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Corridor 66-259
XXXXX Corridor

Introduction
Corridor 66 259 (Figures 1 and 2) is located in north central Utah and extends northeast from its junction with Corridors 66 209 and 66 212 and ends south of

the Uintah and Ouray Reservation. The corridor spans both Utah County and Wasatch County, Utah. Federally designated portions of this corridor are entirely in

the Uinta Wasatch Cache National Forest on USFS administered lands. The nominal width of the corridor is 3,500 feet, but it is restricted by roadless area

designations in several places including one pinch point less than 100 feet wide. The corridor is designated multi modal and can therefore accommodate both

electrical transmission and pipeline projects. The corridor is 18 miles long, with all 18 miles designated on National Forest System lands. The designated area is

7,081.5 acres or 11.1 square miles.  The corridor is entirely in Region 3.

Figure 1. Corridor 66 259
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Figure 2. Corridor 66 259, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Corridor Rationale
During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, routes generally following this corridor were suggested by National Grid, PacifiCorp, and the Western Utility Group.

Existing Infrastructure: The corridor follows a 345 kV electric transmission line operated by Deseret Generation & Transmission Coop for the entire length of the

corridor. Significant pinch points limit corridor width. There are five substations within 5 miles of the corridor.

Potential Future Development: The Platts data do not show any planned projects near this corridor. During interviews for the Corridor Study, Agencies indicated

that there were no pending ROW applications within the corridor.

Corridor of Concern Status

Corridor 66 259 was identified as a corridor of concern in the settlement agreement. Concerns regarding access to coal plant and impacts to USFS Inventoried

Roadless Areas were identified in the Settlement Agreement. These issues are highlighted in yellow in the Corridor Analysis table below.

Conflict Map Analysis
The map depicted in Figure 3 uses conflict criteria to depict areas where the corridor intersects low, medium, and high conflict areas to help the Agencies

identify where a corridor intersects environmentally sensitive areas. The conflict criteria can be found on the WWEC Information Center at

www.corridoreis.anl.gov. In general, Corridor 66 259 is adjacent to but not located within areas of high conflict.
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Figure 3. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of Corridor 66 259
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Abstract Acronyms and Abbreviations
CHAT = Crucial Habitat Assessment Tool; GIS = geographic information system; GRSG = Greater Sage grouse; LRMP = Land and Resource Management Plan;

MP = milepost; NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act; PEIS = Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement; ROW = right of way; USFS = U.S. Forest Service;

VRM = Visual Resource Management; WWEC = West wide Energy Corridor.
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Corridor 114-241
Alternate Name

Introduction
Corridor 114 241 (Figures 1a, b and 2a, b) begins at its junction with Corridors 113 114 and 110 114, near the town of Milford, in Beaver County, Utah and

extends north, ending just outside of the town of Rush Valley in Tooele County, Utah. Federally designated portions of this corridor are entirely on BLM

administered lands. Corridor 114 241 is multimodal and can therefore accommodate both electrical transmission and pipeline projects. The corridor is 174 miles

long and 3,500 feet wide with 134.4 miles (needs to be adjusted for Fillmore and Salt Lake Field Offices) designated on d BLM administered lands. The

designated area is 56,660.1 acres or 88.5 square miles.  Corridor 114 241 is not designated on the Uinta Wasatch Cache National Forest in the USFS Record of

Decision although it does intersect a small segment of a unit of the Uinta Wasatch Cache National Forest. The corridor is not designated in the Fillmore Field

Office or the Salt Lake Field Office.  The following footnote concerning Corridor 114 241 in the BLM Fillmore and Salt Lake Field Offices appears in the BLM

Record of Decision for Section 368 corridors: ”This plan cannot be amended at this time due to restrictions to plan amendments imposed by Section 2815(d) of

Public Law 106 65, the ―National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000‖ (October 5, 1999). Should these restrictions be lifted, the amendments to this

plan would become effective and the BLM would provide public notice of the effective date of the amendments.” This corridor is in Beaver, Juab, Millard, and

Tooele Counties in Utah. Portions of Corridor 114 241 are under the jurisdiction of the BLM Cedar City Field Office. This corridor is entirely in Region 3.

Figure 1a. Southern Portion of Corridor 114-241 

 

Figure 1b. Northern Portion of Corridor 114-241
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Figure 2a. Southern Portion of Corridor 114-241, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Figure 2b. Northern Portion of Corridor 114-241, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Corridor Rationale
During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, routes generally following this corridor were suggested by AWEA, the Frontier Line, National Grid, the Rocky Mountain Area

Transmission Study, the Seams Steering Group Western Interconnection, and the Western Utility Group.

