that migratory birds, and ecologically
occurs with the introduction of invasive weed species in newly | sensitive habitats will be
disturbed areas. considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
220-4 Biological The CDOW has documented year-round use of the area by Potential impacts to vegetation, letter CDOow
Resources mule deer and very high deer and elk densities during the soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
winter months due to an influx of migratory animals. The threatened, or sensitive species,
CDOW has mapped proposed corridor segments AA, BB, CC, | migratory birds, and ecologically
DD, and the Iron Horse Substation as mule deer critical winter | sensitive habitats will be
range and elk severe winter range. considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
220-9 Biological The Animas River, Florida River, and numerous smaller Potential impacts to vegetation, letter CDOW
Resources perennial and intermittent streams are located within one or soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,

more of the proposed alternative corridor segments. Riparian
areas and wetland habitats found along the perennial and
intermittent streams within the proposed corridors provide
valuable habitat for a variety of wildlife species, including small
mammals, otters, beavers, coyotes, raptors, and songbirds.

threatened, or sensitive species,
migratory birds, and ecologically
sensitive habitats will be

considered and analyzed for the

action and no action alternatives.
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
220-10 Biological Riparian areas along perennial streams within the corridors Potential impacts to vegetation, letter CDOW
Resources may provide suitable nesting habitat for the southwestern soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
willow flycatcher, a federal endangered species, and the threatened, or sensitive species,
yellow-billed cuckoo, a federal candidate species. The New migratory birds, and ecologically
Mexico meadow jumping mouse, another federal candidate sensitive habitats will be
species, may occupy streamside habitats within the proposed | considered and analyzed for the
alternative corridor segments in northern New Mexico and action and no action alternatives.
southern Colorado.
220-11 Biological Leopard frogs inhabit wet meadows and the banks and Potential impacts to vegetation, letter CDOW
Resources shallows of marshes, stock ponds, streams, and irrigation soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
ditches in the project area. Leopard frogs have been threatened, or sensitive species,
documented within the area are likely to be found within the migratory birds, and ecologically
proposed corridor segments. Leopard frogs are a Colorado sensitive habitats will be
species of special concern. considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
220-12 Biological The CDOW's primary interest with respect to aquatic species Comment will be addressed in the | letter CDOW
Resources is water quality. The CDOW recommends reducing erosion NEPA document.
and sedimentation by minimizing stream crossings and
surface-disturbing construction activities near these resources.
Regardless of the corridor selected, the CDOW recommends:
- Using a 50-foot "no disturbance" construction buffer on each
side of perennial and intermittent streams.
- Avoiding surface disturbance within 300 feet of the riparian
zone to the maximum extent practical.
- Using existing road crossings and existing stream crossings
for vehicles and other construction equipment instead of
building new roads and stream crossings.
220-13 Biological Transmission lines pose electrocution and collision hazards Comment noted. letter Cbow
Resources for raptors, and the CDOW suggests that Tri-State consult

with the Avian Powerline Interaction Committee for designs to
minimize those hazards.
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
220-14 Biological The CDOW has mapped the Animas River and Florida River Potential impacts to vegetation, letter CDOW
Resources corridors as winter concentration areas for bald eagles. There | soils, wildlife, fish, endangered,
are numerous bald eagle winter night roosts in the general threatened, or sensitive species,
vicinity of the proposed Iron Horse Substation, and bald migratory birds, and ecologically
eagles have been observed perching at the proposed sensitive habitats will be
substation location. considered and analyzed for the
action and no action alternatives.
220-15 Biological If construction activities must occur between November 15 Comment noted. letter Cbow
Resources and March 15, the CDOW recommends a daily bald eagle
night roost survey and monitoring program to avoid disturbing
bald eagles during construction. The CDOW has enclosed the
Raptor Buffer Guidelines as a resource to assist the project
proponents and permitting agencies for this project.
149-3 Cultural As with all surface-disturbing projects that occur on tribal land, | Comment noted. The BLM will letter SUIT
Resources cultural resource surveys must be completed. Any company work closely with the SUIT to
conducting a cultural resource survey on tribal lands must address cultural resource issues,
have the appropriate, valid permit issued by the Tribe's Lands | as well as in all aspects of the
Division. To avoid delays with the project, early coordination project. The SUIT is a formally
and consultation with the Tribe regarding cultural sites recognized cooperating agency
throughout the project area should occur. on this project.
231-1 Cultural The Colorado Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation | Comment noted. The BLM will Letter COAHP
Resources (COAHP) recommends that coordination of the NEPA studies | comply with the National Historic
with the cultural resource studies required under Section 106 Preservation Act, to include
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). Once consultation under Section 106.
COAHP receives the Section 106 studies, we will be able to
fully complete our reviews under both NHPA and NEPA.
233-1 Cultural The New Mexico Department of Cultural Affairs Historic Comment noted. The BLM will Letter NMHPD
Resources Preservation Division (NMHPD) recommends that a literature | comply with the National Historic

review be conducted to determine the status of cultural
resources surveys and known cultural resources along each of
the alternative corridors. A review of the New Mexico Cultural
Resources Information System (NMCRIS) shows hundreds of
known archaeological sites along the preliminary alternate
corridors. After then literature review has been conducted, we
will be happy to discuss the area of potential affect and
appropriate identification strategies for any areas that need to
be surveyed for cultural resources.

Preservation Act, to include
consultation under Section 106.
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
224-6 Cumulative The NEPA document should also consider the cumulative Comment will be addressed in the | letter NMDGF
Impacts impacts of this project with the extensive existing oil and gas NEPA document.
related development in the project area.
149-2 Environment | The equitable distribution of surface resource impacts should Comment will be addressed in the | letter SUIT
al Justice be an important consideration in the evaluation and selection NEPA document.
of a project route.

146-1 Land Use The corridors could have an effect on both the La Plata and Impacts to and from mining email EMNRD
San Juan mines. The New Mexico Energy, Minerals, and operations and associated
Natural Resources Department (EMNRD) is interested in reclamation areas will be
seeing both mines avoided. considered in the NEPA

document.

150-1 Land Use La Plata County Code 90-122-D2 says that if an area is Comment noted. The indirect phone La Plata
electrified within a set distance of a well, then there can be impacts of induced growth will be County
more than four well pads on the county section. Electrification | addressed in the NEPA
of the gas field is addressed in the county codes as a sound document.
issue, not air quality.

