TransWest Express Transmission
Project DEIS - FEIS

Summary of TWE DEIS Comments Received and
Agency Preferred Alternative Assessment

November 7, 2013



Project Characteristics

* Length: proposed route about 725
miles

« Structure types: guyed steel-lattice
towers, self-supporting steel-lattice
towers, and steel poles

« Structure height: 100 — 180 feet

* Span between structures: 900 —
1,500 feet

* Right-of-way: 250 feet wide
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* Review Agency Preferred Alternative (APA)

* Present WECC compliant project description for TWE FEIS

* Present TWE DEIS comment summary

* Review upcoming TWE project milestones
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APA criteria and parameters (developed through ID team) are
used as a guide:

» Use of designated utility corridors

« Land use plan conformance

* Resource impacts that may affect project siting

* Public health and safety concerns

* Resource impacts that are of concern and may require mitigation
* Minimize use of private lands

 EXpense

R

Wescern AZCOM

TWE FEIS November 7, 2013 Page 4



gency Preferred ;\%i

WPRGAN--"@

lternative

’\\

/ w ErB ER §.‘ L

TLAKE %5
X CITY

roject-Wide

Applicant Proposed
=== Alternative

[ Agency Preferred Alternative

! . ———— —— - — - —

y

!
|

Y/ ’
:t.;.,/ |
|

’WASH?/NGTON

| <
[ Q
J <
N X / >
H71 T\Es/ [P I| N E
\ w
/ \
/ X A &
/ \ / »
(/ A e
/ \
j.(’ /
.\l_____/______
: [ . S —
YOE |
L}
|
'
- ® G
[ \ A 7 N SIS, T
yauly
5 / /
9 | LY
< ™ * gk
| O//NO-—'CSGARFIE
Y 4 '
‘/ ¥ /
i

-
P gt 4 ! -
DELTA '
--—--\—-—--GUNNISQ
N A
SR e
2 e \
. 2“) ‘ |
L T —-JouRAY -~ — 4]
= Nowry & |
Smanald (SHINGDAL LE
SAN MIGUELOrg 55
~L = Lo -SAN') 1
‘D’OLORES JUAN '
__1-______._7?._-_| 1
7 P :
\
N\ ’ | |
| Ellly 1"
MONTEZUMA;"LA JILATA, L
4 Duigs™ Ir’\?U—J E

u(}

Z. o SR
A )
/7( ~ N

AP TR
(4

i
,COLORLADO

mf p.

| Z

'*f*} e }

@g‘ S NS MOHAVE /"

/ }‘ ) ¢ 0 €
:

\ :

NEW’ME‘&IC

AREA POWER
ADMINISTRATION

R

AZCOM



gency Preferred
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EIS Alternative Routes

= Applicant Proposed |-A
Agency Preferred I-B
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Alternative I-D

=== Alternative Variation (Var.) or
Alternative Connector (Con.)

Segment not in this Region
Agency Preferred Alternative
Terminal Siting Area

[ Potential Ground Electrode Siting

Area
Potential Ground Electrode Site
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1103, 1104

Tutlle Ranch
Micro-siting Option 4
1103, 1105

Jurisdiction
Bureau of Land Management
Bureau of Reclamation
National Park Service
U.S. Forest Service

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
State

Local

Private
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Modified Information for FEIS — 250’ Separation
Distance from EX|st|ng Overhead Utllltles

Miles Colocated by Region Z ' /’ﬁ‘i ‘\ ) W W C i) 7
Alt I-A [ AIt1-B [ At I-C [Alt I-D piooa | o e, — »
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Corridor Refinement TWE DEIS to FEIS — 1500’ Narrowed to
250’ Separation in Colocated Areas

Figure 2 — DEIS Transmission Line Project Description — Co-location Figure 4 — FEIS Transmission Line Project Description — Co-location
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Figure 2 Notes: Figure 4 Notes:

A. Structure and Access road disturbance information, including improvements to existing A. This example shows how the revised co-location criteria allows the TWE Project to be
roads provided as modeled data for analysis in the DEIS. The dashed structure and sited 250° from the existing transmission line and how the existing access road network
access road locations shown in dashed format are indicative of the modeled data can be utilized for the TWE Project.
provided. B. The Transmission Line Corridor for this setting has been narrowed to 500°.

