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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Overview and Purpose 

This report outlines the public scoping process that has been implemented, as required by the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), to develop the Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM’s) 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Kinder Morgan CO2 Company, L.P.’s (Kinder Morgan) 
proposed Lobos CO2 Pipeline Project (proposed Project).  The purpose of public scoping is to solicit input 
from the general public and interested local, tribal, state, and federal agencies on any potential issues, 
which will be addressed during the environmental review (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 
1501.7).  The process of public scoping assists lead agencies in determining the full scope and all 
significant issues associated with the proposed Project so that the EIS can address these areas of concern 
and/or interest. 

This scoping report summarizes all comments, feedback, and input received from the parties listed above 
that was received prior to, or during, the public scoping period (October 31, 2013 through January 29, 
2014), as well as additional comments submitted through February 21, 2014.  All comments received 
after February 21, 2014 will be reviewed and utilized for the purposes of the EIS; however, they are not 
all addressed within this report. 

1.2 Project Description 

Kinder Morgan has proposed the construction and operation of an approximately 214-mile-long pipeline, 
originating in the St. Johns carbon dioxide (CO2) field of Apache County, Arizona, traversing Catron and 
Socorro Counties, then terminating at Main Line Valve (MLV) 160 of the existing Cortez Pipeline in 
Torrance County, New Mexico (Figure 1).  This proposed pipeline would be 16 to 20 inches in diameter, 
contain interconnections at both the origin and terminus of the pipeline, and support an initial capacity of 
approximately 200 million standard cubic feet per day of CO2.  The proposed pipeline would also require 
three pump stations, which would be strategically placed along the pipeline route.   

In addition, an approximately 40-mile-long pipeline loop would be constructed parallel to the existing 
Cortez Pipeline in Chavez County, New Mexico.  This proposed pipeline would be 30 inches in diameter 
and would also include upgrades to the existing Caprock Pumping Station in Chaves County, New 
Mexico, to accommodate for the increased flow volume.   

Further, this Project would include use of existing roads, and development of new temporary or 
permanent Project-related roads to allow access to associated aboveground facilities such as MLVs, pump 
stations, and pig launchers/receivers.  This Project may also include construction-related facilities such as 
equipment storage and construction yards along the proposed route. 
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1.3 The Scoping Process 

Scoping is a process required by NEPA during the early planning stages of EIS development.  The 
objective of the scoping process is to identify the scope and significance of all issues associated with a 
proposed action as outlined in 40 CFR 1501.7.  Identifying all significant issues associated with a 
proposed action during scoping allows for an accurate and efficient environmental analysis.  The scoping 
period also encourages the participation and input of individuals living in and near the Project area as well 
as those with a general interest in the proposed action.   

As seen on Figure 2 below, the scoping process occurs early in the overall Project timeline so the BLM 
can make a decision on the proposed action.  The BLM’s decision will be documented in a Record of 
Decision (ROD) that will be made available to the public.      

 

Figure 2.  Proposed Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline Planning Schedule 

1.4 Notice of Intent 

The Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Lobos CO2 
Pipeline Project in Arizona and New Mexico and Amend the Rio Puerco, Roswell, and Socorro Resource 
Management Plans (NOI) was published in the Federal Register on Thursday, October 31, 2013 (78 
Federal Register 65354).  The NOI included a Project description and contact information for BLM 
personnel.  A copy of the NOI can be found in Appendix A. 

Public Notice of Intent 

(NOI)
• NOI published in the Federal 
Register October 31, 2013.

Scoping Period
• October 31, 2013  - January 29, 
2014

• Included five  scoping meetings 
across the project area.

• Included solicitation of public input.

Alternative Route 
Development

• Alternatives explored based 
on comments received during 
scoping period.

Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement  

(EIS)
• Anticipated to be published 
late-2014.

• Written for review by the 
public.

Public Comment 
Period  for Draft EIS

• Requests further public 
comment.

• Public meetings will be held 
to express existing 
concerns.

Final EIS
• Anticipated to be published mid- to 
late-2015.

• Written by the BLM for public review.
• Includes evaluation and reponse to 
public comments received during 
Draft EIS comment period.

Record of Decision
• Anticipated decision mid- to late-
2015.

• Will state whether the Project is 
approved or denied.
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Public scoping notices were also delivered to over 450 landowners as well as interested local, tribal, state, 
and federal agencies.  These notices contained information about upcoming public scoping meeting times, 
dates, and locations.  In addition, public notices about the scoping meetings and scoping comment period 
were placed in local newspapers and United States Post Offices (Tables 1 and 2). 

TABLE 1 
 

Published Scoping Meeting Notices 

Newspaper Date Published 

Roswell Daily Record November 21, 2014 and November 28, 2014 

Mountain View Telegraph  November 21, 2014 and November 28, 2014 

Valencia County News Bulletin November 21, 2014 and November 28, 2014 

Socorro El Defensor Chieftain November 21, 2014 and November 28, 2014 

 

TABLE 2 
 

Posted Post Office Scoping Meeting Notices 

Post Office Address Dates Posted 

Datil U.S. Post Office 7739 U.S. Highway 60,  
Datil, NM 87821 

November 18, 2013 – December 6, 2013 

Magdelena U.S. Post Office 100 E. 1st Street,  
Magdelena, NM 87825 

November 18, 2013 – December 6, 2013 

Quemado U.S. Post Office 376 W. Highway 60, 
Quemado, NM 87829 

November 18, 2013 – December 6, 2013 

Roswell U.S. Post Office 415 N. Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Roswell, NM 88201 

November 18, 2013 – December 6, 2013 

Socorro  U.S. Post Office 124 Plaza Street, 
Socorro, NM 87801 

November 18, 2013 – December 6, 2013 

Belen U.S. Post Office 400 N. Main Street, 
Belen, NM 87002 

November 18, 2013 – December 11, 2013 

Estancia U.S. Post Office 107 Williams Avenue, 
Estancia, NM 87016 

November 18, 2013 – December 11, 2013 

Mountainair U.S. Post Office 221 Broadway, 
Mountainair, NM 87036 

November 18, 2013 – December 11, 2013 

Willard U.S. Post Office 712 N. Dunlavy Avenue 
Willard, NM 87063 

November 18, 2013 – December 11, 2013 

 

An advance meeting with the Pueblo of Acoma’s Governor was also conducted on August 22, 2013, in 
order to brief him on the Project, obtain feedback, and inform him of the NEPA process associated with 
the Project.  This meeting included representatives of the BLM, the BLM’s third-party environmental 
contractors, and the Pueblo of Acoma’s Governor.     
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1.5 Scoping Meetings 

Scoping meetings were held during the first two weeks of December 2013, from 6:00 to 8:00 PM, at the 
locations listed in Table 3. 

TABLE 3 
 

Scoping Meeting Times, Dates, and Locations 

Name of Venue Day and Date Address 

Quemado High School Tuesday, December 3, 2013 3484 U.S. 60, 
Quemado, NM 87829 

Socorro Public Library Wednesday, December 4, 2013 401 Park Street, 
Socorro, NM 87801 

Roswell Convention & Civic 
Center 

Thursday, December 5, 2013 912 N. Main Street, 
Roswell, NM 88202 

Mountainair High School Tuesday, December 10, 2013 901 W. 3rd Street, 
Mountainair, NM 87036 

Belen Community Center Wednesday, December 11, 2013 305 Eagle Lane, 
Belen, NM 87002 

 

Each attendee of the scoping meeting was provided with an informational packet outlining the Project 
(see Appendix B), and was asked to sign in and provide contact information (see Appendix C, contact 
information has been redacted to protect the attendee’s privacy).  Comment cards were also available to 
all attendees to provide written comments to the BLM.  These cards were available for submission during 
and after the meeting, or via physical mail or email.  All comments received by the BLM were logged, 
analyzed, and categorized, and will be addressed during the EIS process.   

The scoping meetings included a formal presentation, a public comment forum, and a question and 
answer session.  The formal meetings were followed by an informal open house to allow for exchange of 
information between attendees, the BLM, Kinder Morgan, and the BLM’s third-party contractors.  During 
this time, six display boards outlining various Project aspects were put on display to help facilitate 
discussions between the attendees and meeting personnel.  In addition, Geographic Information Systems 
(GIS) personnel from the BLM and Kinder Morgan were available to answer any property-specific 
questions from meeting attendees. 

Following the scoping meetings, a separate meeting was held with the Navajo Nation on January 14, 2014 
to discuss the Project, obtain feedback, and inform members of the NEPA process. 
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1.6 Project Website  

Information pertaining to the proposed Project and the associated NEPA process can be found on the 
BLM’s public Project website (Figure 3) at the following location: 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/LobosCO2. 

 

Figure 3.  BLM Public Project Website for the Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline 

In addition, the BLM has contacted several federal, state, and local agencies, requesting that they consider 
acting as a cooperating agency for the duration of the proposed Project.  Once each contacted agency has 
responded to these requests, a full list of cooperating agencies will be made available on the Project 
website and will be noted in the EIS. 
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2.0 COMMENT PROCESSING 

2.1 Method of Comment Collection and Processing 

All comments received by the BLM (provided in person, either orally or by comment card, or sent via 
facsimile transmission, physical mail, or email) were copied and submitted to the BLM’s third-party 
environmental contractors for processing and analysis.  Original copies were maintained at the BLM Field 
Office in Socorro, New Mexico.  All comment letters were processed by the BLM’s third-party 
environmental contractors using the procedures outlined below. 

2.2 Response Processing  

Comment letters were received, designated a unique code, reviewed, and individual comments within 
each letter were categorized based on their respective issue category.  This process was utilized as a 
mechanism to identify and address duplicate comments focusing on identical issues.  In addition, names 
and addresses of commenters were entered into a mailing list database, which will be used to 
communicate further Project information to the interested parties.  Comments received at the scoping 
meetings were transcribed by a court reporter and processed by BLM’s third-party contractor in a similar 
manner as comment letters. 

2.2.1 Coding 

As they were received, individual comments were independently analyzed and coded to prevent any data 
gaps.  The coding process consisted of identifying the comments, categorizing each comment based on 
the concern or issue, and assigning it a unique code based on these variables.  Following categorization 
and code assignment, each comment was entered into the comment database.    

2.2.2 Comment Analysis 

Individual comments were organized by their respective category and county.  The BLM’s third-party 
environmental contractor analyzed all comments to identify specific public concerns and issues along the 
proposed Project route.  In addition, to ensure all issues within each category were addressed, each 
comment was summarized and linked to their respective category.  A full list of issues to be addressed in 
the EIS is discussed in Chapter 3. 

2.3 Unique Comment Summary 

The BLM received input from over 300 commenters during the scoping period.  These individuals and 
groups provided comments via several methods; some provided multiple comments (e.g., they spoke 
during a scoping meeting and provided a letter).  A summary of the method used to provide comments is 
found in Table 4.  

TABLE 4 
 

Comment Methods 

Code Response Format Number of Responses 

CC Comment Card 2 

EM E-mail 62 

F Fax 1 

PM Physical Mail 185 

MC Meeting Comment 61 
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During the scoping period, the majority of comments received from the proposed project counties were 
received from Torrance County, New Mexico.   A form letter was provided by over half of the 
commenters and several of these did not include an address or were unsigned; therefore, we were unable 
to determine where these comments originated from.   

The majority of comments received were provided via physical mail.  The remaining comments were 
provided by comment card, e-mail, fax, and spoken at meetings (see Table 4).  These comments 
originated from various state, local, and federal organizations, and unaffiliated individuals of the general 
public.  The commenters provided 900 specific comments, which were classified as shown in Table 5.  
The majority of specific comments provided were received from unaffiliated individuals and focused 
primarily on biological and wildlife issues, eminent domain issues, and land use planning issues. 

TABLE 5 
 

Distribution and Breakdown of Comments by Focus of Concern 

Code Focus of Concern Number of Responses 

ALA Alternatives to the Proposed Action 21 

AQI Air Quality Issues 8 

BWR Biological and Wildlife Issues 223 

CCG Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas Issues 10 

CNR Cultural and Native American Resource Issues 37 

CEI Cumulative Effects Issues 3 

EDO Eminent Domain Issues 190 

EAD Engineering and Design Issues 23 

ENJ Environmental Justice Issues 19 

GMR Geology and Soil Resource Issues 10 

GWQ Groundwater and Water Quality Issues 35 

HSW Hazardous and Solid Waste Materials Issues 4 

HSE Health and Safety Issues 41 

ISC Invasive Species Issues 8 

LUP Land Use Planning Issues 165 

LLA Land Lease Agreement Issues 16 

NPA NEPA Process Issues 3 

NPI Noise Issues 6 

PAN Purpose and Need Issues 18 

VEG Re-Vegetation Issues 11 

SEC Socioeconomic Issues 32 

SWP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan Issues 17 
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3.0 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS 

Over 300 commenters submitted 900 specific issues to the BLM during the scoping period (all comment 
received or postmarked prior to February 21, 2014) from affiliated and nonaffiliated members of the 
public.  As stated in Chapter 2, all comments were given a code based on their respective area of concern.  
A full transcript of the comments received during individual scoping meetings, can be found in Appendix 
D. 

As discussed in Section 1.1, the objective of this report is to identify concerns associated with the 
proposed action from the general public and state, federal, local, and tribal entities.  Some common 
questions received are discussed within the “Frequently Asked Questions” section (see Appendix E) of 
this report; however, other concerns identified during the scoping period will be addressed and discussed 
in detail within the EIS.   

Several letters, not discussed herein, contain comments that do not focus on any particular area of concern 
or resource, such as those that support or oppose the proposed Project.  Additional comments were 
provided that take issue with previous Kinder Morgan projects that do not relate to the proposed Project.  
Further, as seen in the scoping meeting transcripts, numerous requests for additional information were 
made; those requests will be addressed and available for public review in the forthcoming Draft EIS.   

3.1 Alternatives to the Proposed Action 

Many commenters requested that alternative routes for the proposed pipeline be explored.  More 
specifically, many requested that the proposed pipeline follow United States Route 60 (U.S. Route 60) 
more closely, or be re-routed through other portions of the county and/or state.  Multiple commenters also 
suggested that Kinder Morgan place the proposed pipeline within or adjacent to the existing easement for 
the El Paso Natural Gas Line instead of constructing a new right-of-way.  In addition, it was suggested the 
pipeline route be placed in an existing industrial corridor (unspecified location).  Representative 
comments suggesting these re-routes included the following: 

 Consider following the existing right-of-way for Highway 60. 