166-7 NEPA It appears that Endangered Species Act, Section 7 Comment noted. The BLM wiill letter USFWS

Process consultation will be appropriate for this project. The action comply with the Endangered
agency or project proponent must evaluate the effects of the Species Act to include formal
action, including the direct and indirect effects of an action on | consultation and the development
the species or critical habitat, together with the effects of other | of a Biological Assessment if
activities that are interrelated or interdependent with that appropriate, as required under
action, that will be added to the environmental baseline (50 Section 7.
Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 402.02). In this case it will
be the responsibility of the BLM in cooperation with the
Bureau of Indian Affairs and Rural Utilities Service to complete
consultation with the USFWS on effects to listed species prior
to issuance of permit, if it is determined that listed species or
their habitat may be affected.
224-7 NEPA Please keep NMDGF on the mailing list for information as the | Comment noted. Agency will be letter NMDGF
Process NEPA process goes forward. included in future
correspondence.
220-1 NEPA Please continue to involve the CDOW throughout the process | Comment noted. Agency will be letter CDOW
Process so that we can achieve the best outcome for wildlife. included in future
correspondence.
January 2010 10
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
220-16 NEPA Because the CDOW's recommendations do not constitute any | Comment noted. The BLM will letter CDOW
Process release of liability from compliance with federal law, the comply with the Endangered
CDOW recommends consulting with the USFWS for additional | Species Act.
information.
161-6 NEPA La Plata County is currently updating its Comprehensive Plan, | Comment noted. letter La Plata
Process which will result in a new land use code. La Plata County is County
also considering the adoption of regulations authorized by the
Areas and Activities of State Interest Act (C.R.S. Section 24-
65.1-101 et seq.). Depending on when these new documents
and regulations are adopted, they could introduce additional
standards that may be applicable to the project. Thereby, La
Plata County encourages participation in its public process
governing the adoption of these aforementioned documents
and regulations.
161-7 NEPA La Plata County Land Use Code Section 74, Article Ill has Comment noted. Tri-State will letter La Plata
Process requirements for utility transmission lines. Specifically, this provide the necessary information County
section requires an Environmental Impact Assessment Report | to La Plata County upon
or similar environmental assessment be submitted. submission of the permit
application.
220-2 NEPA The CDOW would like to obtain a hardcopy of the Alternative The Macro Corridor Study has letter CDOW
Process Evaluation Study (AES) and Macro Corridor Study described been provided to the CDOW. The
in your cover letter dated November 2, 2009, if possible. AES document is an internal work
product that is not appropriate for
public review.
161-5 Project La Plata County requests that the [NEPA] document indicate Comment noted and will be letter La Plata
Description how the purpose and need for this transmission line has been | addressed by the Project County

determined, specifically with regards to development in La
Plata County. The [NEPA] document should include reference
to the data used to project the need for the utility in this
particular part of the county, as it has not been determined
whether or no La Plata County will be promoting certain types
of development to this region.

Description and the Purpose And
Need statements.

January 2010
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Comment Comment Form of
ID Category Comment Treatment/Response Comment | Agency
161-1 Visual The La Plata County Land Use Code Chapter 70, Section 70- | Comment will be addressed in the | letter La Plata
Resources 41 identifies a corridor district. Included in the district map is NEPA document. Visual County
U.S. Highway 550. La Plata County would like this scenic simulations from key observation
corridor to be considered in the selection of alignments. La points for the action alternatives
Plata County would also like the recommendations in the code | will be provided.
to be followed to place development on the sites in such a way
as to preserve visual resources and use state of the art
materials painted with colors that blend in with the surrounding
landscape.
161-2 Visual The La Plata County Comprehensive Plan, Environmental Comment will be addressed in the | letter La Plata
Resources Resources chapter has a section addressing Visual NEPA document. Visual County
Resources. Page 6.7 specifically highlights the possibility of simulations from key observation
"excessive removal of vegetation and/or lack of re-vegetation points for the action alternatives
along pipeline and utility rights of ways" as an activity that may | will be provided.
affect visual resources. The plan calls for proposed
development to accommodate visual resources as an
important aspect of the county's character.
161-3 Visual The Florida Mesa District Plan indicates uncongested views Comment will be addressed in the | letter La Plata
Resources are valued in the proposed area of the transmission line. La NEPA document. Visual County
Plata County asks that visual resources be considered in the simulations from key observation
alignment of the transmission line. points for the action alternatives
will be provided.
161-4 Visual The proposed alignment out of Bondad to the east will affect Comment will be addressed in the | letter La Plata
Resources scenic resources in that area, and La Plata County requests NEPA document. Visual County
that visual resource impacts are addressed. simulations from key observation
points for the action alternatives
will be provided.
224-4 Water Referring to Table 1 of the Macro Corridor Study, springs and | Comment noted. letter NMDGF
Resources wetlands should have similar exclusion and avoidance zones
as proposed for surface waters.
159-1 Water The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will need to be Comment noted. The USACE will | emalil USACE
Resources consulted if the project will involve the discharge of dredged or | be consulted once the project

fill material into a waters of the U.S. Not enough information
has been provided at this time to make a determination of
whether a permit will be required.

alternatives are further refined
and more information regarding
impacts to jurisdictional waters is
available.
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APPENDIX A
AGENCY COMMENT LETTERS
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STATE OF COLORADO

Bill Ritter, Jr., Govearnor
DEPARTMENT OF MATURAL RESOURCES

DIVISION OF WILDLIFE

AN EQUAL OPFORTUNITY ERMPLOYER

Thomas E. Rermingion, Direcior -—
BOB0 Broadway For Wildlife-
Denver, Colorado 80215 For People
Telephone: (303) 297-1192

wilcliife. state. co.us

151 E. 16™ Street 11 December 2009
Durango, CO 8130

Ms. Molly Thrash

SWCA Environmental Consultants
130 Rock Point Drive, Suite A
Durango, CO 81301

Dear Ms. Thrash:

Thank you for involving the Colorade Division of Wildlife (CDOW) in the planning stages for the SAN JUAN
Basin ENERGY CONNECT PROJECT. Please continue to involve us throughout the process so that we can
achieve the best outcome for wildlife. Our comments are based on the letter, maps and shape files that you
provided. We would like to obtain a hardcopy of the Alternative Evaluation Study {AES) and Macro
Corridor Study (MCS) described in your cover letter dated November 2, 2009, if possible.

Corridor identification is important. From CDOW®s perspective the best corridor is the one resulting in the
least amount of disturbance to wildlife resources while meeting your goals. We emphasize the imporiance of
limiting surface disturbing activities by utilizing previously disturbed corridors to the maximum extent
practicable, This practice helps minimize direct habitat loss and additional “functional habitat loss” that
oceurs with the introduction of invasive weed species in newly disturbed areas. -

The CDOW’s comments are limited to the corridor alternatives for which we have wildlife management
responsibilities, i.e., our comments are pertinent to proposed cortidor alternatives identified as segments AA,
EB, CC, DD, portions of EE and FF and the location of the proposed Iron Horse Substation. We are not
commenting on corridor segments located on Tribal Lands or in the State of Mew Mexico.