Existing Infrastructure: Portions of the corridor are occupied or crossed by several electric transmission lines including a 1000 kV line operated by Intermountain

Power Agency from MP 0 to MP 42.7 and MP 79.2 to MP 88.7, a 345 kV line operated by PacifiCorp from MP 0 to MP 5.9, a 230 kV line operated by

Intermountain Power Agency from MP 79.2 to MP 88.7, and two 500 kV lines operated by PacifiCorp from MP 157.8 to MP 174.0. The corridor also generally

follows the path a refined product pipeline operated by Holly Energy. There is one substation within the corridor and 19 substations within 5 miles of the

corridor. There are also two solar power plants and one coal fired power plant within 5 miles of the corridor.

Potential for Future Development: The Platts data indicate a proposed two 500 kV electric transmission lines proposed by PacifiCorp and Duke Energy and

American Transmission Co. that generally follows the path of the corridor.  During interviews for the Corridor Study, Agencies indicated that a UNEV pipeline

ROW was granted. 

Corridor of Concern Status
This corridor was not identified in the Settlement Agreement as a corridor of concern.

Conflict Map Analysis
The maps depicted in Figures 3a and 3b use conflict criteria to depict areas where the corridor intersects low, medium, and high conflict areas to help the

Agencies identify where a corridor intersects environmentally sensitive areas. The conflict criteria can be found on the WWEC Information Center at

www.corridoreis.anl.gov. Corridor 114 241 follows existing pipeline and transmission line infrastructure and is mostly in areas of medium conflict. However, the

corridor crosses an area of high conflict between about MP 40 to MP 43.4.
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Figure 3a. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of the Southern Portion of Corridor 114-241
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Figure 3b. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of the Northern Portion of Corridor 114-241
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2 According to the 5/12/2015 version of the SMA data.

Abstract Acronyms and Abbreviations

AWEA = American Wind Energy Association; BLM = Bureau of Land Management; CPW = Citizens’ Proposed Wilderness; DoD = Department of Defense; FO = Field Office;

GIS = geographic information system; IOP = Interagency Operating Procedure; IR = Instrument Route; LRMP = Land and Resource Management Plan; MP = milepost;

MOA = Military Operations Area; MS = Manual Section; MTR = Military Training Route; NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act; NHT = National Historic Trail;

NRHP = National Register of Historic Places; NSO = No Surface Occupancy; PAC =Priority Areas for Conservation; PEIS = Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement;

RFI = request for information; RMP = Resource Management Plan; ROD = Record of Decision; ROW = right of way; USFS = U.S. Forest Service; VR = Visual Route;

VRM = Visual Resource Management; WWEC = West wide Energy Corridor.
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Corridor 110-114
Alternate Name

Introduction
Corridor 110 114 (Figures 1 and 2) begins 18 miles southeast of Ely in White Pine County in eastern Nevada and extends southeast into Utah, terminating in

Beaver County, 3 miles west of Milford, Utah. The corridor joins with Corridor 44 110 and Corridor 110 233 on its western end and with Corridors 113 114 and

Corridor 114 241 on the eastern end. Corridor 110 114 follows State Route 21 from MP 81 to MP 155.6. Federally designated portions of this corridor are

entirely on USFS  and BLM administered land. Corridor 110 114 is designated as multi modal and can therefore accommodate both electrical transmission and

pipeline projects. The corridor is 155.6 miles long and 3,500 feet wide with 133.7 miles designated on Federally administered lands. The designated area is

55,444.9 acres or 86.6 square miles. This corridor passes through White Pine County, NV, and Beaver and Millard Counties, UT. The corridor is under the

jurisdiction of the BLM Cedar City, Fillmore, Schell and Egan Field Offices and the Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest. This corridor is entirely in Region 3.

Figure 1. Corridor 110-114
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Figure 2. Corridor 110-114, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Corridor Rationale
During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, a route generally following this corridor was suggested by National Grid.

Existing Infrastructure: The corridor is occupied by an electric transmission line in most of the Nevada portion. The corridor follows several electric transmission

lines including 230 kV and 345 kV lines operated by Sierra Pacific Power Company (NV Energy) from MP 0 to MP 18.9 and two 230 kV lines operated by

PacifiCorp and Intermountain Power Agency from MP 18.9 to MP 71.4. There are three substations within the corridor and four substations within 5 miles of the

corridor. There are two solar power plants and the Spring Valley Wind Project within 5 miles of the corridor. The Wah Wah Valley Solar Energy Zone is

intersected by the corridor.