 The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) recommended that reasonable alternatives be 
explored for the proposed Project.  In addition, it recommended the EIS describe the development 
of each alternative, how alternatives would address Project objectives, and how these 
alternatives would be implemented.  Further, it recommended the EIS contain a detailed 
description of alternatives as well as rationale used to determine if impacts of said alternatives 
are significant. 

 If the applicant owns the existing El Paso Natural Gas right-of-way, it should use the existing 
right-of-way for the pipeline. 

 Consider moving this Project to an existing “brown” (previously developed) area. 

3.2 Air Quality Issues 

Comments pertaining to air quality issues were primarily from the EPA.  These comments included 
recommendations that the EIS contain a detailed description of existing ambient air conditions, quantified 
emissions resulting from the proposed Project, specification of emission sources, and a construction 
emissions mitigation plan complete with a fugitive dust control plan, mobile and stationary source 
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controls, and administrative controls.  In addition, one comment inquired if emissions testing along the 
pipeline would be performed.  Representative comments outlining these concerns included the following: 

 The EPA suggested that the EIS include a detailed discussion of ambient air conditions, National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and non-NAAQS pollutant, criteria pollutant 
nonattainment areas, and potential air quality impacts of the proposed Project.   

 The EPA suggested that the EIS describe and estimate air emissions from potential construction 
and maintenance activities, as well as proposed mitigation measures. 

 Emissions testing at pump station locations should be discussed in the EIS. 

3.3 Biological and Wildlife Issues 

Comments pertaining to biological and wildlife issues expressed concerns that the proposed pipeline 
would create a corridor through fragile desert ecosystems.  Other comments included concerns for 
specific wildlife populations and their associated habitat, such as the lesser-prairie chicken, dune 
sagebrush lizard, big horn sheep, raptors, owls, waterfowl, and silvery minnow.  In addition, regulators 
such as the EPA, New Mexico Game and Fish Department (NMGFD), and Arizona Game and Fish 
Department (AZGFD) submitted recommendations for detailed discussions that should be outlined within 
the EIS.  These included minimization measures that should be taken to avoid impacts on threatened and 
endangered species and associated critical and non-critical habitat.  Representative comments outlining 
these concerns and recommendations included the following: 

 The pipeline will disrupt a fragile desert ecosystem which will take years to recover, as well as 
disturb native vegetation. 

 The proposed pipeline will affect open spaces as well as the big horn sheep population. 

 The proposed pipeline will impact the active owl habitat and population on my private property. 

 A leak in the pipeline along the Rio Grande could impact the silvery minnow habitat and 
population. 

 The EPA recommended that the BLM coordinate across field offices with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS), NMGFD, and AZGFD to ensure that current and consistent 
surveying, monitoring, and reporting protocols are applied in protection and mitigation efforts. 

 NMGFD made general recommendations regarding pump station placement, the timing of 
construction to avoid impacts on raptors and other bird species, and the minimization of impacts 
on riparian vegetation. 

 AZGFD recommended that wildlife/habitat surveys be conducted in the appropriate season to 
confirm the habitat type, as stated in the Environmental Field Survey Plan. 

3.4 Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas Issues 

Comments pertaining to climate change and greenhouse gas issues expressed concerns that the 
installation of the proposed pipeline would increase concentrations of atmospheric carbon dioxide.  Both 
federal agencies and non-profit organizations expressed concerns about increases in greenhouse gases and 
recommended that a detailed discussion of the Project’s potential impacts on greenhouse gases and 
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climate change be included in the EIS.  Representative comments outlining concerns associated with 
climate change and greenhouse gas emissions included the following: 

 The proposed pipeline would increase CO2 concentrations within the atmosphere. 

 The mining of greenhouse gases is environmentally irresponsible and should be discussed in 
detail within the EIS. 

 The EPA recommended that the greenhouse gas emissions inventory include each proposed 
stationary and mobile source.  In addition, the EPA recommended that the EIS establish 
reasonable spatial and temporal boundaries for the analysis, and quantify and disclose the 
predicted annual direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions. 

3.5 Cultural and Native American Resource Issues 

Comments pertaining to cultural and Native American issues expressed concerns regarding impacts on 
cultural, historic, and Native American resources and the encroachment on the legacy of private 
landowners.  Other comments included recommendations that the EIS address the existence of cultural 
and historic resources located along the proposed pipeline route, as well as consultations between Native 
American governments and the BLM.  In addition, comments from the Claunch-Pinto Soil and Water 
Conservation District (District) expressed concerns about cultural resource sites located along U.S. Route 
60 as well as existing national monuments located within the Project area.  Representative comments 
outlining concerns for cultural and Native American resources included the following: 

 Detrimental Effects to Ancestral Heritage: Families who have owned land in the area for 
generations could face encroachment on their cultural legacy. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS describe the process and outcome of government-to-
government consultation between the BLM and each of the tribal governments within the Project 
area, issues that were raised (if any), and how those issues were addressed in the selection of the 
proposed alternative. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS address cultural and historic resources, including Indian 
sacred sites, and address compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, 
and develop a Cultural Resource Management Plan.  The EPA further recommended the EIS 
discuss how the applicant will avoid impacting the physical integrity, accessibility, or use of 
sacred sites. 

 The District stated that the area contained numerous cultural sites, including petroglyphs and the 
Salinas Pueblo Missions National Monument, that date back to the 1600’s or earlier.  The 
District requested an analysis to determine how the Project would impact cultural resources and 
what the mitigation plan would be. 

 The Project area is adjacent to ruins that are part of the National Park System. 

 Vibrations from construction activity associated with the Project may destabilize historic and 
prehistoric pictographs along the proposed pipeline route.  
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3.6 Cumulative Effects Issues 

During the scoping period, comments pertaining to cumulative effects were received from the EPA, as 
outlined below: 

 The EPA recommended that the cumulative impacts associated with the proposed Project and 
other developmental projects in the area be analyzed.  It was recommended that this analysis 
include all potential impacts on various air, water, wildlife, environmental justice, and Native 
American impacts. 

3.7 Eminent Domain Issues 

Comments pertaining to eminent domain issues expressed a concern that the use of eminent domain is an 
infringement on individual rights to real and personal property.  Representative comments outlining 
concerns associated with eminent domain included the following: 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS discuss the applicable eminent domain authority for the 
pipeline right-of way.  

 Discuss eminent domain and how it may affect private property owners.  

3.8 Engineering and Design Issues 

Comments pertaining to engineering and design issues questioned multiple facets of the structural 
integrity of the line as well as general engineering specifications of the proposed pipeline.  Representative 
comments outlining issues associated with engineering and design of the pipeline included the following: 

 Discuss the depth of pipeline burial. 

 Discuss the width of the pipeline easement following construction. 

 Discuss the decommissioning plans. 

 Discuss the use of cathodic protection in areas near electric transmission lines. 

 Provide the design criteria to ensure that the structural integrity of the pipeline is protected from 
external factors such as the nearby missile testing and/or railroad tracks. 

3.9 Environmental Justice Issues 

Comments pertaining to environmental justice issues expressed concerns that the proposed Project does 
not contribute to the vitality of community, causes a weakening of community values, and may encourage 
industrial corridors through the area.  These comments also included concerns that the proposed Project 
impacts not only landowners within the proposed pipeline right-of-way, but surrounding communities as 
well.  In addition, the EPA recommended that the EIS discuss environmental justice within the 
geographic scope of the Project, the potential for adverse impacts to low-income and minority 
populations, and outreach conducted for all communities that could be impacted by the proposed Project.  
Representative comments outlining these concerns included the following: 

 The pipeline does not contribute to the vitality and integrity of land and community. 
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 The construction and ongoing existence of a pipeline would violate the unique qualities of and the 
communities and surrounding area.   

 The EPA recommended that the EIS include an evaluation of environmental justice populations 
within the geographic scope of the Project.  If such populations exist, the EIS should address the 
potential for disproportionate adverse impacts to minority and low-income populations. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS describe outreach conducted for environmental justice 
populations, if any, as well as for all other communities that could be affected by the Project. 

3.10 Geology and Soils Issues 

Comments pertaining to geology and soils issues expressed concerns with seismic activity along the 
pipeline and how such activity may affect the proposed pipeline.  In addition, other comments expressed 
concerns with the disturbance of soils along the proposed Project, the length of time required for soils to 
recover, and indirect impacts caused by disturbed soils.  Representative comments outlining these 
concerns included the following: 

 Describe the types of seismic studies that have been performed along the proposed pipeline route. 

 Discuss the potential for seismic activity/earthquake impact on the pipeline. 

 Construction disturbance of the topsoil, especially in the current drought conditions, could affect 
revegetation. 

 Construction of the pipeline would disturb sensitive soil crust that is vital for a healthy 
environment. 

Additional comments included concerns with the end use of CO2 (enhanced oil recovery in Texas and its 
potential to increase seismic activity). 

3.11 Groundwater and Surface Water Quality Issues 

Comments pertaining to groundwater and surface water quality included concerns with how the water 
table (including flow volume and water quality) would be affected by the proposed Project.  Other 
comments included concerns about potential herbicide use and subsequent groundwater impacts.  In 
addition, the EPA submitted comments recommending that Kinder Morgan consult with the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers (USACE) to determine if a Section 404 permit would be required for wetlands or 
jurisdictional waterbodies located along the pipeline.  The EPA also recommended a list of impaired 
waters be developed and total maximum daily loads (TMDLs) be established.  Representative comments 
of these concerns included the following: 

 The pipeline could have negative impacts on the water table as well as the water quality of wells. 

 Pipeline construction could affect groundwater quality and flow/volume. 

 Potential effects caused to surface and groundwater from potential herbicide use along the right-
of-way. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS provide information on Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 
303(d) impaired waters in the Project area, if any, and efforts to develop and revise TMDLs.  It 
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was also recommend the EIS describe existing restoration and enhancement efforts for those 
waters and any mitigation measures that will be implemented to avoid further degradation of 
impaired waters. 

 The EPA also recommended that the BLM consult with the USACE to determine if there are 
jurisdictional Waters of the United States present at the Project site and recommended that the 
EIS include a final determination of the extent of Waters of the United States at the Project site 
and address any other relevant requirements, pursuant to the CWA.  

3.12 Hazardous and Solid Waste Materials Issues 

Comments pertaining to hazardous and solid waste materials issues included comments from local fire 
departments, the EPA, and individuals concerned with the nature of emergency response procedures, 
emergency cleanup, and mitigation measures.  In addition, the EPA recommended that the EIS address 
the applicability of state and federal hazardous waste requirements, mitigation measures, and the 
exploration of alternate industrial processes which would reduce the volume or toxicity of hazardous 
materials.  Representative comments of these concerns included the following: 

 Local fire departments should be informed on how to respond to emergencies or emergency 
cleanup associated with the proposed pipeline. 

 The full extent of hazards associated with cleanup of pipeline emergencies is not yet known. 

3.13 Health and Safety Issues 

Comments pertaining to health and safety issues focused primarily on hazards posed to the general public 
and individuals near the pipeline in the event of a rupture.  In addition, numerous comments were 
received expressing a concern for the accuracy of leak detection systems, which will be used to monitor 
the pipeline.  Representative comments associated with health and safety issues included the following: 

 The hazards to human health, as well as to livestock, in the event of a rupture along the proposed 
pipeline should be discussed in the EIS.  The protocol for pipeline leak monitoring should be 
discussed.  

3.14 Invasive Species Issues 

Comments pertaining to invasive species issues expressed concerns for the prevention of invasive and 
noxious weeds along the proposed pipeline.  In addition, the EPA submitted comments recommending the 
development and detailed description of an invasive plant management control plan including any 
pesticides and herbicides utilized as part of this plan.  Representative comments associated with invasive 
species issues included the following: 

 A weed control plan should be created to prevent growth of noxious weeds along the pipeline 
route. 

 Noxious weeds and invasive plant species have the potential to become established and migrate 
to surrounding areas.  Poison hemlock and Russian knapweed have been identified within the 
Project corridor. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS describe the invasive plant management plan used to monitor 
and control noxious weeds, disclose the type and quantity of herbicides or pesticides used to 
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manage vegetation, and identify potential methods that could be used to limit the introduction 
and spread of invasive species during and following construction.  

 Pesticides and herbicides have the potential to migrate off the ROW via air and water media 
which may affect organic livestock and produce businesses.   

3.15 Land Use Planning Issues 

During the scoping period, one comment pertaining to land use planning was received from the EPA, as 
outlined below. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS discuss how the proposed action would support or conflict 
with the objectives of federal, state, tribal, or local land use plans, policies, and controls in 
Project areas. 

3.16 Land Lease Agreement Issues 

Comments pertaining to land lease agreement issues expressed concerns with land access/site security 
during and following construction, future installation of waterlines and agricultural canals, and future uses 
of private property along the pipeline right-of-way.  Representative comments outlining land lease 
agreement concerns included the following: 

 Discuss any restrictions that may be placed on farmlands after construction. 

 The integrity of existing utilities and agricultural water lines should be maintained. 

 Livestock protection and provisions that would be used during construction to contain cattle 
within pasturelands should be developed. 

3.17 NEPA Process  

During the scoping period, a few comments pertaining to the NEPA process were received.  These 
comments questioned how the lead agency was determined and also included recommendations from the 
EPA to obtain the necessary permits for the Project.  The representative comment outlining the NEPA 
process included the following: 

 Discuss the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration’s role in the Project, given 
their oversight of construction, and why they were not chosen as the lead agency. 

3.18 Noise Issues 

Comments pertaining to noise issues focused primarily on the pump stations along the proposed pipeline.  
Representative comments outlining concerns with noise issues included the following: 

 Quantify/qualify noise associated with the pump stations along the pipeline. 

 Provide noise abatement measures associated with recreation and wildlife. 
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3.19 Purpose and Need Issues 

Comments pertaining to purpose and need issues included inquiries of whether the life of the St. Johns 
CO2 Field in Arizona had been determined and why a CO2 source closer to its terminus was not 
considered.  In addition, the EPA submitted comments recommending the EIS outline the purpose and 
need for the proposed Project.  Representative comments outlining concerns with purpose and need issues 
included the following: 

 Provide the projected lifespan of St. Johns Field in Arizona. 

 The EPA recommended that the purpose and need be a clear, objective statement of the rationale 
for the proposed Project and that the EIS discuss the proposed Project in the context of the CO2 
gas supply and the need for additional transmission capabilities. 