Big Game Concerns
The current land use in the area surrcunding the proposed corridor allernative segments of concemn is

intermined forested rangelands, sage flats, and apricultural lands. The majority of the agricultural lands are
irrigated for hay grass production. Oil and gas facilities occur on all the proposed alternative corridors.
However, most corridor alternatives are relatively free of residential development,

The agricultural lands and sagebrush dominated flats provide foraging opportunities for mule deer and elk
while the surrounding forested range lands provide security and thermal cover. The CDOW has documented
year round use of the area by mule deer and very high deer and elk densities during the winter months due to
an influx of migratory animals. As snow accumulates at higher elevations, this area is increasingly important
to big game as the area contains high quality winter range for mule deer and elk. The CDOW has mapped
proposed corridor segments AA, BB, CC, DD, and the Tron Horse Substation as mule deer critical winter
range and elk severe winter range. Mule deer and elk typically display high site fidelity to winter range,
preferring to use the same areas year after year. Recent studies show that mule deer and elk avoid

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESCOURCES, Hamis 0. Sheman, Executive Director
WILDLIFE COMMISSION, Brad Coars, Chair « Tim Glenn, Vice Chair » Dennis Buechler, Secretary
Mambers, Jeffrey Crawford « Dorothea Famis » Roy MaAnally » John Singletary » Mark Smith « Robert Streeler
Ex Offficio Members, Hamis Sherman and John Stulp
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construction activities and may shift their distribution on winter range in response to development activities
{Hebblewhite 2008, Sawyer 2009),

While the presence of these important habitats make impacts to wintering big game animals unavoidable, the
impacts can be reduced by aligning the transmission the line within previously disturbed terrain. For
example, the CDOW prefers using corridor segments CC and AA to connect with the Iron Horse Substation
as corridor segment CC contains County Road (CR) 318 a paved, heavily traveled road. Trallic and habitat
changes along CR 318 impact the functional values of the adjacent winter habitat for big game. Aligning the
transmission line close to CR 318 would minimize further impacts to wintering deer and elk. For the same
reason, the CDOW recommends aligning the transmission line adjacent to J Road, within corridor segment
AA to connect with the Iron Horse Substation. Routes DD and BB also contain lower volume County Feads
and are not as heavily disturbed as the corridor adjacent to CR 318. A transmission line along these routes
would have additional impacts,

If the transmission line cannot be located in the corridor segments adjacent to existing roads CDOW
recommends ccmdur-tmg construction and maintenance activities after Aprll 15th and prior to December 1st
to help minimize disturbance to wintering mule deer and elk.

iparian and Aguatic Concerns
The Animas River, Florida River and numerous smaller perennial and intermitient streams are located within
one or more of the proposed alternative corridor segments. Riparian areas and wetland habitats found along
the perennial and intermittent streams within the proposed corridors provide valuable habitat for a vatiety of
wildlife species, including small mammals, otters, beavers, coyotes, raptors, and songbirds,

Riparian areas along perennial streams within the corridors may provide suitable nesting habitat for
Southwestern willow flycatcher, a Federal Endangered species and yellow-billed cuckoo, a Federal
Candidate species. The New Mexico meadow jumping mouse, another Federal Candidate species, may
oecupy strgamside habitats within the proposed alternative corridor segments in northem New Mexico and
southern Colorado. While little is known about this species distribution, maintaining the integrity of the
riparian habitat within the proposed corridors may reduce potential impacts to this species,

Due to significant irrigation water return flows, there are numerous wetland complexes within all of the
proposed alternative corridors. Leopard frogs inhabit wet meadows and the banks and shallows of marshes,
stock ponds, streams, and irrigation ditches in the project area. Leopard frogs have been documented within
the area are likely to be found within the proposed corridor segments. Leopard frogs are a State of Colorado
Species of Special Concern.

Aquatic species in the Florida River, Animas River and pi:n:lmial streams within the proposed cortidors are
sensitive to any changes in water quahl:y CDOW’s primary interest with respect to aquam species [s water
quality. We recommend reducing erosion and sedimentation by minimizing stream crossings and surface
disturbing construction activities near these resources. Regardless of the corridor selected we recommend:

s A 50-foot “no disturbance” construction buffer on each side of perennial and intermittent streams;

s  Avoiding surface disturbance within 300 feet of the dparian zone to the maximum extent practical;

¢ Using existing road crossings and existing stream crossings for vehicles and other construction

equipment instead of building new roads and stream crossings:

Avian/ Transmission line Issues

Many raptor species utilize all the proposed aliernative corridors. It is likely that raptors will perch andfor
build nests on newly installed transmission line and poles. Transmission lines pose electrocution and
collision hazards for raptors and CDOW suggests that Tri-State consult with the Avian Powerline Interaction
Committee (APLIC) for designs to minimize those hazards.

The CDOW has mapped the Animas River and Florida River corridors as winter concentration areas for hald
sagles. There are numerous bald eagle winter night roosts in the general vicinity of the proposed Iron Horse
Substation and bald eagles have been observed perching at the proposed substation location. Depending upon
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where the facility is specifically sited the Substation may be within 4 mile line of sight to an active bald
eagle winter night roost.

Bald eagle winter movements are highly variable as they are influenced by changes in weather and prey
availability. Therefore bald eagle distribution and abundance may change quickly during the winter and
between winters, If construction activities must occur between November 15 and March 15 we recommend a
daily bald eagle night roost survey and monitoring program to avoid disturbing bald eagles during
constriction. We are enclosing the CDOW's Raptor Buffer Guidelines as a resource to assist the project
praponents and permitting agencies for this project.

The CDOW developed these raptor survey and buffer recommendations to help aveoid violations of the Bald
and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Because the
CDOW's recommendations do not constitute any release of liability from compliance with Federal law we
recommend consulting with the U5, Fish and Wildlife Service for additional information.