Potential for Future Development: The Platts data do not show any planned projects near this corridor. During interviews for the Corridor Study, Agencies

indicated that there were no pending ROW applications within the corridor. 

Corridor of Concern Status
This corridor was identified in the Settlement Agreement as a corridor of concern. Concerns regarding impacts on Greater Sage grouse habitat, undisturbed

lands, and USFS Inventoried Roadless Area were identified in the Settlement Agreement for Nevada. Concerns regarding impacts on undisturbed lands, National

Historic Place, BLM Wilderness Study Area, and UT proposed Wilderness were identified for Utah. These issues are highlighted in yellow in the Corridor Analysis

table below.

Conflict Map Analysis
The map depicted in Figure 3 uses conflict criteria to depict areas where the corridor intersects low, medium, and high conflict areas to help identify where a

corridor intersects environmentally sensitive areas. The conflict criteria can be found on the WWEC Information Center at www.corridoreis.anl.gov. Corridor

110 114 is mostly in areas of medium conflict in Utah, but the corridor crosses several high conflict areas in Nevada between MP 0 and MP 50. The corridor

generally runs through medium and low conflict areas between MP 50 and MP 150.
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Figure 3. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of Corridor 110-114
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Corridor 113-114
Alternate Name

Introduction
Corridor 113 114 (Figures 1 and 2) begins at its junction with Corridor 39 113 and Corridor 113 116 and extends northeast ending west of the town of Milford

where it joins Corridor 110 114 and Corridor 114 241. Federally designated portions of this corridor are 3,500 feet in width on BLM administered lands and vary

from 4,250 to 10,800 feet on the Dixie National Forest. Corridor 113 114 is multi modal and can therefore accommodate both electrical transmission and

pipeline projects. The corridor is 127.3 miles long with 87 miles designated on USFS  and BLM administered lands. The designated area is 38,959 acres or

60.9 square miles. This corridor is in Beaver, Iron, and Washington counties in Utah and in Lincoln County, Nevada under the BLM jurisdiction of the St. George,

Cedar City, and Caliente Field Offices and the USFS jurisdiction of the Dixie National Forest.  This corridor is entirely in Region 3.

Figure 1. Corridor 113 114
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Figure 2. Corridor 113 114, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure 
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Corridor Rationale
Corridor 113 114 is locally designated in the Dixie National Forest. During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, routes generally following this corridor were suggested by

AWEA, the Frontier Line, National Grid, PacifiCorp, the Rocky Mountain Area Transmission Study, the Seams Steering Group Western Interconnection, and the

Western Utility Group.

Existing Infrastructure: Corridor 113 114 follows electric transmission and pipeline infrastructure throughout its length. The corridor follows several electric

transmission lines including a 1000 kV line operated by Intermountain Power Agency for the entire length of the corridor, a 345 kV line operated by Nevada

Power Company (NV Energy) from MP 0 to MP 59.2, and a 345 kV electric transmission line operated by PacifiCorp from MP 47.5 to MP 127.3. Also included in

portions of the corridor are additional electric transmission lines operated by PacifiCorp and Utah Associated Municipal Power Systems. The corridor also follows

two natural gas pipelines operated by Kern River Gas Transmission Co. from MP 0 to MP 92.1. A refined product pipeline operated by Holly Energy generally

follows the path of the corridor for the entire length.

Potential for Future Development: The Platts data indicate a proposed 500 kV and 345 kV electric transmission lines operated by PacifiCorp and a 500 kV electric

transmission line operated by Duke Energy and American Transmission Co. that generally follow the path of the corridor. During interviews for the Corridor

Study, Agencies indicated transmission line applications for TransWest Express and a Zephyr were being considered. In addition, a UNEV pipeline ROW was

granted. 

Corridor of Concern Status
This corridor was not identified as a corridor of concern in the Settlement Agreement.