3.20 Revegetation Issues 

Comments pertaining to re-vegetation issues expressed concerns about difficulty in revegetating the 
Project area following construction due to existing drought conditions along the pipeline, and what the 
process would be if initial revegetation was unsuccessful.  Representative comments outlining re-
vegetation issues included the following: 

 Revegetation of desert habitats would be difficult to achieve. 

 Plans for revegetation should include efforts as long as necessary to establish native vegetation 
in the Project footprint. 

 Catron County Farm Bureau would prefer multiple re-seeding efforts along the pipeline corridor, 
given the lack of rainfall. 

3.21 Socioeconomic Issues  

Comments pertaining to socioeconomic issues expressed concerns that the proposed Project may cause 
private property values to depreciate.  Other comments expressed optimism that the proposed pipeline 
would stimulate a stagnating local economy and support local communities by creating more jobs.  
Representative comments included the following: 

 The depreciation of property values along the route is of concern. 

 Multiple organizations believe that if union labor is utilized for pipeline activities, it will 
supplement the economy and provide training programs for local residents. 

3.22 Stormwater Pollution Prevention 

Comments pertaining to stormwater pollution prevention and erosion expressed concerns for surface 
runoff, which may lead to erosion issues during the rainy season and other precipitation events throughout 
the year.  In addition, the EPA submitted comments including recommendations to determine drainage 
patterns within the Project area and obtaining the appropriate stormwater permits (including a stormwater 
pollution prevention plan) to reduce erosion of sediments and migration of sediments off-site.  
Representative comments outlining stormwater pollution prevention concerns included the following: 

 Surface water runoff is of concern in cleared areas where soil is removed.  
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 Construction of the proposed pipeline could cause erosion problems. 

 The EPA recommended that the EIS document the Project’s consistency with applicable 
stormwater permitting requirements and discuss specific mitigation measures that may be 
necessary or beneficial in reducing impacts on water quality and aquatic resources. 
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4.0 FUTURE PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

4.1 Continuing Opportunities for Public Involvement 

Following the release of the Draft EIS, a notice of availability (NOA) will be sent to individuals who 
provided comments or concerns during the public scoping period and/or individuals who requested 
updates for the status and progress of the proposed Project.  The NOA will provide the dates for the 
comment period, during which time interested parties may review and comment on the Draft EIS, and the 
dates and locations for another set of public meetings, similar to those held during the scoping period.  

4.2 Contact Information 

Contact regarding the proposed action and issues related to the EIS should be made in one of the 
following methods: 

Physical Mail: 

Ms. Andi Knight 
Bureau of Land Management 
Socorro Field Office 
901 South Highway 85 
Socorro, NM 87801 

Physical Visit: 

Bureau of Land Management, Socorro Field Office, 
901 S. Highway 85, 
Socorro, NM 87801 

Phone: (575) 835-0412 

Email: blm_nm_sfo_comments@blm.gov 
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program of the Republic of South Africa, 
for the purpose of enhancement of the 
survival of the species. 

B. Endangered Marine Mammals and 
Marine Mammals 

Applicant: The Marine Mammal Center, 
Sausalito, CA; PRT–101713 

On November 5, 2012 (77 FR 66476), 
we published a notice of receipt of this 
application regarding this applicant’s 
request for a permit to take southern sea 
otters (Enhydra lutris nereis) of all ages 
and sexes for the purpose of 
enhancement of the survival of the 
species by rescue, rehabilitation, and 
release of stranded animals. We have 
received new information and are 
reopening the comment period. This 
notification covers activities to be 
conducted by the applicant over a 5- 
year period. 

Concurrent with publishing this 
notice in the Federal Register, we are 
forwarding copies of the above 
applications to the Marine Mammal 
Commission and the Committee of 
Scientific Advisors for their review. 

Brenda Tapia, 
Program Analyst/Data Administrator, Branch 
of Permits, Division of Management 
Authority. 
[FR Doc. 2013–25796 Filed 10–30–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–55–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[AA–6683–G, AA–6683–A2; LLAK940000– 
L14100000–HY0000–P] 

Alaska Native Claims Selection 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of Decision Approving 
Lands for Conveyance 

SUMMARY: As required by 43 CFR 
2650.7(d), notice is hereby given that an 
appealable decision will be issued by 
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
to Stuyahok, Limited. The decision 
approves the surface estate in the lands 
described below for conveyance 
pursuant to the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601, et seq.). 
The subsurface estate in these lands will 
be conveyed to Bristol Bay Native 
Corporation when the surface estate is 
conveyed to Stuyahok, Limited. The 
lands are in the vicinity of New 
Stuyahok, Alaska, and are located in: 

Seward Meridian, Alaska 
T. 7 S., R. 45 W., 

Sec. 5. 
Containing 640 acres. 

T. 7 S., R. 48 W., 

Sec. 30. 

Containing 476.41 acres. 
Aggregating 1,116.41 acres. 

Notice of the decision will also be 
published once a week for four 
consecutive weeks in the Bristol Bay 
Times. 

DATES: Any party claiming a property 
interest in the lands affected by the 
decision may appeal the decision in 
accordance with the requirements of 43 
CFR part 4 within the following time 
limits: 

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to 
be located after reasonable efforts have 
been expended to locate, parties who 
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt, 
and parties who receive a copy of the 
decision by regular mail which is not 
certified, return receipt requested, shall 
have until December 2, 2013 to file an 
appeal. 

2. Parties receiving service of the 
decision by certified mail shall have 30 
days from the date of receipt to file an 
appeal. 

Parties who do not file an appeal in 
accordance with the requirements of 43 
CFR part 4 shall be deemed to have 
waived their rights. Notices of appeal 
transmitted by electronic means, such as 
facsimile or email, will not be accepted 
as timely filed. 

ADDRESSES: A copy of the decision may 
be obtained from: Bureau of Land 
Management, Alaska State Office, 222 
West Seventh Avenue, #13, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99513–7504. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The 
BLM by phone at 907–271–5960 or by 
email at blm_ak_akso_public_room@
blm.gov. Persons who use a 
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf 
(TDD) may call the Federal Information 
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1–800–877–8339 
to contact the BLM during normal 
business hours. In addition, the FIRS is 
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, 
to leave a message or question with the 
BLM. The BLM will reply during 
normal business hours. 

Ralph L. Eluska, Sr., 
Land Transfer Resolution Specialist, Division 
of Lands and Cadastral. 
[FR Doc. 2013–25932 Filed 10–30–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–JA–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[LLNMA02000.L51010000.ER0000.
LVRWG13G0940; NMNM–129147] 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement for 
the Proposed Lobos CO2 Pipeline 
Project in Arizona and New Mexico and 
Amend the Rio Puerco, Roswell, and 
Socorro Resource Management Plans 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of Intent. 

SUMMARY: In compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, as amended (NEPA), and the 
Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976, as amended (FLPMA), the 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), 
Socorro Field Office, Socorro, New 
Mexico, intends to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
in order to analyze the proposed Lobos 
carbon dioxide (CO2) Pipeline Project 
and consider amendments to the 
Roswell Resource Management Plan 
(RMP) (1997), the Rio Puerco RMP 
(1986), and the Socorro RMP (2010). 
This notice announces the scoping 
process to solicit public comments and 
identifies issues. 
DATES: This notice initiates the public 
scoping process for the RMP 
amendment with associated EIS. 
Comments on issues may be submitted 
in writing until January 29, 2014. The 
date(s) and location(s) of any scoping 
meetings will be announced at least 15 
days in advance through local news 
media and the BLM Web site at: 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/LobosCO2. In 
order to be included in the Draft EIS, all 
comments must be received prior to the 
close of the 90-day scoping period or 15 
days after the last public meeting, 
whichever is later. We will provide 
additional opportunities for public 
participation as appropriate. 
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
by any of the following methods: 

• Email: BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@
blm.gov 

• Fax: 575–835–0223, Attention: 
Andi Knight 

• Mail: Bureau of Land Management, 
Socorro Field Office, Attention: Andi 
Knight, 901 S. Highway 85, Socorro, NM 
87801–4168. 

Documents pertinent to this proposal 
may be examined at the Socorro Field 
Office at the address above. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gregory Helseth, Washington Office 
Project Manager, at 702–515–5173; or 
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email at ghelseth@blm.gov. Contact Mr. 
Helseth if you wish to have your name 
added to our mailing list. Persons who 
use a telecommunications device for the 
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal 
Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1– 
800–877–8339 to contact the above 
individual during normal business 
hours. The FIRS is available 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week, to leave a message 
or question with the above individual. 
You will receive a reply during normal 
business hours. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Kinder 
Morgan CO2 Company, L.P. (Kinder 
Morgan) has filed a right-of-way (ROW) 
application with the BLM pursuant to 
Title V of FLPMA proposing to 
construct and operate the Lobos CO2 
Pipeline. This pipeline would consist of 
about 214 miles of 16-inch diameter 
pipeline, with an initial capacity of 
about 200 million standard cubic feet 
per day of CO2. The pipeline would 
originate in the St. Johns CO2 field in 
Apache County in eastern Arizona, 
cross central New Mexico south of 
Albuquerque, and terminate at the Main 
Line Valve 160 located along the 
existing Cortez Pipeline in Torrance 
County, New Mexico. It is anticipated 
that up to four pump stations would be 
strategically located along the proposed 
new pipeline route and 
interconnections would be made at the 
origin and terminus. A 40-mile-long, 30- 
inch-diameter loop would also be 
constructed parallel to the existing 
Cortez Pipeline in Chaves County, New 
Mexico. A new pump station would be 
added along the existing Cortez Pipeline 
at the existing location of Main Line 
Valve 170 in Torrance County, New 
Mexico, and upgrades in pumping 
capacity would be made to the existing 
Caprock Station on the Cortez Pipeline 
in Chaves County, New Mexico. 

This document provides notice that 
the Socorro Field Office, Socorro, New 
Mexico, intends to prepare an EIS and 
a RMP Amendment for the Proposed 
Lobos CO2 Pipeline Project in Arizona 
and New Mexico, announces the 
beginning of the scoping process, and 
seeks public input on issues and 
planning criteria. The planning area is 
located in Catron, Socorro, Torrance, 
and Chaves Counties, New Mexico; and 
Apache County, Arizona; and 
encompasses about 773 acres of BLM- 
managed public land that may result in 
a linear 58.96-mile right-of-way grant. 

The purpose of the public scoping 
process is to determine relevant issues 
that will influence the scope of the 
environmental analysis, including 
alternatives, and guide the planning 
process. Preliminary issues for the plan 

amendment area have been identified by 
BLM personnel; Federal, State, and local 
agencies; and other stakeholders. The 
issues include: Loss of habitat and 
direct disturbance to plant and animal 
species (including special and sensitive 
status species); new visual intrusions on 
the landscape that would impact the 
scenic and visual quality of the area; 
impacts to cultural resources, lands that 
contain places of traditional cultural or 
religious importance, and historic sites; 
impacts to National Scenic or Historic 
Trails; and potential public health and 
safety impacts. Preliminary planning 
criteria include: The RMP Amendment 
and EIS will be completed in 
compliance with FLPMA, NEPA, and all 
other relevant Federal laws, executive 
orders, and management policies of the 
BLM; where existing planning decisions 
are still valid, those decisions may 
remain unchanged and be incorporated 
into the new RMP amendment; the RMP 
amendment will recognize valid 
existing rights; the RMP Amendment 
and EIS will be completed by 
coordination with cooperating agencies, 
government agencies, tribal entities, and 
all other interested parties. 

You may submit comments on issues 
and planning criteria in writing to the 
BLM at any public scoping meeting, or 
you may submit them to the BLM using 
one of the methods listed in the 
ADDRESSES section above. To be most 
helpful, you should submit comments 
by the close of the 90-day scoping 
period or within 15 days after the last 
public meeting, whichever is later. 

The BLM will use the NEPA public 
participation requirements to assist the 
agency in satisfying the public 
involvement requirements under 
Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) (16 U.S.C. 
470(f)) pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(d)(3). 
The information about historic and 
cultural resources within the area 
potentially affected by the proposed 
action will assist the BLM in identifying 
and evaluating impacts to such 
resources in the context of both NEPA 
and Section 106 of the NHPA. 

The BLM will consult with Native 
American tribes and pueblos on a 
government-to-government basis in 
accordance with Executive Order 13175 
and other policies. Tribal concerns, 
including impacts on Indian trust assets 
and potential impacts to cultural 
resources, will be given due 
consideration. Federal, State, and local 
agencies, along with tribes and other 
stakeholders that may be interested in or 
affected by the proposed action that the 
BLM is evaluating, are invited to 
participate in the scoping process and, 
if eligible, may request or be requested 

by the BLM to participate in the 
development of the environmental 
analysis as a cooperating agency. Before 
including your address, phone number, 
email address, or other personal 
identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that 
your entire comment—including your 
personal identifying information—may 
be made publicly available at any time. 
While you can ask us in your comment 
to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

The minutes and list of attendees for 
each scoping meeting will be available 
to the public and open for 30 days after 
the meeting to any participant who 
wishes to clarify the views he or she 
expressed. The BLM will evaluate 
identified issues to be addressed in the 
plan, and will place them into one of 
three categories: 

1. Issues to be resolved in the plan 
amendment; 

2. Issues to be resolved through policy 
or administrative action; or 

3. Issues beyond the scope of this plan 
amendment. 

The BLM will provide an explanation 
in the EIS as to why an issue was placed 
in category two or three. The public is 
also encouraged to help identify any 
management questions and concerns 
that should be addressed in the plan. 
The BLM will work collaboratively with 
interested parties to identify the 
management decisions that are best 
suited to local, regional, and national 
needs and concerns. 

The BLM will use an interdisciplinary 
approach to develop the plan 
amendment in order to consider the 
variety of resource issues and concerns 
identified. Specialists with expertise in 
the following disciplines will be 
involved in the planning process: 
Rangeland management, minerals and 
geology, outdoor recreation, 
archaeology, paleontology, wildlife, 
lands and realty, hydrology, soils, 
sociology, and economics. 

Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 43 CFR 
1610.2 

Jesse J. Juen, 
State Director. 
[FR Doc. 2013–25929 Filed 10–30–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–FB–P 
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Public Scoping Information Distributed During Scoping Meetings 



TO THE 

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 
FOR THE 

Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline 
Environmental Impact Statement 

W E L C O M E 

2013 

Kinder Morgan CO2 Pipeline Project 

Photos Courtesy of BLM 



Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline 

What is Scoping?  