Summary

In summary, all proposed corridors impact wildlife resources in some fashion. The CDOW prefers
connecting corridor segments CC and AA with the Iron Horse substation due to the presence of existing
disturbance and heavily traveled roadways. In addition, we recommend the following practices to minimize
impacts to wildlife resources: :

* Limit surface disturbing activities to the maximum extent practicable by utilizing previously
disturbed corridors and facilities where possible;

«  Conduct construction and maintenance after April 15th and prior to December st to help minimize
disturbance to wintering mule deer and elk, if the transmission line cannot be located in the corridor
segments adjacent to existing roads; '

*  Buifer both sides of streams with a 50-foot “no disturbance” construction zone and avoiding surface
disturbance within 300 feet of the riparian zone to the maximum extent practical;

* Use existing road crossings and existing stream crossings for vehicles and other construction
cquipment instead of new roads and stream crossings 1o reduce sedimentation and erosion;

= Consult with the Avian Powerline Interaction Commitlee (APLIC) for transmission line and pole
designs that minimize the risk of raptor electrocutions and collisions;

*  Conduct daily bald eagle night roost survey and moniloring to aveid disturbing bald eagles during
construction if construction activities must occur between Movember 15 and March. If active night
roosts are located, follow CDOW's raptor buffer guidelines and consult with the 1.5, Fish and
Wildlife Service for additional information.

We appreciate this opportunity to comment on this project during the planning phase. If you have gquestions -

or would like to discuss these recommendations feel free to contact District Wildlife Manager, Stephanie
Schuler at the Durango Area Office 247-0855, or Brian Magee at 375-6707. We look forward to working
with you 1o benefit wildlife,

Sincerely,

el

Patt Dorsey
Area Wildlife Manager, Durango

xe! Field Ops Branch, Spezze, Holst, Magee, Area File, DWM

Hebblewhite, M. 2008, A literature review of the effects of energy development on ungulates: Implications for central and
eastern Montana. Report prepared for Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Miles City, MT.

Sawyer, H., R. Nielson, and D. Strickland. 2009, Sublette Mule Dear Stedy (Phase IT): Final Report 2007, Western
Ecosystems Technology, Inc. Cheyenne, Wyoming, USA
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E.“'g OFFICE of ARCHAEQLOGY aud HISTORIC PRESERVATION

December 23, 2009 "

Seve Henke s fj'l.l' \,f fL
Lyiseeict .'\l:-.1'|.|r_:|.'r ﬁ’/ }r/’ L/"I :
Burcaw of Land Manapememn f}l'-\" ,.-“/
Famungton Distner Office ht &

1235 La Plata Highway, Suite A —"J'!-f'f e
Farmuingon, Mew Mexeo 87411 1"']"L
Re: Ban Juan Basin Cnergy Connect Project (CHS #56087)

Ddear M. | |<'1'||\1'_

Ihank vou for your correspondence dated December 1, 2009 (received by our office on December

o 2HA regarding the su

FeCT progect.

In order o dewermine the effece of the proposed project on cultural resources, we recommend thar
PR o) I'.:-l'l,;,“::llt' ViLar IN l‘.l:l lI| "-l'.]l.!]l, 5w |||'l lI|L L |L|lLJT:|I rescrTes sl ||\.||\.'Z"\- |'|.'|.|'.1|r|.'|.! '.al'l\.l\'." et [0 I.I Irl‘ |.l'|-
the Natioial Histosie Preservanoqn Act !\'H:'_"-,:-. Fer 36 CFR BIMLE, "I'l.lll.'r.l.l AFUNICICs Are
encountared 1o o wardinate o ||'|:|:-:I.|1'||.'|.' with Secnon 106 and rthe i wwedures 1 this part w 1th any

cem o mect the reguiremnents of the Matonal Enviconmental Polcy Aot Alsa, Sectron 11
of the National Histone Preservation Act states that Federal agencies should “coordinate wath the

\I-\'I'l'\-' ti

earliezr |'-:1:._u_'-; af any environmental review cartied out under the Natonal Envieonmental Paolics
l'I\..I.-I

[he findings from the Section 1M shadies can intorm the MEPA studies, such as mcluding
mratigma tiont measures wenufied vnder Secoon 106 mm the NEPA decision document. Once we
recerve the Secnon 106 srudees, we will be able to I-l.|]|:. I.III‘:'|'|'I|-.'II.' our reviews under both MHPA and

WEPA. Addinonal imformanon regarding the Sccton 106 process s avalable on our website at

herpe S Swanwe eoloradohistory-oahpoorg / 1AC TG hiom

eldimonal informanon regarding the Section 106 process 1s available on our welsie ar

10 Rt We look forevard wo contineed consultation
om the subject project. 1f we may be of further assistance, please contact Shina duVall, Secton 106
[| ||-|1P||.'||||_'¢, Manager, at (303 866-4674 or shinaduvalliichs seate.co.us or Ay Pallanee, Sectoen
100 s !|I!|1:|,;I|':.L g \l:n].:'_:l.'.‘. ar 303 Bieh-467H.

simcerely,

P
# [ |
; A A
s V7 N s

F iy £

£ Fdward . Nichols

v r .\,\'.:HL' I ‘Il\l::lrl-i, .IIFI,'NI:'T'\. Ao l: :IIT“.'L'.'
ECH/SAD
OLORADO HISTORICAL SO
00 Beoasbway | v Colorapo B0203 W IFA6-3305 2% I0ISRGG | f Fiidth S,
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Tri-State San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project
Telephone Call Record

Author (including agency): Molly Thrash SWCA
Date of call: 18 November 2009

Date of Response: immediate

Caller Name: Tracy Hughes

Caller Telephone Number:

Additional Contact info: La Plata County Planning office

E-mail:
Address:

Summary of Telephone Call: Received project information at Ignacio scoping meeting and wanted to

know how best to have staff comments sent. | told her she could email me, email the info@, or used the
web page interface — that it all went to the same place. She will try to have comments by the 30", and
staff comments will probably only be on technical planning issues

County staff has not heard anything from the public regarding the project, so she did not think that the
BOCC was going to do a formal letter back to us.

I asked about the county code that required electrifying the gas fields, and she said that was a common
misunderstanding of the 2009 regulations. LPC 90-122-D2 says that if an area is electrified within a set
distance of a well, then there can be more than 4 well pads on the county Section. (indirect impact:
induced growth) Electrification of the gas field is addressed in the county codes as a sound issue, not air

quality. She suggests contacting Anthony Martinez at the county for more information.

Request for information:

To be completed by:

Additional Information:

Please return this Telephone Call Record to: Molly Thrash at mthrash@swca.com for inclusion in the public
comment database.
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LA PLATA COUNTY

Farmington Field Office
Bureau of Land Management
clo SWCA Inc.

130 Rock Pownt Drive Suite A
Durango, CO 81201

November 24, 2000
Dear Ms. Thrash,

The La Plata County Planning Staff would like to thank vou for the opportunity to submit
comments regarding the 5an Tuan Basin Energy Connect Environmental Analysis. We
hope that the following conuments will assist vour decisions regarding this project.