B. Transmission Reference Line for the TWE Project used a 1,500 separation from existing C. Structure and Access road disturbance information, including improvements to existing
high voltage transmission lines. Modeled access road disturbance data based on roads provided as indicative data.

assumption that a separate access road network would be required.

e
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Legend
® Proposed Structure Location
® Existing Structure
== Appiicant Proposed Alignment
== Agency Preferred Algnment

DEIS Reference Line
(Agency Preferrsd)

DEIS Reference Line
{Applicant Proposed)

=== Allemative Reference Line
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alignment variations at
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More detailed LIDAR
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preliminary engineering

UtelRESEnvation!

Wider corridor width
Ineeded in greenfield areas, §
steeper terrain, and private
lands to allow possible

adjustments

data, negotiations

with survey

2 : . s Routing Options Along Nine Mile Canyon and Utah Route 40 Inset 1 . 5
Y — DRAFT Route Through Ute Reservation and Green River Crossing S { TRANSWEST
‘ /\‘/ e TransWest Express Transmission Project | Oct. 31, 2013 Y‘}.iﬂ:"\ EXPRESS LLC
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Example 2: TWE FEIS Colocation Corridor Refinement

Pink areas of corridor will be
== eliminated, FEIS to analyze
only yellow areas for possible
alignment variation at
ROW/NTP stage
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» 457 Total comment submittals (1,869)
178 Substantive (1,497)
181 Non-substantive
94 Opinion Only (372)
4 Form Letters (114)

» 5 Ungranted requests for comment period extension
1 — Allow more time for concurrent review with BLM sage-grouse planning efforts
1 — 90 day comment period too short to research and review project
2 — Conflicts and unresolved issues (cited desert tortoise habitat and Sunrise ISA)
1 — Anticipated designation of Cross Mountain Ranch Conservation Easement

* 5 Ungranted requests to supplement DEIS

1 — Analysis of 250’ ROW centerline, analysis of 1500’ separation from other cumulative projects in
common corridors

2 — LWC inventory deficiency/review, no comment period extension
2 — Analysis of 250’ separation spacing

*Bracketed number represents coded comments within letter submittals.
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« Alternative I-A (Applicant Proposed)

61 support: County preference; fewer miles of disturbance and associated impacts
2 oppose: More impacts to wildlife in Colorado

* Alternative I-B

1 support: Increased colocation in Colorado
5 oppose: More impacts to wildlife; potential conflicts with pipelines in Wyoming

* Alternative I-C

3 support: Less impacts to visual and environmental resources

22 oppose: More miles of disturbance and associated impacts including private property, visual
conflicts, agriculture and grazing, socioeconomics, wetlands, and sage-grouse

6 support: Less disturbance to state trust lands, sage-grouse, and the Cherokee Trall

26 oppose: Lacks county support; less colocation; more miles of disturbance and associated impacts
including visual, socioeconomic, public safety, wildlife, sage-grouse, soils, cultural, vegetation, land
use, recreation, and historic properties

* Rationale is cited per public comment and perception
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« Alternative II-A (Applicant Proposed)

27 support: County support; fewer miles of disturbance and associated impacts; more colocation in
designated utility corridors; less impacts to visual, wilderness, special designations, and recreation;
avoids conflicts with LDS Church fee lands, Magnum Gas Storage Project, and Utah Solar 1 Project

18 oppose: More impacts to wildlife, private lands, agriculture, visual, public health and safety,
socioeconomics, special designation areas, recreation; greenfield crossing of Green River; congestion
in Nephi Canyon; impacts to Central Utah Project

» Alternative II-B

3 support: Less impacts to mining, wildlife, sage-grouse; less inhabited areas

26 oppose: More disturbance acreage and access roads miles; less colocation and designated utility
corridor; more impacts to wildlife, private lands, agriculture, visual, special designation areas;
congestion in Nephi Canyon; impacts to Central Utah Project

» Alternative II-C

4 support: Less impacts to mining, visual, recreation, special designation areas; avoids Nephi Canyon
congestion; less inhabited areas

20 oppose: More disturbance acreage and access roads miles; less colocation and designated utility
corridors; more impacts to wildlife, private property, socioeconomics, special designation areas,
communities; impacts to Central Utah Project

* Rationale is cited per public comment and perception
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» Alternative II-D