Scoping provides an opportunity for the public and 
agencies to: 

 
• Learn more about the project 

• Provide comments on the project 

• Identify issues to be analyzed in the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

 
Everyone is encouraged to provide comments.  Your 

comments will become part of the official public 
record and will be considered in the development 
of the EIS. 

Public Scoping Meetings 

Tuesday 
December 10, 2013 
6:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

Mountainair High 
School 
901 W. 3rd Street 
Mountainair, NM 87036 

Thursday 
December 5, 2013 
6:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

Roswell Convention 
& Civic Center 
912 N. Main Street 
Roswell, NM 88202 

Wednesday 
December 4, 2013 
6:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

Socorro Public Library 
401 Park Street 
Socorro, NM 87801 

Tuesday 
December 3, 2013 
6:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

Quemado High School 
3484 US Hwy 60 
Quemado, NM 87829 

Wednesday 
December 11, 2013 
6:00 pm – 8:00 pm 

Belen Community 
Center 
305 Eagle Lane 
Belen, NM 87002 

Each meeting will have an open 
house format. Comments received at 
the public meetings and during the 
public scoping period will help the 
BLM prepare a well-informed EIS.  

Photos Courtesy of BLM 
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How to Comment 

You may provide comments in the following ways: 
 
1. Attend a Public Scoping Meeting at any of the 

locations listed above. 
 

2. Mail your comments to the BLM at: 
 
Socorro Field Office 
Bureau of Land Management 
901 S. Highway 85 
Socorro, NM 87801-4168 

 
3. Fax the BLM Socorro Field Office at: 

 
Telephone: (575) 835-0412 
Fax: (575) 835-0223 

 
4. Email the BLM Socorro Field Office at: 
   
  BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@blm.gov 

 
Please reference the following BLM project ID 
number when contacting the Socorro Field Office: 
NMNM129147  

Making Effective Comments 

• State specific concerns instead of making 
broad statements. 

• Focus your comments on specific issues and 
provide supporting details. 

• Identify important environmental and 
community concerns. 

Photo Courtesy of BLM 
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Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline 

What is the National Environmental Policy Act?  
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was one of the first laws that established the 
broad national framework for protecting our environment.  
 
NEPA's basic policy is to assure that all branches of government give proper consideration to 
the environment prior to undertaking any major federal action that significantly affects the 
environment.  
 
The NEPA environmental review process encourages citizen involvement in the scoping 
process so that federal agencies can make more thorough and better informed decisions.  

Notice of 
Intent (NOI) 

Public 
Scoping 

Meetings 

Draft EIS 

Public 
Meetings 

Final EIS 

• The BLM issues public notice through a 
Notice of Intent (NOI) that it is preparing an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

• The BLM publishes the NOI in the Federal 
Register. 

• The BLM develops alternatives to address the 
issues and concerns identified during scoping. 

• The BLM issues the draft EIS, which 
documents the analysis of the social and 
environmental effects of  the proposed action 
and alternatives. 

• The BLM provides a minimum 60-day public 
review and comment period on the draft EIS. 

Record of 
Decision 

• The BLM releases the final EIS, which 
includes the agency’s response to comments 
on the draft EIS. 

• Final EIS identifies the agency's preferred 
alternative. 

• The BLM provides a minimum 30-day 
availability period of the final EIS before 
making a decision. 

• The BLM decides whether or not to approve 
the requested action. 

The NEPA Process 



Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline 

Project Description 
Kinder Morgan CO2 Company, L.P. (Kinder Morgan) plans to construct and operate 

the proposed Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline.  
 
• The proposed pipeline consists of approximately 254 miles of pipe and 

associated facilities that will transport liquid carbon dioxide (CO2). 
 

• The liquid CO2 will be produced from underground reserves in the St. Johns 
Field in Apache County, Arizona. The CO2 would be transported 214 miles 
across Catron, Socorro, and Torrance counties in New Mexico, where it would 
connect with the existing Cortez Pipeline.  
 

• The project also includes construction of a 40-mile long pipeline loop parallel to 
the existing Cortez Pipeline in Chaves County, New Mexico. 

 
• The proposed pipeline project will include up to four new pump stations, pigging 

facilities, and mainline block valves. 
 

• Liquid CO2 will be used for enhanced oil recovery in existing oil and gas fields.  
 

• The proposed pipeline crosses lands managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), which is the lead federal agency for the preparation of the 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

Project Start 
September 
2013 

Project End 
TBD 2015 

Publish 
Notice of 

Intent 

Finalize 
and Post 
Scoping 
Report 

Finalize 
Draft  

EIS (DEIS) 

Public 
Comment 
Period for 

DEIS 

Final EIS Record of 
Decision 

Start of 
Construction  

End of 
Construction 

Project Timeline 

Photos Courtesy of  Edge Engineering & Science 
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Environmental Impacts 
The affected environment 
is one of the primary 
considerations when 
planning a pipeline.  Each 
natural resource will be 
studied and well 
understood in order to 
reduce and/or mitigate 
impacts of construction to 
the extent practicable. 

o Project-specific emissions inventory will 
be developed, including greenhouse 
gases. 

o The project is not anticipated to directly 
generate any significant levels of 
“criteria” pollutants or greenhouse 
emissions during its operating lifetime. 

o The project will evaluate potential air 
quality impact and mitigation measures.  

Air Quality 

Water 
o Impacts on groundwater and surface 

water will be analyzed, including water 
use and rights. 

o Measures will be implemented to avoid 
or minimize potential impact on ground 
water. 

o Surface waterbodies crossed by the 
proposed pipeline include intermittent 
and perennial streams and two large 
rivers.  

o Each waterbody will be evaluated for 
the best construction method. 

 

• Air Quality 
• Geologic Hazards 
• Mineral and Energy 

Resources 
• Paleontological 

Resources 
• Noise Levels 

 

• Soils 
• Water 
• Vegetation 
• Wildlife 
• Protected Species 
• Cultural Resources 

The following list of natural resources will be 
analyzed for potential impacts by construction 
and operation of this pipeline project: 

Photo Courtesy of BLM 

Photo Courtesy of BLM 



Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline 

Vegetation and Wildlife 

Cultural Resources o Past human occupation across the 
pipeline route varies dramatically. 

o The proposed pipeline route will be 
surveyed and archeological and historic 
sites will be documented. 

o Efforts will be made to avoid, minimize, or 
mitigate effects on cultural and historic 
properties. 

o The proposed pipeline route crosses 
Acoma Pueblo land, as well as Navajo 
Fee Simple land, and may intersect areas 
of cultural significance to other tribes and 
pueblos. 

o Particular attention will be paid to 
sensitive plant and animal species, 
including Endangered Species Act listed 
and proposed species. 

o Potential impacts from construction and 
operation of the pipeline on vegetation  
and wildlife primarily would consist of 
temporary alterations and loss of natural 
habitats. 

o Impacts on both vegetation and wildlife 
resources are expected to be temporary, 
transient, and localized.  

o Field surveys will be performed 
to confirm vegetation cover type 
presence and identify critically 
sensitive areas.  

o The collected data will be used 
to establish the baseline values 
for natural resources that may 
be affected by pipeline 
construction.  

Photo Courtesy of BLM 
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Notes 



For more information contact: 
 

Kinder Morgan Lobos CO2 Pipeline Project 
BLM Socorro Field Office 

901 S. Highway 85 
Socorro, New Mexico 87801 

(575) 835-0412 
 

Email: BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@blm.gov 
 

Website: www.blm.gov/nm/LobosCO2 
 
 

Public Scoping Period Ends January 29, 2014 
Comments may be submitted at any time within the project 
timeframe; however, comments received within the public 

scoping period will be addressed within the draft EIS. 
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Scoping Meeting 

Attendance/Sign-In Sheets 
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Scoping Meeting Transcripts 

  



























































































































































































































Roswell, New Mexico 
Public Scoping Meeting Transcript

December 5, 2013 

No court reporter was available to capture comments during the Roswell 
scoping; therefore no transcript from this meeting is available. 



· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·                   PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
· · · ··
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·                           FOR THE
· · · ··
· · · · · · · · · · ··              KINDER MORGAN LOBOS CO2 PIPELINE
· · · ··
· · · · · · · · · · · ·               ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ··                      December 10, 2013
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ··                          6:31 p.m.
· · · · · · · · · · · · · ·                   Mountainair High School
· · · · · · · · · · · · · ··                    901 West Third Street
· · · · · · · · · · · ··                Mountainair, New Mexico 87036
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··
· · · ··REPORTED BY:· · ··KATHERINE L. GORDON, NM P-400
· · · · · · · · · · · · ··                  WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES, LLC
· · · · · · · · · · · · ··                  1608 Fifth Street, Northwest
· · · · · · · · · · · · ··                  Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102
· · · · · · · · · · · · ··                  505-843-7789
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· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·                            P R E S E N T E R S·1·
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·H. Trevor Loveday, Edge Engineering & Science·3·

·Danita Burns, Bureau of Land Management·4·

·Mark Mackiewicz, Bureau of Land Management·5·

·Bobby Curbow III, Kinder Morgan·6·

··7·

··8·

··9·

·10·
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·13·
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·21·

·22·

·23·

·24·

·25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··We appreciate everyone coming·1·

·out to the scoping meeting for the proposed Kinder Morgan·2·

·Lobos carbon dioxide pipeline.··This meeting is a meeting·3·

·put on by the Bureau of Land Management.··Thank you for·4·

·coming out tonight.··A little housekeeping, if anyone needs·5·

·or hasn't noticed, the restrooms are just out in the hall·6·

·here.··And if we had to evacuate for an emergency, we have·7·

·this door right here that leads out to the parking lot, as·8·

·well.··So that's the housekeeping stuff.·9·

· · · · · ·          My name is Trevor Loveday.··I do not work for the10·

·BLM.··I am a third-party contractor.··So I work for a11·

·company called Edge Engineering & Science based out of12·

·Houston, and I'm out of Houston.··A collegue of mine, Rachel13·

·Blodgett, is here.··She is at the sign-in table.··She and I14·

·work for Edge Engineering & Science.15·

· · · · · ·          Our company was hired to prepare the Environmental16·

·Impact Statement for the project.··And so we're a17·

·third-party contractor working under the direction of the18·

·BLM.··So we'll work with them to prepare the Environmental19·

·Impact Statement, or EIS, which is a requirement of the20·

·National Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA is what you'll21·

·hear us call that.··So that's our role.22·

· · · · · ·          We partnered up with another company that also --23·

·we have a lot of experience preparing these types of24·

·documents for oil and gas projects, and specifically a lot25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
505-843-7789
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·of pipelines.··So we've teamed up with another company·1·

·called Merjent, and they're based out of Minneapolis.··And·2·

·with us tonight from Merjent is Carrie Crouse.··She's·3·

·actually going to be our lead archeologist or cultural·4·

·resources person for the documents.··Last week the project·5·

·manager for Merjent was with us, Kim Jesson.··So that's·6·

·Carrie, she's here from Merjent.··So that's our two·7·

·companies, and that's our role.·8·

· · · · · ·          The other players in this process, of course the·9·

·BLM is the lead federal agency, and there are several of10·

·those folks here tonight throughout the room.11·

· · · · · ·          And then the proponent of the project, Kinder12·

·Morgan, they're seated over here at this back table.··And13·

·with them is the project manager, Bobby Curbow.··I'll14·

·introduce him.··And he's the engineer.··He's the project15·

·manager for Kinder Morgan.··And then they have their lands16·

·right-of-way guy, Kevin Winner.··And then Ryan McCreery here17·

·is with Kinder Morgan as well, public relations.18·

· · · · · ·          And then Helen Shumway, she is also a consultant,19·

·an environment consultant.··She works for AMEC.··So she20·

·leads up the consultants that are doing the surveys,21·

·cultural and environmental surveys, that are needed for22·

·projects such as this.··She heads that team up.··She works23·

·-- her company works directly for Kinder Morgan, whereas my24·

·company, again, is a third party.··So we're working more in25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
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·relation with the BLM to prepare the document.··So that's·1·

·kind of the players, and that's who is here tonight, and·2·

·that's kind of our roles.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               I want to introduce to you Danita Burns.··She·4·

·is from the Socorro office.··She's the field manager there,·5·

·and she is the authorized officer for this project.··Danita?·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BURNS:··I wanted to thank everybody for·7·

·coming out.··I know we have a lot of passionate people out·8·

·there because I see a lot of faces.··I've had this meeting·9·

·in Quemado, which then had the most people coming, which I10·

·thought was truly great that with a small town like Quemado11·

·to have the most people.··Now you guys have won the prize.12·

·I'm glad you've come out to give me some information.13·

· · · · · ·          What I'm doing here and what I've asked everyone14·

·to do for me is to give input.··As Trevor has told you, I am15·

·the authorized officer and I make the decision.··Now, the16·

·issue is, do I make that decision in a vacuum with no input,17·

·or do I make it with your help?··So I need you to tell me18·

·what the issues are.··I have my specialists around the room,19·

·and they tell me what the issues are on public lands.··Okay?20·

· · · · · ·          If you have something on public lands that you21·

·want to let me know about, I would like to know, as well, as22·

·well as on private lands.··This does traverse private land23·

·as well, state, and right now, public lands.··But we're24·

·still trying to take a look at where that line goes.··I know25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
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·we see a line on a map, but that's what it is right now, a·1·

·line on a map.··All right?··It's a good place to start.·2·

·Okay?·3·

· · · · · ·          So I'm going to sit down with you and we're going·4·

·to work this out together and we're going to get some input·5·

·from you, as well.·6·

· · · · · ·          Trevor, I'm going to turn it back over to you.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY.··Thanks, Danita.··So before I·8·

·kind of talk about what we're going to do tonight, I thought·9·

·I'd run over just some of the basics of the project, maybe.10·

·It's a lot of information that you saw on the posters in the11·

·back.··If you had a chance to look at the posters back12·

·there, a lot of that same information is in brochures that13·

·you have as well.14·

· · · · · ·          But just generally for everyone, it's carbon15·

·dioxide going through the pipe.··So right now, because the16·

·engineering is not finalized, it could be anywhere from a17·

·16- to a 20-inch diameter pipeline mainly.··So it's going to18·

·originate in the St. Johns field over in Apache County,19·

·Arizona.··And it's got about seven miles before it then20·

·crosses into New Mexico.··And then for about another 207,21·

·208 miles, that pipe traverses to where it interconnects22·

·with an existing carbon dioxide pipeline southeast of23·

·Albuquerque.··Kinder Morgan has a line there called the24·

·Cortez pipeline.··So this line, 215 miles is going to25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
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·interconnect with the Cortez line with their main line at·1·