Staff has identified the following items of concern:

1. The La Plata County Land Use Code chapter 70, section 70-41 1dentifies a cormdor
district. This district encompasses areas along comnfy roads and state highwavs.
Included in the district map 15 highway 530. We hope vou will consider this scenic
corridor m the selection of vour alignments, and follow the recommendations found
1n the code to place development on the sites in such a way as to preserve visual
resources, and by using state of the art materials painted with colors that blend in with
the surrounding landscape.

Stularly, the La Plata County Comprehensive Plan adopted by the Planning
Commussion in 2001, also addresses scenic resources. The Environmental Resources
chapter has a section addressing Visual Resources. Page 6.7 specifically highlights
the possibhility of “excessive removal of vegetation and or lack of re-vegetation along
pipeline and utihity rights of wavs™ as an activity that may affect visual resources.
The plan calls for proposed development to accommeodate visual resources as an
important aspect of the counties character. Also, the Flonida Mesa District plan
indicates uncongested views are valued in the proposed area of the transmission line.
We ask that vou address how vou will be considering visual resources in the
alignment of the transmission line.

The proposed alignment out of Bondad to the east will affect scenic resources i that
area and we request you address how thus may affect visnal resources.
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2. We would request that the document indicate how the purpose and need for this
transmussion line has been determined, specifically with regards to development in La
Plata County. Specifically, the document should include reference to the data used to
project the need for the utility in this particular part of the county, as it has not been
determined whether or not La Plata County will be promoting certain types of
development to thus region.

3. Asvoumay be aware, La Plata County 15 currently updating our Comprehensive
Plan. This plan will provide a framework for how and where growth will eccur in La
Plata County in the future. Additionzally, once the Comprehensive Plan 1= complete, a
new land vse code will soon follow. Last, the County 1s considenng adopting
regulations anthorized by the Areas and Activities of State Interest Act, CRS.
Section 24-65.1-101 ef seg. Depending on when they are adopted, these new
documents and regulations could introduce additional standards to our land use
system that may be applicable to your project. Thereby, we encourage vou to

participate in the County’s public process governing the adoption of these
aforementioned documents and regulations.

4. La Plata County Land use Code section 74 Article IIT has requirements for utility
Transmission Lines. Specifically, this section requires an Environmental Impact
Assessment Report, or sinular environmental assessment be subnutted. Section 74-
153 (3) contains specific topics that require evaluation in the document. We would
encourage vou to review this section of our code, and we would be happy to meet and
discuss any 1ssues with you.

5. We support the statement and intent that this project will “supply a pathway for
renewable energy” and encourage that the document detail how the project will
support renewable energy.

Again, La Plata County Planning Staff sincerely appreciates the opportunity to conument
during the scoping portion of this project. If vou have any questions or would like fiuther
clarification, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

Matthew Armstrong Tracie Hughes

Assistant Director Planner IT

La Plata County Planming Department (0707 382- 6287

(O70) 382-6202 hughestl@co laplata co.us

armstrongmy@co.laplata.co.us
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Tri-State San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project
Telephone Call Record

Author (including agency): Molly Thrash SWCA
Date of call: 18 and 23 November 2009
Date of Response: immediate

Caller Name: Rachel Jankowitz

Caller Telephone Number:

Additional Contact info: New Mexico Department of Fish and Game

E-mail: rjankowitz@state.nm.us
Address:
Summary of Telephone Call: Received project information package and requested to send her comments

by 15 December. | said that would be okay, and to let me know if she needed anything else. Second

phone call was to request shape files for the New Mexico corridors. Trent will do that today.

Request for information: shape files

To be completed by: Trent

Additional Information:

Please return this Telephone Call Record to: Molly Thrash at mthrash@swca.com for inclusion in the public
comment database.
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GOVERNOR STATE GAME COMMISZION

STATE OF NEW MEXICO
DEPARTMENT OF GAME & FISH

Ot Wildlife Way

Jini McClintlo, Chalmsan
Albugieergus, KA

Bill Richardson

Samdy Budrell, Vice-Thairmen
Sania Fa, NM

Ow. Tom Arvas, Commissiones

Post Oiffice Box X517 Albuquerqus, MM
Sania Fe, MG 87504
Fhane: [S05pd76-EHIE Alirodo Momoys, Camiissiener
Faw: (305} 4TSEIN Alcalde, NN
DIRECTOR AND SECRETARY Heal A, Saleear, Commissloner

ARwsquergue, MM
TO THE COMMISSHON

Tod Stevenson ML, “Delch® Sabmaon, Commissbonay

Vi our wetdlie ap wawwikiife.slatean Silwer Cily, HM
Pz infomution calls 50587 G6-3 0060 Lop V. Sims, 1|, Commisslond
- 3 LAl Commigslener
Raberl 3. Jenks, Depuly Directar To ender freo publications call: |-400-862-9310 Hiokibs, HM

December 14, 2009

Molly Thrash, Project Manager
SWCA Environmental Consultants
130 Bock Point Dirive, Suite A
Durango, CO 81301

Ee: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project Request for Agency Comment; MMDGE Project
Mo 13080

Dear Ms. Thrash:

In response to your letter dated 13 Nov 2009, the Mew Mexico Department of Game angd Fish
(MMDGF) has reviewed the above referenced document, as well as the Macro Corridor Study (MCS)
available online at www.sibenergyconnect.com,  Tri-State Generation and Transmission Association
proposes to construct a 230-kilovolt transmission line (and supporting electrical facilities) from the
Farmingbon area in New Mexico to Ignacio, Colorade. Your company is currently soliciting agency
comments as part of the scoping phase of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.
Our comments below pertain only to the portion of the project area Jocated within the boundaries of
the state of New Mexico,

Of the alternatives presented on the Project Overview Map dated 22 Oct 2009, NMDGF would prefer
that the transmission corriclor follow the route designated A-UU-D-H-I-5. The alternative routes
farther to the east, designated ], K, L, M and N, traverse high quality mule deer habitat and elk
winter and summer ranges. A new transimission corridor with the associated access road may cause
additional habitat fragmentation and increase vehicle access for illegal hunters.

Additiomally, a significant part of the eastern part of the proposed project area is included in the
BLM Rattlesnake Canyon Specially Designated Area (SDA). Rights-of-way are granted in the SDA
only on a limited case-by-case basis, and construction activities are restricted between December 1
and March 31 of each year o protect wintering wildlife. The alternative routes designated KK, TT
and G, include winter and high quality habitat for mule deer, and also pass through the area
mapped by New Mexico Avian Protection as the Animas/La Plata/San Juan Bivers Avian
Concentration Area. These avian areas are important to waterfowl] and raptors, including winter
concentrations of bald eagles. Avian Concentration Areas have heightened concentrations of bird
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species which may be at risk for potential collision with power lines. The route designated E-MM-F
is used by a herd of antelope which moves south from the Tte Mountain tribal land.