1 support: More designated utility corridor; less impacts to visual, wilderness

18 oppose: More impacts to communities; more cost; less colocation and designated utility corridors;
more impacts to federally listed plants, visual, private lands, agriculture, socioeconomics, special
designation areas; greenfield crossing of Green River; congestion in Nephi Canyon; impacts to
Central Utah Project

* Alternative II-E

2 support: More designated utility corridor; less impacts to visual, wilderness; more industrial areas;
flatter terrain

15 oppose: Less colocation and designated utility corridors; more impacts to federally listed plants,
wildlife, visual, recreation, private lands, agriculture, socioeconomics, special designation areas,
public health and safety; greenfield crossing of Green River; congestion in Nephi Canyon; impacts to
Central Utah Project, LDS Church fee lands; more mileage

11 support: More designated utility corridor; less impacts to visual, wilderness, Old Spanish Trail,
private lands, communities; avoids Central Utah Project; less inhabited areas

40 oppose: Less colocation and designated utility corridors; extensive greenfield areas; more impacts
to water, federally listed plants, wildlife, cultural, visual, recreation, private lands, agriculture,
socioeconomics, special designation areas, public health and safety; greenfield crossing of Green
River; congestion in Nephi Canyon; impacts to LDS Church fee lands, Utah Solar 1 Project, Magnum
Gas Storage Project; more mileage

* Rationale is cited per public comment and perception
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« Alternative IlI-A (Applicant Proposed)

14 support: Colocated with existing infrastructure in designated utility corridors; less landscape
fragmentation; shortest route; less impacts to water, forests, wildlife, fishes, private and public lands,
grazing, visual

21 oppose: More impacts to water, forests, wildlife, fishes, tribal lands, special designation areas,
visual, recreation, socioeconomics, public health and safety, fire; impacts to Mountain Meadows
Massacre Site, tribal lands, the Paiute Indian Reservation, Beaver Dam Slope critical habitat, Dixie
National Forest

19 support: Colocated with existing infrastructure; less construction and operation disturbance; more
socioeconomic benefit; less impacts to water, forests, wildlife, cultural, recreation, socioeconomic,
undisturbed areas; consistent with existing land management practices; avoids the Mountain
Meadows Massacre Site, Old Spanish National Historic Trail, Central Utah Project, Magnum Gas
Storage Project

14 oppose: Less designated utility corridors; more impacts to water, wildlife, visual, recreation, private
and tribal lands, grazing, undisturbed areas, wilderness; Impacts to Mud Springs Wash, desert
tortoise critical habitat; conflict with Ely District Resource Management Plan

* Alternative IlI-C

5 support: Less impacts to water, forests, wildlife; avoids Mountain Meadows Massacre Site

7 oppose: Less designated utility corridors; more construction and operation disturbance; more
impacts to undisturbed areas, water, forests, wildlife, land use, wilderness, desert tortoise habitat,
water rights

* Rationale is cited per public comment and perception

TWE FEIS November 7, 2013 Page 18 ”/‘ / Western A-COM

ADMINISTRATION



8 support: More designated utility corridors; less landscape fragmentation; shortest segment; less
impacts to water, fishes, private lands, wilderness areas; avoids Lake Mead National Recreation Area
and Red Canyon Rock NCA

6 oppose: Less designated utility corridors; more impacts to water, forests, wildlife, visual, recreation,
private lands, wilderness; more impacts to the Las Vegas Wash area

» Alternative IV-B

4 support: Less impacts to visual, recreation, residential areas, private land, socioeconomics

1 oppose: Contrary to the intent of the Lake Mead National Recreation Area, more impacts to the
Sunrise Mountain ISA, River Mountains Loop Trall

* Alternative IV-C

4 support: Less impacts to visual, residential areas

1 oppose: Contrary to the intent to establish the Lake Mead National Recreation Area; more impacts
to the Sunrise Mountain ISA; more impacts to the River Mountains Loop Trail

* Rationale is cited per public comment and perception
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TWE EIS Next Steps and Schedule

Date

Confirm APA for FEIS

Prepare FEIS

Public FEIS NOA in FR

30-Day FEIS Availability Period/Plan Protest Period Ends

Publish ROD NOA in FR

TWE FEIS November 7, 2013 Page 21 v

November 2014

Jan — April 2015

May, 2015

September, 2015

October, 2015



Discussion and Comments

Target Date for TWE Agency Preferred Alternative:
November 29, 2013
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