TRI-STATE

Generation and Transmission
| e

BUreauorEnaivianagement

BUrEauoTANdIianATdIrs

SOUTHENMUIEINUIaNYIPE:

IV EeSTETNIATEQILOWETIAU MINIStration
RUraliutlties

SEIVICE,

Lake
Nighthorse,

—_—
\J/

Gem Village

Legend

.
Ex
—

7

Municipal Boundal
p ry N

Project Features

Substation

S imagR

Alternative Route Option*

Alternative Route Option Modified Following
09/10 Route Refinement Workshops*

Preliminary Alternative Route Option
Eliminated From Consideration

UtaMounlam »
;,Indlan sgwatlo

Segment End Point
23 = Segment Number

Preliminary Alternative Corridors*

= Corridor Letter tl ,_/J/

Kiffen Canyon Substation Siting Area

Jurisdiction
7 g ) =
'} Bureau of Land Management ” P S . ’”
BLM Wilderness Study Area - g -
Bureau of Reclamation

Municipality o

National Park Service

1 3 4
/ La PlataiCounty,

—_, Bayfield

ew

N\
O

Iron Horse
Substation

971y SQUVS

©

a1
o

©
[N
w

=
)]

N
(o2}

State

San Juan County

CO state Wildlife Area / NM Game & Fish :

Bureau of Indian Affairs e 43 V V|
U.S. Forest Service
3 p I cConservation Easement

* Alternative corridors and route options are subject to { =
revision and may be added or removed. © Kiffen Canyon
\, 3ubstat|0n' o -

e SmngArea gt 0

Q
S

r’"“s'-
,.-"'- 4

v‘J g

"" X
Ute Mcuntalm .' r
ot f r Indian Reserv,allon
3 ’

La Plata
o

&S
&
S
S
S

p

F Aztec Ruins r o

— National Monument
TS
: Beeline s b o @ ¥
£ RESELVOIr 4

Existing
Shiprock
Substation;

.
Flora Vista

\\ ? i - #

\‘ Kirtland # Farmington
Fruitland o Juan\//h — g

A
A ~
Morgan ; ..
Navajo
\zake / Nation - '
) Ojo Amarillo oo

Turley o, '

- ay # ’ £ 4
. 1 ¥, )

4 T

Waterflow *

s

a'Cou nty’ \:\

?1

r
Bloomfield

}
- %

-

(31
l..“

b,

San Juian County

b ' ¥ g o !

A 0N

g

Ri A[r‘i't-)‘

£z
f 2

RESELVOIL

N

0 00 © O® 06 © 06

51, 52

N
w

53, 54

.-

IS
o

IN
ki

Segment

Route Modifications

Reasons for Segment Modification

Due to removal of segment 13, route segment 8 no
longer served as a connector segment to access
the heavy haul road. A route utilizing segment 49
will be utilized to connect to route segment 10.

Segment 50, a small connector segment, was
removed. Aroute utilizing segments 9 and 13
would connect to segment 8. A route utilizing
segments further east (10, 11) would connect to
segment 49.

The majority of the heavy haul road (route
segments 9 and 13) has been successfully
reclaimed and as a result has limited access.

The reclamation activities are the responsibility of
mining operators and are under the oversight of
various entities, resulting in challenging land rights
issues when compared to other alternatives.

Route segment was modified to reduce potential
impacts to residents and visual resources and

to follow a greater distance of existing linear
disturbance. The route segment was moved to the
west so that it would be approximately a third of a
mile further away from landowners than originally
proposed.

The west side of segment 26 was adjusted to route
around the former La Plata mine. This segment
was also adjusted to be north of the existing

CO2 pipeline instead of south of the pipeline as
previously shown. A segment north of the existing
CO2 pipeline would allow for a greater distance
between existing homes in the Hartley Springs
subdivision and the proposed transmission line.

Segment 52 was removed from consideration and
segment 51 modified. Further field review has
indicated that siting the proposed Kiffen Canyon
Substation north of segment 51 is not feasible.
The Kiffen Canyon Substation siting area has
been modified to reflect the smaller area where a
substation could be located.

Segment 23, a small connector segment, was
removed. Routes in this area would first need to
connect to the proposed Kiffen Canyon Substation
(to be located north of NM Highway 574) before
heading north or east.

Segment 53 has been modified east of US
Highway 550 to head directly east instead of going
south as previously shown. Route segment 54
was removed because it comes closer to more
residences, follows a shorter length of parcel lines,
and has more road and water crossings when
compared with route segment 53.

Segment 45 was modified slightly near CR 319.
The route segment was moved from the top of a
hill to the toe of the slope to address landowner
concerns regarding visual impacts.

Segment 47 was removed due to landowner
concerns. Dense residential development in this
area limited routing options when compared with
other alternatives (44-46 and 45).