Referring to Table 1 of the MCS, springs and wetlands should have similar exclusion and aveidance
zones as proposed for surface waters.

A list of state and federal Wildlife of Concern known to occur in San Juan County s enclosed. The
MEPA analysis should evaluate potential impact to all species listed as threatened or endangered.
Information about species which are not listed, but are considered sensitive by NMDGE or the US.
Fish and Wildlife Service, i also included for planning purposes. The NEPA document should also
consider the cumulative impacts of this project with the extensive existing oil and gas related
development on the project area..

Thank you for the opportunity to consult on this proposed project. Please keep NMDGF on the
mailing list for information as the WEPA process goes forward. 1f there are any questions, please
contact Rachel Tankowitz at 505-476-8159, or gankowitz@state. nin.us,

Sincersly,

Matthew Wunder, PhD
Chief, Congervation Services Division

e Wally Murphy, Ecological Services Field Supervisor, USFWS
Brian Gleadle, NW Area Office Supervisor, NMGF
Kathy MeKim, NW Area Sergeant, NMGF
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From: Marcella_Romero@blm.gov [mailto:Marcella_Romero@blm.gov]
Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 10:37 AM

To: nkorbe@tristategt.org; Molly Thrash

Subject: Fw: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project - Jim O'Hara's Message

This was the message | referred to at the meeting yesterday, there was no
letter.

Marcy Romero
Realty Specialist
Phone: 505-599-6339

Forwarded by Marcella Romero/FFO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/20/2009 10:34 AM
Marcella Romero/FFO/NM/BLM/DOI

To jim.ohara@state.nm.us

10/14/2009 07:45

cc mthrash@swca.com, nkorbe@tristategt.org

Subject Fw: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Mr. O'Hara, thank you for your message, | have forwarded your message to
SWCA and Tri-State.

Marcy Romero
Realty Specialist
Phone: 505-599-6339

Forwarded by Marcella Romero/FFO/NM/BLM/DOI on 10/14/2009 07:42 AM

"Ohara, Jim EMNRD

To Marcella_Romero@blm.gov>

cc <Shannon_Hoefeler@blm.gov>, "Thomas, Charles, EMNRD charles.thomas@state.nm.us>
RE: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Ms. Romero,

Thanks for the information. It looks like the corridor's could have an effect on both the La Plata
and San Juan mines. | am interested in seeing both mine avoided. There are a number of
liability issues that affect the San Juan Coal Company and long term issues associated with the
integrity of the reclamation if disturbed by industrial development.

Please keep me informed as the project progresses.

Thank you.

Jim O'Hara

Coal Program Manager
505-476-3413
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From: Marcella_Romero@blm.gov [mailto:Marcella_Romero@blm.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2009 12:10 PM

To: Ohara, Jim, EMNRD

Cc: Shannon_Hoefeler@blm.gov; nkorbe@tristategt.org; mthrash@swca.com
Subject: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Mr. O'Hara,

Shannon Hoefeler, Mining Engineer, from my office forwarded your message To me and | in
turn forwarded it to Tri-State and SWCA, the Environmental Consultant agency who is working
with this project to let them know of your concerns.

The website that has information on this project is www.SJBEnergyConnect.com. Please feel
free to navigate the website which has newsletters, maps and much more information on this
project. Please contact me at the no. below if I can be of additional assistance, or by e-mail.

Marcy Romero
Realty Specialist
Phone:505-599-6339
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SOUTHERN UTE INDIAN TRIBE

MNovember 17, 2009

Ms. Marcella Romero, Realty Specialist

1.5 Bureau of Land Management / Farmington Field Office
1235 La Plata Highway, Suile A

Farmington, MM 87401-8731

Re: Tribal comment on Tri-State’s proposed San Juan Energy Connect Project
Dear Ms, Romero,

This letter is o formally communicate the Southern Ute Indian Tribe's position and comments regarding
the San Juan Energy Connect Project (Project) proposed by Tri-State Generation and Transmission
Association, Inc. (Tri-State).

As a cooperating agency and a sovereign entity with lands potentially affected by the Project, the Tribe
supports the implementation of the Project primarily for the important socio-economic benefits it can bring
to the Tribe, as well as other kocal communities in southwest Colorado and northwest New Meaxico.
Motwithstanding the Tribe's support for the general goals and objectives of the Project, we would like to
offer the following comments and recommendations as part of the Project's NEPA process, which is
currently underway.

1. Co-ocation of Infrastructure. As with most ground-disturbing projects on Tribal trust lands, the
Tribe strongly prefers that ulility infrastructure be co-located within existing utility corridors and
other previously disturbed areas in order to minimize new surface resource impacts. The Tribe
believes that, of the several possible routing options already identified, those routes that fall
predominately within existing corridors should be given strong preference in the siting evaluation.

2. Equitable Distribution of Impacts. The Tribe recognizes that implementation of the Project will
bring benefits to an entire region; benefits that will be shared by Tribal and non-Tribal
communities alike. There will also be a variety of surface resource impacts resulting from the
Project that should similarly be shared among the beneficiaries of the Project. No single affected
entity among the Tribal, public, and private landowners should be expected to carry a
disproportionate burden of Project impacts. The equitable distribution of surface resource
impacts should also be an important consideration in the evaluation and selection of a Project
route,

3. Cultural Resource Evaluation. As with all surface disturbing projects that occur on Tribal Land,
an extensive cultural resource survey must be completed. Any company conducting a cultural
resource survey on Tribal lands must have the appropriate, valid permit issued by the Tribe's
Lands Division. To avoid delays with the Project, early coordination and consultation with the
Tribe regarding cultural sites throughout the Project area should occur.

4. Right-of-Way Width on Tribal Lands. The Tribe recognizes the importance of this Project to
the area, but is concerned about significant resource impacts from new, excessively wide
easement corndors. The Tribe hopes that minimum-width easement corridors can be utilized,
and would like to discuss and better understand the sizing constraints on these corridors.