Conflict Map Analysis
The map depicted in Figure 3 uses conflict criteria to depict areas where the corridor intersects low, medium, and high conflict areas to help the Agencies

identify where a corridor intersects environmentally sensitive areas. The conflict criteria can be found on the WWEC Information Center at

www.corridoreis.anl.gov. Designated and undesignated portions of Corridor 113 114 contain existing transmission infrastructure and cross areas of high conflict

between MP 0 and MP 25 and between MP 32 and MP 75. The remainder of the designated and undesignated portions of the corridor pass through low and

medium conflict areas. Due to limited physical availability within the corridor (3 existing transmission lines and 2 natural gas pipelines) and because it is a

culturally sensitive area, the corridor may not be able to accommodate additional future development.
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Figure 3. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of Corridor 113 114

 

 
 

 

  

 

  

  

  

    

     

  
    
   

DOI-2020-06 03628





















Corridor 113 114 Section 368 Energy Corridor Regional Reviews  Region 3 September 2017

15

Abstract Acronyms and Abbreviations
ACEC = Area of Critical Environmental Concern; AWEA = American Wind Energy Association; BLM = Bureau of Land Management; FO = Field Office; GIS = geographic

information system; GHMA = general habitat management area; GRSG = Greater Sage grouse; IOP = Interagency Operating Procedures; IR = instrument route; LRMP = Land

and Resource Management Plan; LWC = Lands with Wilderness Characteristics; MP = milepost; MS = Manual Section; MTR = Military Training Route; NCA = National

Conservation Area; OSNHT = Old Spanish National Historic Trail; PEIS = Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement; PHMA = Priority habitat management area;

ROD = Record of Decision; RMP = Resource Management Plan; ROW = right of way; SDA  = Specially Designated Area; SEZ = Solar Energy Zone; SMA = Surface Management

Agency; USFS = U.S. Forest Service; VR = visual route; VRM = Visual Resource Management; WWEC = West wide Energy Corridor.
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Corridor 116-206
Alternate Name

Introduction
Corridor 116 206 (Figures 1a, b and 2a, b) begins at its junction with Corridors 113 116 and 68 116, 9 miles east of Fredonia, just south of the Arizona Utah

border in Coconino County, Arizona. It extends north into Utah, ending in north central Utah, 9 miles southwest of Santaquin. Corridor 116 206 parallels US

Highway 89 and Interstate Highway 15 (I 15) for most of its length. Federally designated portions of this corridor are BLM  and USFS administered land. Corridor

116 206 is multi modal and can therefore accommodate both electrical transmission and pipeline projects. The corridor is 221.9 miles long and 3,500 feet wide

with 116.1 miles designated on Federally administered lands. The designated area is 48,879.5 acres or 76.4 square miles. This corridor passes through Coconino

County in Arizona; and Kane, Iron, Juab, Garfield, Piute, Sevier, Sanpete and Utah counties in Utah.  The BLM administered portions of the Corridor are under the

jurisdiction of the Arizona Strip, Richfield, and Kanab Field Offices. The corridor is not designated in the Fillmore, and Salt Lake Field Offices.  The following note

from the BLM ROD applies to the BLM Fillmore and Salt Lake Field Offices: “This plan cannot be amended at this time due to restrictions to plan amendments

imposed by Section 2815(d) of Public Law 106 65, the ―National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000‖ (October 5, 1999). Should these restrictions be

lifted, the amendments to this plan would become effective and the BLM would provide public notice of the effective date of the amendments”. Portions of the

corridor are also located in the Fishlake National Forest under USFS administration. Corridor 116 206 is entirely in Region 3.

Figure 1a. Southern Portion of Corridor 116-206 Figure 1b. Northern Portion of Corridor 116-206
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Figure 2a. Southern Portion of the Corridor 116-206, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Figure 2b. Northern Portion of the Corridor 116-206, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Corridor Rationale
During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, routes generally following this corridor were suggested by the Frontier Line, National Grid, Trans West, and the Western

Utility Group.

Existing Infrastructure: The corridor follows a natural gas pipeline operated by Questar Pipeline Co. from MP 217.1 to MP 221.9. Another natural gas pipeline

operated by Questar Gas Co. is outside the corridor, but generally follows its path from MP 85.9 to MP 168.4. The corridor also follows several transmission lines

including one 230 kV and two 345 kV lines operated by PacifiCorp (MP 86.4 to MP 147.2 and MP 86.4 to MP 221.9) and two 345 kV lines operated by

Intermountain Power Agency (MP 207.9 to MP 216.7). A 345 kV transmission line is outside the corridor, but generally follows its path from MP 216.7 to

MP 220.1. Fifty three substations and Currant Creek Natural Gas Power Plant (524 MW) are located within 5 miles of the corridor.