·valve site 170 just southeast of Albuquerque.··So the·2·

·project, this main Lobos section, is crossing Catron County,·3·

·Socorro County, Torrance in this section of the state.·4·

· · · · · ·          There's also a 40-mile, what we call a loop.··In·5·

·pipeline jargon, there's a 40-mile -- it's going to be a·6·

·30-inch diameter pipeline loop over in Chaves County near·7·

·Roswell.··And a loop is not -- it's not a circular pipe.··A·8·

·loop is just because of this excess capacity that is now·9·

·coming into their existing line, they have to make room for10·

·that.··And so what they do is they parallel an existing11·

·system, and so that's all a loop is.··It's not a circular12·

·pipe at all, it's just to add to allow them for this extra13·

·capacity to be pushed through that line.··So that's the two14·

·main components of this project, the Lobos pipeline, which15·

·was 215 miles, and then the loop along the Cortez pipeline.16·

· · · · · ·          It's going to operate under pressure.··It will17·

·have pumping stations, depending on -- and, again, there are18·

·things that are not in stone, as Danita said.··So this is a19·

·route that they've laid out to this point based on a lot of20·

·good desktop information.··But it will, depending on final21·

·engineering, final hydrologics, you know, you'll have22·

·pumping stations that will move the carbon dioxide or CO223·

·along that system.··It will also require modifications to24·

·another pumping station on the Cortez loop.25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
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· · · · · ·          It's a buried pipeline.··There will be·1·

·above-ground facilities, and there will be pump stations and·2·

·valves would be above ground.··But everything else would be·3·

·a buried pipeline.··Those are the specifics -- generally·4·

·description of the project.·5·

· · · · · ·          And if you have questions, like I said, Kinder·6·

·Morgan is here, and there's others here that can help answer·7·

·some of those questions -- and some of that may come up·8·

·through the course of evening, as well.·9·

· · · · · ·          So why are we here, then?··So, again, like I said,10·

·this is what we call a scoping meeting.··And scoping, again,11·

·the Bureau of Land Management, they are the lead federal12·

·agency.··And as such and in compliance with NEPA, we're13·

·having these scoping meetings tonight.··And what that is is14·

·that is an opportunity for the public to share with the BLM15·

·their concerns about the project.16·

· · · · · ·          And so we're here to hear about your concerns17·

·about the environment and how about this could potentially18·

·affect the area.··And since it is the area you live in, it19·

·is your land, you know it the best.··And so we seek the20·

·public's input on that.··So that's where we're at with the21·

·scoping.22·

· · · · · ·          A Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental23·

·Impact Statement was published with the Federal Register on24·

·October 31st, 2013, which opened a 90-day comment period.25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
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·And that 90 days officially ends January 29, 2014.··That's·1·

·not a magic cutoff date.··We will continue to receive -- you·2·

·know, if you send something the next day, we would still·3·

·take it and consider it.·4·

· · · · · ·          But there's plenty of time, still, to provide·5·

·comments.··And there are several ways to provide comments.·6·

·One of the ways is here tonight to speak and to give us your·7·

·thoughts and your comments.··But you can also, if you're not·8·

·comfortable speaking in front of folks, you can write your·9·

·comments.··And we have a card here that you can handwrite10·

·your comments.··You can give them to us tonight.··You can11·

·take them home and mail them in.··Or there are other ways,12·

·through the project Web site through the BLM, to submit13·

·comments as well.14·

· · · · · ·          However you submit the comments, all comments will15·

·be taken the same.··Speaking here tonight does not give your16·

·comment more weight than somebody who emailed us a comment17·

·on January 28th.··All comments will be reviewed.··All18·

·comments will be addressed.··We will take what we receive19·

·from the public through this period, and we will prepare a20·

·matrix.··We can categorize all the comments in the21·

·categories, and we will then make sure those issues are22·

·addressed in the Environmental Impact Statement.··So, again,23·

·that's why we're here tonight.··We're here to hear your24·

·comments.25·
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· · · · · ·          So I'm mentioned the Environmental Impact·1·

·Statement a couple of times.··And just to give you an idea·2·

·of the types of issues that we address in the Environmental·3·

·Impact Statement, we will address resource areas such as air·4·

·and noise quality.··We will address soil and geology.·5·

·Mineral resources are considered within the geology section.·6·

·Seismic, earthquake type things, landslides, those are the·7·

·types of topics that we would address in those sections.·8·

·Erosion, say, with soils, as well.·9·

· · · · · ·          We'll look at water resources, groundwater,10·

·surface water.··We'll look at wetlands, riparian areas,11·

·floodplains.··We will address potential impacts from12·

·construction and operation of the project.13·

· · · · · ·          We will look at vegetation, including invasive14·

·species, including noxious weeds.··We'll look at wildlife15·

·and aquatic resources, fisheries, special status species --16·

·threatened and endangered species is another way to say17·

·that -- and then game species.··We'll look at land use,18·

·recreation, visual or aesthetics.··We will look at impacts19·

·to those resources, as well.··And that will include -- range20·

·land management would fall under that category.··And I know21·

·a lot of ranchers in the area, so that's where we would22·

·address those issues.··And we will look -- obviously I23·

·mentioned we have an archeologist on our team, so we'll look24·

·at cultural, archeological resources, Native American25·
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·concerns.··And then we also look at socioeconomics.··We'll·1·

·look at those concerns.·2·

· · · · · ·          So that, and then as well there's a rather large·3·

·section on purpose and need for the project and on·4·

·alternatives.··So we'll look at alternatives.··So, again,·5·

·you see a line.··Nothing is in stone.··They are·6·

·alternatives.··Alternatives, variations will come up even in·7·

·the process of even doing surveys.··So, again, that's a·8·

·place to start.··So we will address several alternatives, as·9·

·well, in the document.10·

· · · · · ·          So kind of a current schedule that we're under,11·

·right now, always subject to change, we're in the scoping12·

·period, as I mentioned before.··The next major milestone13·

·would be to prepare a draft Environmental Impact Statement.14·

·And at some point -- that would be around summer of 2014.15·

· · · · · ·          And then after we've issued this draft16·

·Environmental Impact Statement, there will be another 90-day17·

·comment period on the draft EIS.··So you'd receive this18·

·document.··You have the opportunity to review it, and then19·

·we'll go back out and we will have meetings similar to this,20·

·but it's to hear your comments on the draft EIS, where you21·

·think we got something wrong or -- you know, we'll take what22·

·you think we did right, too.··But we want to hear, again,23·

·the public's input on the draft EIS so that we can take24·

·those comments and address them in the final Environmental25·
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·Impact Statement.·1·

· · · · · ·          So we have the comment period, and then we would·2·

·have the comment meetings during that period.··And that·3·

·would probably be sometimes in the summer, fall of 2014·4·

·after the draft.··And then we would prepare a final·5·

·Environmental Impact Statement, say, somewhere summer,·6·

·spring of 2015.··And then after the final Environmental·7·

·Impact Statement is prepared, then the decision-makers take·8·

·that as a piece of the puzzle to make a final decision or·9·

·Record of Decision, as they call it, or ROD, you may have10·

·referred to it as that.··So the BLM will prepare a Record of11·

·Decision.··So those are some of the large-scale timelines12·

·that we're kind of looking at over the course of this13·

·projects.14·

· · · · · ·          Kind of the immediate time frame that we're15·

·looking at right now is the close-term stuff.··So right now16·

·we're -- we had meetings last week across the state.··We17·

·have two more meetings this week.··That will close our18·

·scoping meetings.··And then, as I said, the scoping period19·

·still goes on until the end of January, basically.··We'll20·

·take all the comments, prepare the scoping matrix.··We will21·

·prepare a document of scoping, a summary of the scoping22·

·period.23·

· · · · · ·          We will begin formulating our alternatives24·

·analysis.··And field studies are going on by the company,25·
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·and they'll start wrapping those up.··And then we'll start·1·

·writing the draft Environmental Impact Statement.··So that's·2·

·kind of the immediate future of what we're doing.·3·

· · · · · ·          I think I've kind of covered the project, kind of·4·

·covered where we're at tonight.··And I want to introduce to·5·

·you Mark Mackiewicz.··He is the national project manager for·6·

·the BLM for this project.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Thanks, Trevor.··Welcome,·8·

·everybody, to our meeting tonight.··First of all, I want to·9·

·make a statement.··Kinder Morgan is a privately-owned10·

·company.··They are one of the largest pipeline companies in11·

·America today.··They came to us, and we're the lead federal12·

·agency because there's federal lands involved in this13·

·project.··The vast majority of the lands that this pipeline14·

·goes through are on private lands, state lands and tribal15·

·lands.··So I just want to let you know about that.16·

· · · · · ·          We don't control the private land.··That's your17·

·land.··If Kinder Morgan comes to you for an easement, it's18·

·up to you to work with their landspeople and come up with19·

·some sort of a landowner agreement to see if you can work20·

·things out for easements.··So I just want to let you know21·

·that part.22·

· · · · · · · ··               We, as a federal agency, again, are required23·

·under the what we call the National Environmental Policy Act24·

·to analyze all the environmental impacts, the impacts it25·
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·would have that would occur to your land, state lands,·1·

·private lands, all these lands.··So that's the involvement·2·

·we have in this project today.·3·

· · · · · ·          One of the -- again, we received an application·4·

·back in September of 2012.··They amended it.··And now we're·5·

·here today to, again, present this project to you and get·6·

·your feedback.··What we want to hear from you tonight, as·7·

·was pointed out before, any concern you have, please let us·8·

·know.··Okay?·9·

· · · · · ·          As Danita Burns, our authorized officer and our10·

·Socorro field manager said, nothing is set in stone, nothing11·

·at all.··In fact, it's sitting in sand right now on12·

·alternatives.··That's why we're here today.··What you have13·

·seen on these maps and what they presented on the computers14·

·over here in showing you where the pipeline crosses your15·

·land, if it somehow does not work, we hope to be able to16·

·work with you.17·

· · · · · ·          I have worked with Kinder Morgan on one of the18·

·largest pipelines built in America, the Ruby pipeline19·

·projects from Wyoming all the way to Oregon.··On that20·

·particular project, I believe they were able to get through21·

·and make agreements with every landowner, except for three.22·

·I was in a meeting similar to this in Logan, Utah, about23·

·three or four years ago.··I had 400 people in that meeting,24·

·landowners that were very concerned about the pipeline.25·
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·This was a 42-inch natural gas pipeline, not CO2.·1·

· · · · · ·          We were able -- they were able to work out·2·

·agreements with the vast majority.··99 of the landowners,·3·

·agreement was reached.··We hope today that -- and in the·4·

·future, that if there are concerns about the pipeline, that·5·

·they can be worked out with Kinder Morgan.·6·

· · · · · ·          What is CO- -- first of all, there's another part·7·

·of this project that I want to let you know about.··There's·8·

·a gas field that's a CO2 field that's in Arizona, the St.·9·

·Johns field.··We're going to be looking at that field also.10·

·We have to.··It's a connected action.··If it weren't -- if11·

·that field was drilled and they didn't have this pipeline,12·

·they wouldn't do it.··So we're analyzing that aspect of the13·

·field -- of the project also.14·

· · · · · ·          What's CO2?··Everybody -- I mean, CO2 is the stuff15·

·that goes in carbonated beverages.··It's the stuff that goes16·

·in dry ice.··It's also a substance that they have discovered17·

·has value in trying -- in extracting oil and gas.··It's a --18·

·I think in the future it will be perhaps a substitute for19·

·some chemicals and waters and things that may have greater20·

·impacts through the fracking process.··So that's the reason21·

·why Kinder Morgan is interested in this commodity.22·

· · · · · ·          Again, on scoping and what we want to hear from --23·

·if you've got alternatives, we want to hear them.··If you've24·

·got some suggestions for making this better, what we call25·
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·mitigation, give those responses to us.··We're going to have·1·

·an opportunity in a couple minutes here -- a court reporter·2·

·is going to be recording verbatim your comments, your·3·

·concerns.··We're going to try to answer as many questions as·4·

·you have.·5·

· · · · · ·          I've got Bobby Curbow over here.··Bobby is the·6·

·project manager for Kinder Morgan.··He's an engineer.·7·

·That's good, because he can probably answer most technical·8·

·questions you have.··The gentleman in the blue shirt·9·

·again -- your name again?10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··Kevin Winner.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Kevin Winner.··Kevin is a12·

·good guy, and hopefully you're going to get to know him real13·

·well.··Kevin is a landsman.··He's the one that works out the14·

·easements with the private landowners.··And Kevin is pretty15·

·successful at his job.··Kinder Morgan hires some of the16·

·best.··So I think when you talk to Kevin, you're going to17·

·find that's he's a good guy to work with.18·

· · · · · ·          The pipeline itself, across federal lands, is19·

·going to have 100-foot right-of-way.··Well, not20·

·right-of-way.··A 50-foot permanent right-of-way.··I think21·

·that's going to be the situation.··They're going to go to22·

·privates landowners and ask for 50 feet, probably the width23·

·of this room, I would say, almost.24·

· · · · · ·          In addition to that 50 feet, they're going to need25·
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·additional -- they're going to need room to constrict the·1·

·pipeline.··They're going to ask for an additional 50 feet of·2·

·temporary use areas.··So those temporary use areas will be·3·

·used to put the trench in the ground, to store top soil, to·4·

·move machinery, the trucks up and down the right-of-ways so·5·

·they can build this pipeline.·6·

· · · · · ·          That's, when it's all through, when it's all said·7·

·and done, the entire 100 feet will be reclaimed with·8·

·whatever you want.··On your private land, if you have·9·

·pasture growing there, if you've got wheat, hay, whatever10·

·you want there, it's your land, you tell Kinder Morgan, "I11·

·want it to be put back like this."··On private -- on federal12·

·lands, we're going to have them put back native species back13·

·there, grasses, forbes, shrubs.··Typically on a pipeline14·

·like this, if there's trees on it, they can't put trees15·

·directly over the pipe.··It causes problems.16·

· · · · · ·          That's the main -- so right now, what I want to17·

·do, I guess, is that we want to open this up.··Where is18·

·Trevor?19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Here.20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We want to open this up to21·

·your comments.··I mean, first of all, I think we have four22·

·people on the list over here, and we'll address those.··I23·

·think between Kinder Morgan and their landsman, Kevin, over24·

·here, and myself, I hope we can answer the majority of your25·
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·questions.··I've been working pipelines for a lot of years,·1·