P.O. Box 737 + lerwacio, CO B1137 + PHoWNE: 970-563-0100
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5,

Tribal Preferred Route. Pursuant to past discussions among technical experts with the Tribe,
BlA, BLM, Tri-State, and others, the Tribe has identified a prefermed routing option for the portion
of the Project to be within the State of Colorado and Southern Ute Indian Reservation. This
preferred routing option corresponds to several connected route segments identified in the
Project's initial macro-corrider study (.., segments W — Z — FF - AA). The Tribe believes that
this routing option represents the best balance of efficiency, minimized environmental
degradation, and the equitable sharing of impacts ameng the different land owners/responsible
parties. Selection of an alternative to this Tribal preferred route would likely increase impacts to
Tribal trust resources, which may not be acceptable to the Tribe.

| appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments and recommendations on behalf of the Tribe and
look forward to continued dialog and progress with planning and implementation of the Project. If you
have guestions or would like to discuss these comments, please contact the Tribe's lead representative
and coordinator for this project, Mr. Steve Whiteman, at 870-563-0130.

Sincerely,

|
#l’ atthew J,
Southern Ute

Mr. John Waconda, US BIA - Southem Lite Agency
Ms. Nicole Korbe, Tri-State Generation and Transmissicn Association, Inc.
Ms. Molly Thrash, SWCA, Inc.
Southemn Ute Indian Tribe: Dept of Natural Resources
Growth Fund Properties
Planning

January 2010

28



Addendum to San Juan Basin Energy Connect Public Scoping Report: Agency Scoping Report

1 ]
Oxford

&

§

- ¢
=

-

Dt =

== y. I-
S L
e
i1

..-"]:'-“G' G..S’:"ﬁ:‘l R _‘-U_r_{

Ve (i TS rag S her o e e b perer
a2 (aTonEn ey i e ] v iy r e I:lu
8 i G 0 e Aphic A Thas Sovhar e s
i Tribe hewssr, mmare fm g b mak e,

zrrncharn gt | 19 mpimeamanis of ey e prd eitad TrbalTust
s T ackilan e Soulteen U ndian Tribe decterrms
L T e e e e T
4 e of O, 8 2 O e

January 2010



Addendum to San Juan Basin Energy Connect Public Scoping Report: Agency Scoping Report

From: Hellige, Kara A SPK [mailto:Kara.A.Hellige@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Tuesday, November 24, 2009 9:54 AM

To: Molly Thrash

Cc: Wrbas, Christopher R SPA,; sjbecp; Sarah Wilcox

Subject: RE: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Molly:

Absolutely!  Once you have the preferred alternative established along with an impact
assessment, Chris and | would be happy to sit down with you to discuss impacts. Also just as an
FYI1, the only Section 10 waterway that we have in this area is Navajo Reservoir. So if the
project involves work within (or over, if using overhead lines) the spillway elevation of the
reservoir then a Section 10 permit is required. Most of the work in this region is limited to
Section 404 only.

I look forward to meeting with you.

Kara Hellige

Durango Regulatory Field Office
Sacramento District

799 E 3rd Street, #2

Durango, Colorado 81301
(970)375-9452 (phone)
(970)375-9531 (fax)

----- Original Message-----

From: Molly Thrash [mailto:mthrash@swca.com]
Sent: Monday, November 23, 2009 5:13 PM

To: Hellige, Kara A SPK

Cc: Wrbas, Christopher R SPA; sjbecp; Sarah Wilcox
Subject: RE: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Hi Kara - thanks for getting back to me!

We should get coffee sometime; I'd like to meet you. Sections 404/10 (and

401) were my baby when | worked for the Navy in San Diego, just a year ago.

Between Rapanos with arid southwest ephemeral drainages and ocean dredging, it certainly kept
me busy for 2 years! At least in Colorado and New Mexico, | don't have any ocean disposal
issues to work on. One of my ACOE folks back there, Robert Smith, suggested | look you up
when | got back to town, but I figured we'd meet professionally soon enough.

Anyway, about the project.... There isn't a preferred alternative yet, from either the proponent or
the agencies sides of the table. The preliminary corridors are being evaluated against a matrix of
consideration criteria, which is a process designed to shake out the 'best’ corridors, and then help
define the route within the corridors.

Proximity to water, including those arid southwest drainages and irrigation ditches, are certainly
on the list of criteria being considered.
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Once an alignment(s) is selected, we'll know more how it may impact water resources. In
general, Tri-State designs to avoid water resources with the physical towers, poles and access
roads. At this point, admittedly very early in the 404 process, | expect the project would meet the
requirements of NWP 12, with a Section 10 permit for river crossings.

If it's okay with you, once we get the consideration criteria in a little more final form, I'd like
send it to you for a review of water resource issues. For example, I am not familiar with the
regulations pertaining to ditches/proximity to ditches, and don't want to not consider something
that would be an inadvertent impact best avoided.

Thanks, and I look forward to working with you!

Molly Thrash

SJBEC NEPA Project Manager
SWCA Environmental Consultants
Durango Office

515 East College Drive

Durango, CO 81301

office 970-385-8566

cell 970-769-5006
mthrash@swca.com

File Code: 3004

----- Original Message-----

From: Hellige, Kara A SPK [mailto:Kara.A.Hellige@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Monday, November 23, 2009 4:35 PM

To: Molly Thrash

Cc: Wrbas, Christopher R SPA

Subject: RE: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Hi Molly

Your November 9, 2009 letter does not contain enough information for us to determine if a
Department of the Army (DA) permit is required for the proposed work. Under Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act, a DA permit is required for the discharge of dredged or fill material into a
waters of the U.S. Most discharges fall within our Nationwide Permit Program. If the project is
a single and complete project and it crosses state lines, I would suggest arranging a pre-
application meeting with Chris and | so we can determine the proper permitting process. You
should have fairly detailed plans along with a delineation of waters, including wetlands, prior to
this meeting.

We appreciate your efforts for early coordination. Coordinating early aids in a more efficient
permit process.

If you have any questions regarding specific information needed within the preconstruction
notification or pre-application meeting, please do not hesitate to contact us.
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Kara Hellige

Durango Regulatory Field Office
Sacramento District

799 E 3rd Street, #2

Durango, Colorado 81301
(970)375-9452 (phone)
(970)375-9531 (fax)

From: Molly Thrash [mailto:mthrash@swca.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2009 2:57 PM

To: Hellige, Kara A SPK

Cc: Wrbas, Christopher R SPA

Subject: RE: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Thanks Kara! | wasn't sure what your district boundaries are, and appreciate you bringing the
Albuquerque District into the discussion.

Please let me know if you need any additional information. Note that we're still looking at all of
the preliminary alternative corridors, and when preferred corridors and routing with the corridors
is determined, there will be announcements made and an additional round of routing workshops.
I'll be sure to include you and the ABQ district in that announcement.