Potential for Future Development: During interviews for the Corridor Study, Agencies indicated that that Corridor 116 206 was considered for multiple electric

transmission line projects within the corridor. The Platts data indicate a 500 kV electric transmission line proposed by PacifiCorp that follows the corridor from

MP 207.9 to MP 220.1. 

Corridor of Concern Status
Corridor 116 206 was identified in the Settlement Agreement as a corridor of concern. Concerns regarding undisturbed areas, a National Monument, Old

Spanish Trail, Utah proposed wilderness, and proximity to a USFS Inventoried Roadless Area were identified in the Settlement Agreement. These issues are

highlighted in yellow in the Corridor Analysis table below.

Conflict Map Analysis
The maps depicted in Figures 3a and 3b use conflict criteria to depict areas where the corridor intersects low, medium, and high conflict areas to help the

Agencies identify where a corridor intersects environmentally sensitive areas. The conflict criteria can be found on the WWEC Information Center at

www.corridoreis.anl.gov. Corridor 116 206 is mostly in areas of medium conflict however, the corridor crosses areas of high conflict between MP 0 and MP 25 as

well as several other locations along the corridor.
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Figure 3a. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of the Southern Portion of Corridor 116-206

 

 

 
 

 

  

   

    

   
    

    

DOI-2020-06 03644



Corridor 116 206 Section 368 Energy Corridor Regional Reviews  Region 3 September 2017

7

Figure 3b. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of the Northern Portion of Corridor 116-206
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Corridor 126-258
Alternate Name

Introduction
Corridor 126 258 (Figures 1 and 2) begins at the intersection of Corridor 126 218 and Corridor 126 133, runs southwest for 10 miles, and then continues

northwest for 20 miles before ending in checkerboard land ownership that includes private lands and the Uintah and Ouray Reservation. Federally designated

portions of this corridor are entirely on BLM administered lands. Corridor 126 258 is multi modal and can therefore accommodate both electrical transmission

and pipeline projects. The corridor is 30.4 miles long and 3,500 feet wide with 24.3 miles designated on BLM administered lands. The designated area is

10,690.6acres or 16.7 square miles. This corridor is in Uintah County in Utah under the jurisdiction of the BLM Vernal Field Office. This corridor is entirely in

Region 3.

Figure 1. Corridor 126 258
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Figure 2. Corridor 126 258, Including Existing Energy Infrastructure
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Corridor Rationale
During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, routes generally following this corridor were suggested by Chevron, National Grid, and PacifiCorp.

Existing Infrastructure: The corridor follows a refined product pipeline operated by Enterprise Products Partners from MP 0 to MP 7.1 and a 345 kV electric

transmission line operated by Deseret Generation & Transmission Coop and a 138 kV electric transmission line operated by PacifiCorp from MP 10.1 to MP 24.6.

Potential for Future Development: During interviews for the Corridor Study, Agencies indicated that the corridor was considered for the TransWest Express

600 kV, Gateway South 500 kV, and Zephyr 500 kV transmission lines. Platts data indicate three 500 kV electric transmission lines proposed by Duke Energy and

American Transmission Co. and PacifiCorp that generally follow the path of the corridor. 

Corridor of Concern Status
This corridor was identified in the Settlement Agreement as a corridor of concern. Concerns regarding access to coal plants were identified in the Settlement

Agreement. This issue is highlighted in yellow in the Corridor Analysis table below.

Conflict Map Analysis
The map depicted in Figure 3 uses conflict criteria to depict areas where the corridor intersects low, medium, and high conflict areas to help the Agencies

identify where a corridor intersects environmentally sensitive areas. The conflict criteria can be found on the WWEC Information Center at

www.corridoreis.anl.gov. Corridor 126 258 crosses a high conflict area at MP 25, otherwise it is in medium conflict areas for its entire length and contains

existing infrastructure in portions of the corridor. There is no opportunity in the vicinity of the corridor to entirely avoid this high conflict area.
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Figure 3. Mapping of Conflict Areas in Vicinity of Corridor 126 258
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1 Impacts would be analyzed and mitigated as part of the project specific environmental review required under the ROW application process.
2 According to the 5/12/2015 version of the SMA data.

Abstract Acronyms and Abbreviations
BLM = Bureau of Land Management; FO = Field Office; GIS = geographic information system; LWC = Lands with Wilderness Characteristics; MP = milepost; MS = Manual

Section; NA = not applicable; PEIS = Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement; RFI = request for information; ROW = right of way; SMA = Surface Management

Agency; VRM = Visual Resource Management; WWEC = West wide Energy Corridor.
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