·big, big pipelines throughout the country.··With no hair and·2·

·gray, you can tell it's played a toll on me.··So hopefully·3·

·we can answer your questions and when you leave here you're·4·

·going to be somewhat satisfied and happy.··So with that,·5·

·Trevor.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··So we did have some folks sign·7·

·up to speak.··And, again, you don't have to have your name·8·

·on here to speak, so we'll open it up once those folks have·9·

·spoken.··I would ask, just for some ground rules, maybe10·

·everybody make sure your phone is on silent or vibrate.··We11·

·want to give respect for whoever is up here speaking, so12·

·let's try to minimize any kind of side conversations or any13·

·remarks or anything like that.··Let them say their piece and14·

·be able to get -- accurately allow them to have what their15·

·concerns are recorded by the court reporter.16·

· · · · · ·          And we're going to -- typically we limit, we'll17·

·start with a three-minute time limit on comments, just to18·

·make sure everybody can get their say in.··If you've got a19·

·lot and you need six minutes or you need more, we ask that20·

·you do your first three minutes, we'll let the next person21·

·go.··And once everyone has spoken, then anyone that had22·

·spoken and still needs more time, then we call you back up.23·

·That way we just want to make sure that everyone gets their24·

·chance to speak.25·
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· · · · · ·          And I think Carrie will kind of keep the time.··So·1·

·she'll let you know.··When you're at that three-minute mark·2·

·she'll wave at you back in the back and let you know.··And,·3·

·again, we'll call you back up to finish, so your time is not·4·

·done for good, rest assured.·5·

· · · · · ·          And once we've gone through these folks that have·6·

·signed up, we'll ask if anyone else would like to talk.·7·

·When you do speak, please say your name clearly and loudly,·8·

·spell your last name for the court reporter.··We want to·9·

·make sure that we accurately capture your name.··And we have10·

·a microphone unless you can project, well, then that's fine.11·

·But we have the mic as well.12·

· · · · · ·          Again, the main thing is we're trying to make sure13·

·that she can hear you and get your comments accurately14·

·recorded.··That is primarily what we're trying to get.15·

·So I think that's it for general rules.16·

· · · · · ·          So first of all, I would like to ask if there were17·

·any elected officials here tonight, and if they wanted to18·

·speak, I would let them go first if there were any that19·

·wanted to identify themselves as such.20·

· · · · · ·          Okay.··So the first one is Don Grate.··Did I say21·

·that right, Grate?22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··Yeah.··I hate public speaking.··I23·

·never do this.24·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. JOHNSON:··Mr. Grate, how do you spell25·
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·your name?·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··I'm sorry.··Don Grate, G-r-a-t-e.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. JOHNSON:··Thank you, sir.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··Torrance County, Loma Parda·4·

·subdivision.··I've learned some new things here with the·5·

·map, so you could have done better on the maps that you guys·6·

·sent out, for sure.··I'm a little off balance because I was·7·

·going to say something else, but a lot of it still applies.·8·

· · · · · ·          I look at the map and I see this scar that's·9·

·already on the land going the direction you-all want it to10·

·go throughout 60.··That's all I got to say.··Thank you.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Thank you.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··There's another name, Loma --13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··No, that was me.··I was putting14·

·down where I live.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Gloria Zamora.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··I'm going to stand right here.17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Okay.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··My name is Gloria Lovato Zamora.19·

·And I have a family of four generations that have lived up20·

·where you're trying to connect.··I'm not sure if you're21·

·going to go through there yet, but this is the last22·

·generation right here that will be living in that area.··We23·

·have lived here in New Mexico for generations of 800 years.24·

·Okay?··And I wanted to ask a question.··The proposal you25·
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·have already, do you have another one?·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Proposed route?·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··Yeah.··Do you have one?·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··We have what they've proposed·4·

·to this point --·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··But do you have another one?·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··-- and then alternatives.··Yes,·7·

·we have some alternatives.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··But in the map, are those the·9·

·alternatives that you have?10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··That map back there shows the11·

·alternatives.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··But do you have another one13·

·besides where you're going to go through?14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··We have several that they've15·

·looked at.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··How come we don't have them?17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··I mean, we could --18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··To answer your question, no,19·

·this is -- as far as Kinder Morgan is concerned at this20·

·point, this is our preferred route.··We've done lots of21·

·research and have evaluated several ways to get there.22·

·We're trying to get from point A to point B in the least23·

·impactful way possible, and this is what we came up with.24·

·And there are several alternatives that have been identified25·
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·and provided by the BLM so that we can kind of look at other·1·

·approaches, and that's what you see on the map there.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··I think most of us here -- well,·3·

·I'm speaking for my family -- we would like to see those·4·

·others, others, before.··This is just one.··And I think·5·

·that, you know, to me, doesn't cut it.··One is -- when you·6·

·go to the doctor, you know, you want two or three before you·7·

·do anything.··That's my opinion on that.··Okay?·8·

· · · · · ·          And I think your alternative would be good to just·9·

·continue on Highway 60.··What's the problem there?··And what10·

·happens if we say no?··Will you condemn our lands and force11·

·us to do it whether we like it or not?··Because you know12·

·what?··Tierra, in the year 2009, did that to us.··This13·

·little group of people right here, they condemned us.··We14·

·couldn't go to court because they're billions of dollar15·

·companies, and they condemned our land.··That's what they16·

·did to us.··So we had to fight it.··No money to fight it.17·

·How can you fight billions of dollars of companies?··We18·

·don't have it.19·

· · · · · ·          I want to know what happened to the three people20·

·that didn't agree with you with those other 400 -- what21·

·happened to them?··What happened to them?22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··I wasn't involved in that23·

·project.24·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··What happened to those three25·
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·people?··Because I want to know because I want to call them.·1·

·You know what?··I'm going to tell you one thing.··Everybody·2·

·knows what abortion is, right?··It's an innocent baby inside·3·

·a mother's womb that cannot speak for himself or herself and·4·

·they get killed.··Well, I'm speaking for Mother Earth loud·5·

·and clear, no?·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··Could you not put that map back up·7·

·in front and maybe roll it up where the people can look at·8·

·it.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Sure.··Next, Lenora Romero.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ROMERO:··(Speaking in Spanish.) --11·

·R-o-m-e-r-o.··(Speaking in Spanish.)··I want to thank you12·

·for coming here.··Trevor, Danita, Mark and Kevin, I'm sure13·

·you're nice guys.··But you know what?··I'm kind of nice,14·

·too.··But when it comes to my family and my land, you're15·

·going to be dealing with me face to face.··And I'm going to16·

·be the one percent of that familia that says no.··You know17·

·what?··I pick up cards from everybody because I'll be18·

·calling everybody.··You know what?··I want to say, the19·

·Lovato family, we will be one of the families that will say20·

·we will not sign an agreement with the Morgan company.··So21·

·you better find another route, because we will not.··We're22·

·not going to fight you.··We've been fighting wars for all of23·

·our life, from the treaty of Hidalgo, and we will fight for24·

·our land forever.25·
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· · · · · ·          This land is homestead, given to us from our·1·

·grandparents.··(Speaking in Spanish.)··So find another·2·

·route.··Give me 500 more routes.··Thank you for coming.··We·3·

·like to be courteous.··We are humble people.··But our land,·4·

·you know, means a lot to us.··We protect our Mother Earth.·5·

· · · · · ·          My family, please stand up.··The next generation·6·

·is coming.··Our project in our family and what we're passing·7·

·on to our family for years to come.··And they're smart.·8·

·This land will not be sold.··This stays in our --·9·

·generations, for generations to come.··This land will not be10·

·ran with pipes through there or gas lines through our land.11·

·But you know what, let them put a lease on there, no12·

·easements, no nothing.··All I can say is no.··No.··No.··No.13·

·No pipeline.··Not through our land.14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··That's all I have on this15·

·sheet.··So now anyone else that would like to speak.··Yes,16·

·ma'am.17·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. CONWAY:··My name is Marlin Conway, and18·

·I'm from Loma Parda subdivision and community.··And we know19·

·in Loma Parda, we do not want signs all over our community20·

·like this, ruining our property values.··But the main fear I21·

·have and I want to talk about is the worst case scenario is22·

·a rupture, a leak in the pipeline, and nobody has discussed23·

·that.··And the past deputy administrator of PHMSA has24·

·testified in front of the U.S. Congres that a large sudden25·
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·release of CO2 could have catastrophic consequences in a·1·

·populated area.··Nobody has discussed what happens when you·2·

·get a leak, you get a puncture.·3·

· · · · · ·          If machinery would puncture that pipeline, all us·4·

·in Loma Parda, we can all die.··A big carbon dioxide cloud·5·

·can come over us.··They can say that carbon dioxide is so·6·

·innocent, but it's not.··And everyone in Loma Parda that·7·

·I've talked to and in the Abo community below Loma Parda·8·

·fears getting together.··We're not going to meet with·9·

·anybody individually.··We're going to meet all as a group10·

·because we think this is a devaluation of our land.11·

· · · · · ·          I have chemical sensitivities.··If there's a leak12·

·on my property, I can die because I'm super sensitive to it.13·

·And none of us are going to sign with you.··You're going to14·

·have to take us all eminent domain.15·

· · · · · ·          I'll send you the links that I'm quoting from,16·

·because I got it off of the Internet.··But I'll send you the17·

·link.··I also have links from, actually, the first18·

·responders from Kinder Morgan talking about first responders19·

·to the scene.··And I'm curious about who would be our first20·

·responders in Mountainair?··The first responder, if there's21·

·a leak, have to come with self-contained oxygen.··And I'm22·

·saying, like, wow, there's a lot to this.··There's a lot of23·

·information if you go online about the leaks in the24·

·pipelines.25·
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· · · · · ·          And the leaks in these pipelines are no different·1·

·than the leaks in regular oil, the ratio.··They're saying·2·

·the leaks of CO2 pipelines are less than the other pipelines·3·

·because CO2 pipelines are only one percent of all the other·4·

·pipelines in the U.S.A.··And most of them are in rural·5·

·areas.·6·

· · · · · ·          And I'm really upset because we are surrounded by·7·

·a rural area, but you want to go through a subdivision that·8·

·can -- all of our health is at risk.·9·

· · · · · ·          But I'll send you all the links I have if you'll10·

·give me your e-mail before I leave.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··What I'd like to do, I think12·

·we need to have a clarification about what CO2 is and isn't.13·

·It is a colorless inert gas.··It is not poisonous.··I'd like14·

·to talk -- have Bobby talk about how the pipe is constructed15·

·and the safety provisions built in the pipeline, and we'll16·

·talk about the pressure.··We'll talk about that, too.17·

· · · · · ·          Go ahead, Bobby.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Okay.··Is that too loud, or19·

·would you rather I just talked?··Okay.··Thank you.··I want20·

·to thank everyone for coming out.··I represent Kinder21·

·Morgan.··And I guess before I answer your question, which I22·

·will, I hope everyone knows this is -- you are as passionate23·

·for your land as I am about these pipelines.··I'm a fourth24·

·generation pipeliner.··My grandma, she one time told my dad25·
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·-- you know, told me, why am I in this business.··I just·1·

·told her, "Grandma, I don't know no better."··This is what I·2·

·do.··We put -- my family has put pipelines in all across the·3·

·United States, and this is just -- I'm the first one to·4·

·actually be an engineer because my dad pushed me into it.·5·

·And everyone else is operators and things of that nature.·6·

· · · · · ·          So I'm as passionate about this project as you are·7·

·about your land.··And I want to do right by you, and Kinder·8·

·Morgan wants to do right by you.··Part of why I joined·9·

·Kinder Morgan is because Kinder Morgan takes that extra step10·

·forward, and we spend thousands and millions of dollars just11·

·protecting our pipelines, protecting our landowners.··As far12·

·as we're concerned, you will be our neighbor.13·

· · · · · ·          And the first responders, we have people that --14·

·they'll be local.··You'll probably even know the people that15·

·will work on the pipeline.··We'll -- you know, as far as --16·

·they'll have to basically be located locally so that they17·

·can respond.··And like I said, it could be your family18·

·members that we end up hiring ultimately at the end of the19·

·day.··So with that being said, I know that won't sway you20·

·one way or another.··I just wanted you to see, at least from21·

·my point of view.22·

· · · · · ·          Now, I'm an engineer.··And basically this pipeline23·

·will be designed based on CFR, Federal Code of Regulations,24·

·DOT 195.··DOT stands for Department of Transportation.··We25·
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·will design it with high grade carbon steel.··And this steel·1·

·will be -- the pipeline will be designed at on the 72·2·

·percent, meaning that some people can put more, possibly 100·3·

·percent, but we will design back to 72 percent.··And that is·4·

·per the Federal Code of Regulations.·5·

· · · · · ·          In some areas where we considered a high·6·

·consequence area based on the code regulations -- and feel·7·

·free to -- you know, if you want to do some research, feel·8·

·free to go on to the DOT Web site, look at the Code of·9·

·Regulations, Part 195, it will tell you everything on how we10·

·are going to design this pipeline.··We will follow it.··It's11·

·mandatory.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··Can you clarify for me -- you13·

·said you were going to design it for 72 percent.··What do14·

·you mean?··What do you mean by that?15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··We're going to design -- the16·

·maximum operating pressure on the pipeline is going to be17·

·2160.··Okay?··So the wall thickness of the pipeline will be18·

·designed such that it could actually handle another 2819·

·percent capacity.··But by the nature, we're actually -- a20·

·higher grade steel that will allow this 28 percent of a21·

·factor of safety.··So does that answer your question?22·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··So, in effect, you're going to23·

·run 70 percent of what you possibly could run through it?24·

·Is that what you're saying?25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW.··Yes, ma'am.··That's correct.·1·

·And that's based on a pressure basis, which ultimately is·2·

·based on the load of pipeline.··And then -- so that's on the·3·

·design factor.·4·

· · · · · ·          And then also part of the design, we came out to·5·

·the landowners, the private landowners, and requested for·6·

·survey permission.··And part of the reason for the survey·7·

·permission is that -- and if you ask the BLM, they have said·8·

·that this is kind of a rare occurrence.··But as far as we·9·

·were concerned, we wanted to come out front and be very10·

·early in the process so that we could start communicating11·

·with the landowners and get your input.12·

· · · · · ·          And that way -- you know, some areas, we've never13·

·seen it.··It's just a line on a map.··And sitting in14·

·Houston, that doesn't mean anything.··Not until we actually15·

·walk the earth, walk with the people who know what's out16·

·there, can we actually route this pipeline.··And my goal is17·

·to have your input and to route this pipeline as is best to18·

·both parties because -- you know, so that's why we went out19·

·and asked for the survey permissions.··And on top of that,20·

·we're also doing environmental suggestions.21·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··Are you going to discuss the CO2?22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I can, yes.··I ramble.··I'm an23·