Thanks again -

Molly Thrash

SJBEC NEPA Project Manager
SWCA Environmental Consultants
Durango Office

515 East College Drive

Durango, CO 81301

office 970-385-8566

cell 970-769-5006
mthrash@swca.com

From: Hellige, Kara A SPK [mailto:Kara.A.Hellige@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2009 2:42 PM

To: Molly Thrash

Cc: Wrbas, Christopher R SPA

Subject: RE: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Thanks Mary. We received the package last Thursday. It looks like the project crosses State
lines so | will coordinate with the Albuquerque District regarding providing you with some
comments.

Kara Hellige
Durango Regulatory Field Office
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Sacramento District

799 E 3rd Street, #2
Durango, Colorado 81301
(970)375-9452 (phone)
(970)375-9531 (fax)

From: Molly Thrash [mailto:mthrash@swca.com]
Sent: Monday, November 09, 2009 3:47 PM

To: Hellige, Kara A SPK

Cc: sjbecp; Sarah Wilcox

Subject: San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project

Dear Ms. Hellige,

The attached package regarding the San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project has been mailed to
you, via FedEX, today. An 11 x 17 map is also in the mailing, but is too large to attach by email.
Complete project information is also available at www.sjbenergyconnect.com

If you have any questions or concerns about this project, please do not hesitate to call me at 970-
385-8566!

Thanks very much.

Molly Thrash

SJBEC NEPA Project Manager

SWCA Environmental Consultants - Durango
Desk: 970-385-8566

Cell: 970-769-5006
Email:mthrash@swca.com
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Ecological Services e
764 Horizon Drive, Building B AHECEIVED
Grand Junction, Colorado 81506-3946 '
DEC 0 3 2009

IBY:E]

¥ REPLY REFER TC:
ES/CO:BLM/SIPL
TAILS 65413-2010-TA-0007

December 2, 2000

SWCA Environmental Consultants
Ms. Molly Thrash

130 Rock Point Drive, Suite A
Durango, Colorado 81301

Dear Ms, Thrash:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received your request for comments regarding the
Proposed San Juan Basin Energy Connect Project. The proposed project includes construction of
approximately 70 miles of new transmission lines and associated facilities, from the Shiprock
Substation near Farmington, New Mexico, to the proposed Iron Horse Substation near Ignacio,
Colorado.

Our primary concern regarding construction and operation of the proposed transmission system
1s avoidance of impaets to threatened, endangered and candidate species, as well as species-at-
risk and their habitats within the project areas. We provide the following list of federally listed
threatened and endangered species, and potential candidates for future listing, that could be
impacted by the proposed project.

Common Name Scientific Name | Status
Canada lynx Lymx canadensis T

Mew Mexico meadow jumping mouse Zapus hudsonius luteus C
Uncompahgre fritillary butterfly Boloria acrocnema E |
Yellow-hilled cuckoo Coccyzus americarnis C
Southwestern willow {ycatcher Empidona: traillii extimus E )
Colorado pikeminnow Pryehocheilus Iucius | E
Razorback sucker Ayrauchen texanis E
Black-footed ferret © Mustela nigripes E |
Knowlton cactus Pediocactus knowlronii |E
Mancos milk-vetch Astragalus humillimus E
Mexican spotted owl © . Sirix occidentalis lucida E

Mesa Verde cactus Sclerocactus mescae-verdae T

(T = federally listed threatened, E = federally listed endangered, C = Federal candidate species)
& There is designated critical habitat for the species within the county

* Survey should be conducted if project invelves impacts to praitie dog towns or complexes of 200-acres or more for
the Gunnison's prairie dog (Cynenys gummisoni) and/or 80-acres o more for any subspecies of Black-tailed prairie
dog (Cynonys ludovicianus). A complex consists of two or mare neighboring prairie dog towns within 4.3 miles (7
kilometers) of each other.
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We compiled the list above from an inventory for San Juan County, New Mexico and La Plata
-.County, Colorado and therefore it may be that some or all of the species do not presently oceupy

- dr-zsé tHe Proposed project area, and/or that habitats for these species do not exist within the

. project area. We included the four federally-listed fishes on the list in part in the event that

. project actions cause measurable water depletions to the San Juan River, and therefore affect
listed species and/or off-site habitat, including critical habitat, in downstream reaches.

Migratory birds, raptors and eagles: Please be apprised of the potential application of the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended, 16 T.8.C. 703 et seq.. and the Bald
Eagle Protection Act (BEPA) of 1940, as amended, 16 U.8.C. 688 et seq., to your project. The
MBTA does not require intent to be proven and does not allow for "take," except as permitted by
regulations. Section 703 of the MBTA provides: "Unless and except as permitted by regulations
.+ . it shall be unlawful at any time, by any means or in any manner, to . . . take, capture, kill,
attempt to take, capture, or kill, possess . . . any migratory bird, any part, nest, or eggs of any such
bird ... " The BEPA prohibits knowingly taking, or taking with wanton disregard for the
consequences of an activity, any bald or golden eagles or their body parts, nests, or eggs, which
includes collection, molestation, disturbance, or killing activities.

We recommend that this project follow the guidelines included in the Recommended Buffer
Zomes and Seasonal Restrictions for Colorade Raptors (enclosed), in order to avoid potential
MBTA violations with regard to raptors, We recommend placing power lines below ground. All
power lines associated with this project should conform to the Service draft “Guidelines for
Raptor Conservation in the Western United States” (enclosed), the "Suggested Practices for Avian
Protection on Power Lines, the State of the Art in 2006" and the "Avian Protection Plan (APP)
Guidelines" document published in 2005 (the latter two documents can be accessed at

www.aplic.org).

It appears that Endangered Species Act, section 7 consultation will be appropriate for this project.
The action agency or project proponent must evaluate the effects of the action, including the

direct and indirect effects of an action on the specics or critical habitat, together with the effects of
other activities that are interrelated or interdependent with that action, that will be added to the
environmental baseline (50 CFR 402.02). In this case it will be the responsibility of the Bureau of
Land Management in cooperation with the Burcau of Indian Affairs and Rural Utilities Service to
complete consultation with the Service on effects to listed species prior to issuance of permit, if it
is determined that listed species or their habitat may be affected.
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We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed project. If the Service can be of
further assistance, please contact Collin Ewing at (970) 243-2778, extension 18, or

collin_ewingfws.pov.
("Sincergi v,
[ s Dyttt

Patricia S. Gelatt
Acting Western Colorado Supervisor
Enclosure

co: BLM San Juan Public Lands Center

Bureau of Indian A ffairs
Southern Ute Agency
PO, Box 315

Ignacio, CO 81137-0315

CEwing BLMSIPLC San JuanBasinEnergyConmectProjeceComnsent Letter, doo: 1202095 M
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