·engineer.24·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··My name is Theresa Grate, Theresa25·
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·with an "H."·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And you asked about the CO2?·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··Yes.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I'm going to -- I'm not a·4·

·chemical engineer, so I'm going to answer just to the best·5·

·of my ability.··CO2 is a colorless inert gas.··So inert·6·

·means that it is not combustible.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··So are you saying that a cloud of·8·

·CO2 released in a subdivision won't hurt people?·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I am not saying that.··A release10·

·of that magnitude, we would need to clear the area.··And11·

·that is the --12·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··The pipeline at Cortez, how much13·

·goes through that?··Is that the same 72 percent?14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··It is 72 percent design, from15·

·the best of my knowledge.··I didn't design it.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··The stuff you are going to add to17·

·it, how much is that going to raise it?18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··The pipeline is not running at19·

·capacity at this moment.20·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··When you add the new stuff that21·

·you're proposing to add, how much will it have?22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··It still won't be at capacity.23·

·I don't know that number, ma'am.24·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··It will be more than 72?25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··No, ma'am.··No.··Percentage of·1·

·design -- okay.··It's 72 percent of the design of the steel.·2·

·We will never go beyond that because we can't because it's·3·

·federal regulation and we're federally mandated to uphold·4·

·that, which is why we are going to install that loop.··And·5·

·what that does, the loop relieves the pressure on the line·6·

·and allows it to carry more pressure.··We will never,·7·

·ever -- and I will go on record saying we will not exceed·8·

·the capacity of the design, or we could go -- I'll go to·9·

·jail.··And I'm not going to jail for anybody.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··The question is, who oversees11·

·that you're only running it at 72 percent capacity every12·

·day?13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Kinder Morgan operations.14·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··So you're regulating yourself?15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··PHMSA does come monitor, at16·

·times, the pipeline, correct?17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I'm sorry?18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··PHMSA?19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Well, basically -- okay.··To20·

·answer that question -- I guess I misunderstood the21·

·question.··We have, across the pipeline, we have what you22·

·call SCADA.··It's S-C-A-D-A.··I've asked what the acronym23·

·means, no one can quite tell me what it means.··Basically24·

·what SCADA is is it's a 24-hour monitoring system.··And it25·
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·goes to our control room at Cortez, and we have a secondary·1·

·control room in Midland.·2·

· · · · · ·          And we have PHMSA regulators that they do routine·3·

·audits.··I want to say it's a yearly audit.··It could be·4·

·more or it could be less, but there's audits on the·5·

·pipelines.··And basically what they do, we have what's·6·

·called a CRM plan, and that's control room management plan.·7·

·And per PHMSA, we have to remain within that criteria.··If·8·

·we ever exceed it, they'll shut us down and they'll make·9·

·us -- we'll get massive fines.10·

· · · · · ·          And Kinder Morgan -- please research on Kinder11·

·Morgan Web sites, and you can see that we do -- we want to12·

·be considered a safe operator within the United States.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. GRATE:··What about earthquakes breaking14·

·the line?··How are they rated in terms of severities of15·

·earthquakes?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··We are going to do a study which17·

·is called a seismic study, and that's part of the design of18·

·the pipeline.··We have not done it at this moment.··We're19·

·still very early in the stages.··But basically a seismic --20·

·and there's different ratings.··And basically the different21·

·ratings, there's factors of safety involved.··And engineers22·

·will go in there, engineers that are much smarter than I am,23·

·and they'll do different things to the pipelines.24·

·Sometimes you encase it in sand to allow the pipe to move,25·
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·and things like that.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. VETTERMAN:··I'm a little confused.··You·2·

·say it's a harmless gas, and yet you have to evacuate the·3·

·area.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I never said it's a harmless·5·

·gas.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. VETTERMAN:··He just said that, the guy in·7·

·the blue shirt.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Okay.··It's CO2, and there·9·

·isn't -- I mean, you wouldn't want to breathe it.··I mean,10·

·it's -- there would be an asphyxiation associated with it if11·

·there's a cloud and you walked into it.··It's also very12·

·cold.··But let me just say that --13·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Can you give us a worst case14·

·scenario so we can understand what CO2 is?··Let's say15·

·there's a rupture, what happens in Loma Park?··Tell us what16·

·would happen.17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I'm sorry.··I don't have an18·

·answer for that because I don't --19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Well, you should.··I mean, this20·

·is your business.21·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I don't know -- I don't know.22·

·And I understand that.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··I think this is very important24·

·to us.25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I'll tell you what we're·1·

·going to do.··We will provide that answer for you.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··You should be able to provide it·3·

·now.··You know the answer.··Tell us.··This is your gas.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Right now, we're not holding·5·

·back anything from you.··We will provide you an answer.··We·6·

·have experts.··I'm not an expert on CO2.··In small·7·

·quantities, it is harmless.··In large quantities, I'm not an·8·

·expert at it.··I cannot say.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And our goal is --10·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··So why are you even attempting11·

·to talk about something if you don't understand it?··I don't12·

·understand.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We will provide the answers14·

·for you.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··When?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Part of the reason for17·

·scoping is to get your questions.··But we will respond with18·

·an answer for you.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··We should have an answer now.20·

·You guys know this.··This is the huge company.··You have21·

·scientists at your beck and call.22·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. CONWAY:··There's a federal regulation23·

·that you have to walk or -- that CO2 pipeline 26 -- 24 times24·

·a year.··At least every two and a half weeks, someone has to25·
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·walk that pipeline or fly over that pipeline.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And we do, ma'am.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. CONWAY:··Why?··Is it so -- it must be·3·

·dangerous.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··It must be very dangerous.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··It's not.··And let me say this.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Tell us what happens when it·7·

·gets trapped in a basement.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I'm sorry?·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Tell us what happens when it10·

·gets trapped in a basement.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I guess I don't understand12·

·what --13·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··It kills everything, doesn't it?14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··If there's a leak, it will spill15·

·into the ground and then --16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··It will dissipate up.··And let17·

·me say this --18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··It's heavier than air, so it19·

·will dissipate down.··It's heaver than air, so it will go20·

·down, not up.21·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. CONWAY:··There are so many -- if you go22·

·on the Internet, there is so much stuff on the Internet23·

·There's a report to Congres, a report to the U.S. Congress24·

·about the dangers.··There's -- the UK government has all the25·
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·dangers.··And you can be instantly asphyxiated if you·1·

·walk -- if a cloud came out on your property, you could die·2·

·in a minute.··I think everyone should go on the Internet and·3·

·research this.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Yes, you have a question?·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. EMBRY:··I'm looking for it again, but·6·

·they actually do have a death rate on the -- if it were to·7·

·burst on your property.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. BRENNA:··We need names.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Your name, ma'am?10·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. EMBRY:··It's Anne, A-n-n-e, Embry,11·

·E-m-b-r-y.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir.··Your name, sir.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··I've got a three-part14·

·question.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Your name, first, please?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··Norm Speedy Gonzales.··I've17·

·been 34 years working for a natural gas company.··So, I18·

·mean, all I can say to your folks, once you understand how19·

·pipelines work, trust me, it's worse driving through20·

·Albuquerque or through a Walmart parking lot.··That's all I21·

·can say right now.··And I'm just fortunate that I'm from the22·

·area and I've been able to go to work for a natural gas23·

·company, and that it's been my bread and butter for my24·

·family.··And after 34 years, I'm still here.25·
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· · · · · ·          But my question is, what kind of horsepower will·1·

·you be proposing at these four booster stations?·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Right now we're still in the·3·

·process of design.··It's between 900 and 1000 horsepower at·4·

·the pump station.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··Is this going to be electric·6·

·or natural gas?·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Electric.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··So that means no emission·9·

·testing, nothing like that.··Probably not, because usually10·

·with the electric we don't do emissions testing because11·

·that's safer.12·

· · · · · ·          Are these going to be manned stations or unmanned?13·

· · · · · ·          MR. CURBOW:··Currently at this point we're14·

·considering manned stations.··But that doesn't mean that15·

·once we do further analysis that they'll be more automated.16·

·We haven't made a decision at this moment whether or not17·

·they'll be manned or unmanned.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··Where is your gas control19·

·going to be responding from or to the station?20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··The gas control is from our21·

·control center in Cortez, Colorado.··And our secondary22·

·control room is in Midland, Texas.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··And these guys at these24·

·stations, will they be on rotation call 24/7, or how will25·
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·that work?·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Typically our operators work·2·

·like 9:00 to 5:00 business hours.··It's not a 24-hour·3·

·operation.··Because it's monitored 24 hours, should·4·

·something -- an indicator go off and we have to have a·5·

·responder, the SCADA control room will respond and someone·6·

·will drive out and then respond to it at that time.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··One last question.··Being that·8·

·you're running about 2100 pounds to square inch from the·9·

·line, something like that, right?10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··-- are you going to a line12·

·break on your valve?13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir.··And the part of what14·

·-- as far as, you know, with the rupture and stuff, I would15·

·like to address that.16·

· · · · · ·          The pipeline will be designed such that we don't17·

·anticipate any types of ruptures.··We are going to hire very18·

·qualified contractors to install this.··We are going to19·

·spend millions of dollars to have a large inspection team20·

·that will be there watching all operations to insure that21·

·it's properly installed.··Okay?22·

· · · · · ·          Because a lot of times, you know, ruptures in23·

·history is based on third-party damage.··The pipelines are24·

·very safe with regards to trucking -- more safe than25·
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·trucking.··Even rails.··This is a very, very safe way to·1·

·transport product.·2·

· · · · · ·          Yes, ma'am.··Your name, please?·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. JONES:··Deborah Jones.··I just have a·4·

·question since you were talking about the pumps.··What kind·5·

·of noise are these large pumps going to make, especially·6·

·since they're above ground?·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··There is some noise associated·8·

·with it.··And we're going to do what we call noise studies.·9·

·And we will study the sound of the pumps.··And with the help10·

·of the BLM, we'll make sure to get it down to a decibel11·

·level that is acceptable within the area.··And there's12·

·mitigations that we could do, you know, sound barriers,13·

·things of that nature.··We just haven't gotten that far yet.14·

·We're still very, very early in the process.15·

· · · · · ·          Yes, ma'am, in the back.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BRADSHAW:··My name is Diann Bradshaw.17·

·And I'm sorry.··I forgot your name.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··My name is Bobby Curbow.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BRADSHAW:··Curbow?20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, ma'am.21·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BRADSHAW:··I'm glad you're passionate22·

·about your job and the pipelines.··But I have to ask you23·

·this about where you live.··Would you want this pipeline to24·

·be in your subdivision where you're living at?··Because a25·
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·lot of these people on this side over here live in·1·

·subdivisions, some of them in subdivisions that I created,·2·

·and I'm passionate about that.··And I'm passionate about·3·

·protecting them.·4·

· · · · · ·          These folks spent a lot of money to relocate here,·5·

·buy property and build their home because they wanted what·6·

·the city -- they no longer wanted what the city had to·7·

·offer, which was noise, intrusion by big business.··They·8·

·wanted peace and quiet and solitude.·9·

· · · · · ·          So maybe that's not important to you.··As you got10·

·older, it may become more important.··And if like these11·

·folks over here, it was your heritage, you might think a12·

·little differently about it, too.··And so we're going to13·

·have to see here and get into the battle of passions,14·

·because I think most of America would agree that people's15·

·rights to live a peaceful life, especially when we have come16·

·through a period that was not peaceful.··Big business has17·

·taken our money.··You're not welcome here with your pipeline18·

·if you're going to cut across people's property.19·

· · · · · ·          I understand eminent domain.··I understand big20·

·business.··I understand your bottom line.··I think the last21·

·I saw, Kinder Morgan paid at 40 times earnings.··So I22·

·understand all of this.··And I understand you're going to do23·

·it anyway.··And your threat of eminent domain and our threat24·

·of fighting people who have deeper pockets than we do.··But25·
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·we can raise a crowd and maybe get Good Morning America out·1·

·to see what business is doing to peoples' homes in rural·2·

·areas to get away from the city.··We all came from the city.·3·

· · · · · ·          I suggest what so many others have suggested,·4·

·knowing that you're going to do it anyway, take it down the·5·

·highway in the already existing public easements so you're·6·

·not cutting across private or public land either.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. MARTINEZ:··Why haven't you addressed·8·

·that?··Why haven't you addressed that?··You haven't said why·9·

·you're not going to have -- I'm Polly Martinez.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Polly, that's why we're here11·

·today.··Like we said a few minutes ago when we started this12·

·meeting, these alternatives are not set.··So an option like13·

·yours to put it along the highway, we've got it on paper14·

·today, and our environmental consultants here will be15·

·looking at that issue.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. MARTINEZ:··But on your map, you don't17·

·have that as one of the options.··It's not there.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Okay.··It's not there.19·

·That's the reason -- part of the reasons we're here is to20·

·get comments like yours for routes that we haven't thought21·

·about yet.··So that's one that our court reporter's got, so22·

·we'll look at that.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. MARTINEZ:··So for us in the public, it24·

·looks like such an easy option to pick up Route 66 instead25·
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·of the three different alternatives you picked there.··I·1·

·mean, I think most of us looked at the map and said why·2·

·don't they just continue through Route 66.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··I believe on your plan that you·4·

·actually stated that that was frozen because it's going to·5·

·save you 200 miles.··I believe that alternative route was·6·

·like around 400 some-odd miles, and this alternative now·7·

·will be 200 some-odd miles.··And you stated that on your·8·

·proposal that you wrote up.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Why don't we get some folks10·

·that haven't had a comment yet, and then we'll come back.11·

·Yes, sir, back here.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CUSACK:··My name is George Cusack,13·

·C-u-s-a-c-k.··I just have a quick question.··The brochure14·

·mentioned pigging facilities as part of the project.··When15·

·this pipeline is in operation, do you anticipate using smart16·

·PIGs for monitoring pipeline integrity, or just utility17·

·based?18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Smart PIGs.··We're going to use19·

·smart PIGs technology.··Once we install it, we'll --20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Bobby, these folks, just21·

·like our last meeting, when we talk about PIGs, a lot of22·

·these folks just think about the little animal that crawls23·

·and they make bacon out of them.··What's a PIG, tell them,24·

·from a pipeline standpoint?25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··A PIG is a term for what we call·1·

·a smart tool.··It's about a 15- to 20-foot tool.··And we use·2·

·the larger tools.··What we'll do is once it's installed, we·3·

·will run this tool through there and it tells us everything·4·

·about the pipe.··It tells this -- and we will do this before·5·

·we fill it with gas.··It will tell us here at mile post such·6·

·and such there was some damage.··So we'll go in there, we'll·7·

·cut it out, we'll fix it before we flow gas.·8·

· · · · · ·          But ideally we want to be able to run the tool,·9·

·come back and say, hey, there's no issues.··And then we'll10·

·come back and we'll do what we call confirmation PIGS.··And11·

·we'll pick several locations across the line to confirm that12·

·data that we receive.13·

· · · · · ·          And this tool will tell us everything about the14·

·pipeline.··And so to answer your question, yes, sir, part of15·

·our operations plan -- I want to -- I think it's every five16·

·years, but I have to -- I have to make sure of that.··It's17·

·at least that.··And we'll have a program.··Every one of our18·

·stations -- which currently we're proposing three stations19·

·-- has a pigging facility, and then we have one additional20·

·stand-alone pigging facility to insure that we properly pig21·

·the line.22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Let's have the lady in the23·

·red back there first, please.24·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··Linda Filippi, F-i-l-i-p-p-i.25·
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·I live near Loma Parda subdivision.··I would like you to·1·

·please answer the question that one of my neighbors asked.·2·

·Why was the Highway 60 route let go?·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··It was never looked at.··I never·4·

·looked at -- this current route, I never looked at it going·5·

·across Highway 60.··When we leave here today, we will.·6·

·That's why we're doing this.··Again, sitting in Houston,·7·

·it's easy to connect point A to point B, but --·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··Right.··It's easy.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··That's correct.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··It's sure efficient for you11·

·guys.··But it goes across our land.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I understand that.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··It goes across family lands.14·

·Did you guys hear that?··800 years.··I've only been here 2015·

·years.··I'm an outsider.··I walk very softly around here.16·

·800 years.··Then you have -- I don't care if it costs you17·

·200 miles more.··I don't want the pipeline at all, to be18·

·honest.··The pipeline and what it is used for is absolutely19·

·antithetical to what I think we need to be moving towards in20·

·terms of an energy policy in this country.··But I know, I21·

·know that you're going to do it.··Okay?··And so at least22·

·have the decency and respect for the people that have lived23·

·here 800 years and those of us who have come more recently24·

·to take a route that doesn't go across our land.··It's25·
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·wrong.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Ma'am, go ahead.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··My name is Christine Thompson,·3·

·T-h-o-m-p-s-o-n.··Are we all going to get a copy of the·4·

·discussion that took place today and also a list of the·5·

·outstanding issues and when we're going to get resolution?·6·

·A specific date.··This is meeting protocol.··And I would·7·

·assume that this is a professional meeting.··Can you tell·8·

·us?·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Most likely we won't have a10·

·full transcript of the meeting, but we will have a scoping11·

·report out and we will have these comments.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··And when will that happen?13·

· · · · · · · ··               Mr. MACKIEWICZ.··We don't have a date on that14·

·right now.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··Why not?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We don't have a date right17·

·now.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··Why not?19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We don't have a date.20·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··So in other words, you have a21·

·project and you have project dates, and you have dates when22·

·each step is going to take place, but you can't --23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We have not -- okay,24·

·ma'am --25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··-- tell us when we're going to·1·

·have the notes from the meeting.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··-- we don't have a scoping·3·

·report date yet.··Okay?··That's the answer.··I can't -- so·4·

·that's all I can answer on that one.··Don't have one.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··I have another question.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I have a question over here.·7·

·Go ahead.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··During the construction·9·

·process, and also after the pipeline is already in, what10·

·precautions are you going to take to preserve the11·

·groundwater flow?··I don't want to wake up one morning and12·

·find my water contaminated, no water in my well.··And then13·

·do I have recourse with Kinder Morgan if there is a14·

·disruption in my water quality?15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I'm going to answer to the best16·

·of my ability, and I don't think I'm going to be able to17·

·fully answer your questions.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··You don't have answers.··Why19·

·are we here?20·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Where is your scientist?21·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Okay.··If I don't have an22·

·answer or Bobby doesn't have an answer today, part of our23·

·reasoning for being here, we did not come here expecting to24·

·give you every answer to the questions you have, but we --25·
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·today, but we will answer your questions.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··But you're not answering.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··You provided a question,·3·

·we've got it recorded over here.··We will get an answer for·4·

·you.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··But within what time frame?·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··This is respect for these folks.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. MARTINEZ:··So will you be e-mailing us,·8·

·mailing us the answers --·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We will put --10·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. MARTINEZ:··-- to our questions or the11·

·information?12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We will have a scoping13·

·report.··I'll put it on our Web site.··Okay?··We'll give you14·

·our Web site where we're going to have this scoping report.15·

·Okay?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··So what about a list of the17·

·questions that we posed today --18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We didn't --19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··-- along with the answers?20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I will -- I will make sure21·

·that we have a list of the questions you've asked today, and22·

·we will get answers for you on that scoping report.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··And when?24·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I'll have it -- let me see25·
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·what we're -- make some sort of a guess on the date.··So I·1·

·would say within 60 days.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. VETTERMAN:··60 days?··That's after the·3·

·public comment period.··So we won't have the answers before·4·

·the public comment is closed on the 29th?·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Okay.··The public -- okay.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. VETTERMAN:··That's after the public·7·

·comment time.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··That's correct.··It will be·9·

·after the public comment time.··We'll have a report -- after10·

·all the public comments are submitted, okay, we will have --11·

·we will complete a scoping report.··And I said today that as12·

·the project manager, I will have answers to every question13·

·that was asked today, okay, within 60 days.14·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··How can we make informed15·

·judgments without information?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··What's that?17·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··How can we make informed18·

·judgments without information now?··I thought that was what19·

·we were here for.20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··The purpose was to provide21·

·us with information today.22·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··I thought you were supposed to23·

·provide us with information.··How can we make a decision24·

·without information?25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··See, the -- and the reason·1·

·for scoping, I think that Bobby pointed out, is for us to·2·

·get -- we present the basic information to you, you provided·3·

·us with information on your concerns for the pipeline,·4·

·alternatives for the pipeline, mitigation.··That's the·5·

·purpose behind scoping.·6·

· · · · · ·          And we will get the answers for you, okay.··We're·7·

·going to write -- after we complete this scoping period,·8·

·Trevor and his firm are going to begin to write an·9·

·Environmental Impact Statement.··We're going to come up with10·

·a draft Environmental Impact Statement.··You'll have 90 days11·

·to comment on that document.··90 days to comment on it.12·

· · · · · ·          If we missed something, we got it wrong, then you13·

·have another opportunity before we publish a final14·

·Environmental Impact Statement to clarify and make the15·

·corrections.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··You also stated -- I'm sorry --17·

·but you do state in the scoping that your object was to18·

·teach us to learn more about the project.··We need data.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Okay.··You're going to get20·

·that in the Environmental -- the draft Environmental Impact21·

·Statement, and then you're going to have an opportunity to22·

·digest that information and read that 800-page document, or23·

·however large it is.··This gentleman back here.24·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. BENTON:··My name is John Benton, and you25·
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·said 2160 psi, right?··At what temperature?·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··It'll range from the low end·2·

·from about 60 degrees to a high end of around 80.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. BENTON:··60 to 80?·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir, depending on the·5·

·ambient temperature.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. BENTON:··And on the right-of way, will·7·

·that only be this pipeline, or can that be used in the·8·

·future for electric line or other pipelines?·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Currently Kinder Morgan is only10·

·requesting single line rights, not multiple line rights.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··On the Bureau of Land12·

·Management side, we are issuing -- if we issue a13·

·right-of-way, if we approve this project, it will be for14·

·that pipeline only.··Note again, no decisions have been made15·

·whatsoever on routes, whether we're going to do it, will not16·

·do it.17·

· · · · · ·          As Danita pointed out, we're here to gather18·

·information.··Yes.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. WILSON:··I want to make a comment.··I'm20·

·going to come up here so that I can be heard loud and21·

·clearly by everyone, as well as the court reporter.··My name22·

·is Mary Wilson.··I live at 148 Camino de Aragon.··My23·

·partner, Jose Mora, and I live on that land, and we are24·

·right at where you have proposed crossing Route 60 and the25·
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·railroad.··That's sections 30 and 31.··We are immediately·1·

·affected.··That land has been in Jose's family 400 years,·2·

·much like the people here.··It is ancestral land.··We do not·3·

·want a pipeline across it.·4·

· · · · · ·          And let me just say that I have been a federal·5·

·employee.··I've worked on NEPA projects, as a matter of·6·

·fact.··And you are being deceptive to the members of the·7·

·public who are here today.··You know very well that the plan·8·

·of development that you put together in May of 2013 showed a·9·

·variety of potential routes, and yet you have presented none10·

·of those on which these people could even be aware of or11·

·could comment on.12·

· · · · · ·          So how are we, common, ordinary people, supposed13·

·to come up with proposed routes?··And you have put together14·

·a preferred route.··You've called this red thing a preferred15·

·route.··And yet you've got these little alternatives.··You16·

·have a number of people who live right along that17·

·alternative.··But yet you've said nothing here to why that18·

·alternative is good, bad or indifferent.19·

· · · · · ·          You have said absolutely nothing about how you are20·

·going to formulate alternative routes.··And we know that you21·

·already have them.··You are deceiving the members of the22·

·public.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Ma'am, question?··Comment?24·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··I think maybe you can answer one25·
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·of these questions.··On the survey permit, you asked us to·1·

·sign "Permission Granted," "Permission Denied" or "Pending·2·

·Comments."··What percent of the people in our area denied·3·

·with a big "X" and said, no, that are in here?··If they·4·

·don't have the answer --·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GRATE:··I didn't even grace them with an·6·

·answer.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··You just didn't give an answer?·8·

·Do you guys have a percent of the people that denied it that·9·

·you received your papers back?··Did you receive this back?10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Kevin Winner, would you --11·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··Do we have a percentile, Kevin,12·

·the nice guy in the blue shirt?··I'll be nice.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··Sure.··So there's a couple of14·

·different alternatives that we're talking about.··So for the15·

·red line on the map that's one of the alternatives, there's16·

·about 7 percent that have denied survey permission.17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ROMERO:··Out of how many applicants?18·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··It's out of 450.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··How many did you receive that20·

·signed -- how many total did you receive back?21·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··So we started another22·

·permission-to-survey response.··That's the one that you guys23·

·are getting on some of the other alternatives.··And so we24·

·just sent those out within the last couple of weeks.25·
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· · · · · ·          MS. ROMERO:··I mailed mine certified back on·1·

·December the 12th.··I received it a week before then.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··We have a percent, but we have a·3·

·larger percentage that are actually for the project.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··So they're still coming in?·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, ma'am.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··Thank you.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··You know, for people that don't·8·

·respond, it makes it kind of hard for me to know whether you·9·

·want it or whether you are -- I kind of need that10·

·information.··So even if it's "Denied," I encourage you to11·

·send it in.··That's good feedback.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··Thank you.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··Those 400 people are not from14·

·this area, I know that, because we don't even have that15·

·many.··They're up in Arizona.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Yes, ma'am.··Name again,17·

·please?18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BRADSHAW:··Diann Bradshaw, D-i-a-n-n, no19·

·"e."··You know, you made the comment in the very beginning20·

·that you chose -- that this is your preferred route because21·

·it is the least amount of impact.··Impact on what?22·

· · · · · ·          Because let me just say this for myself.··You-all23·

·came to see me.··I talked to Kevin.··Yes, he is the nice24·

·guy.··And he had a little friend who was nice, too.··But25·
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·anyway, you proposed -- one of your alternatives is to·1·

·put -- you propose to cut across the corner of one of my·2·

·lots in my subdivision that I'm trying to sell.··Now you're·3·

·telling me we wouldn't even know for two more years.··Do you·4·

·think I'm supposed to wait on you?··What do you think that·5·

·impact is on me?·6·

· · · · · ·          I have nine lots to sell in Valentine Ranch.··Are·7·

·you preventing me -- do I need to go have my attorney seek·8·

·compensation for what your impact on me, one person, is?·9·

·Not to mention everybody else's.··And I have other issues10·

·that are impacting.11·

· · · · · ·          Why can you not tell me when, like she wanted to12·

·know, when are you going to tell us this and when are you13·

·going to tell us that?··What I hear is the bottom line, like14·

·I know you're interested in.··The bottom line.··The bottom15·

·line I heard is 2015.··What am I supposed to do?··Am I16·

·supposed to wait for you while you-all decide?··Because it's17·

·just a minor matter for you on paper, sitting in Houston,18·

·Texas.··I know.··I'm from Houston, Texas.··I'd much rather19·

·be here.··Much rather be here.20·

· · · · · ·          So what do you have to say about that?··Are you21·

·going to get us a proposal sooner, where you're going to22·

·select the routes you're going to take?··Everyone here, and23·

·it makes the most sense to me and the least impactful on24·

·human lives, if you follow the existing easement down25·
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·Highway 60.··I know you've done it in other places.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··First of all, I believe·2·

·that -- what's our date -- August 2014 for our draft.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Yes.··Summer, July, August,·4·

·somewhere in there.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We will have what we term an·6·

·agency-preferred alternative out in our draft Environmental·7·

·Impact Statement that's coming out August 2014.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BRADSHAW:··You know what?··That's a month·9·

·past my 76th birthday.··How long do you want me to hang in10·

·here, you and Mr. Obama?··How long do you want me to hang11·

·in?··I'm hanging.··I'm doing exercises.··I'm eating right.12·

·I'm doing everything so I can be here for the recovery.13·

·Will I make it?··I want to know if I'm going to make it, or14·

·do I have to go talk to Diane Sawyer.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Thank you for your comments.16·

·All right.··Are there any other comments, questions?17·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··I have a question on the18·

·herbicides.··I have a question on the herbicides.··How does19·

·that work?··Do you have to spray to kill the -- for your --20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Okay.··Part of the requirements21·

·are that they come up with a weed control plan.··Okay?··Part22·

·of that weed control plan, federal lands, means that they23·

·have to come up with what they term a pesticide use plan.24·

·So the pesticides that they would possibly, potentially use25·
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·would be allies, and then our -- I guess it's done in our·1·

·state office, we issue what we call a pesticide use plan.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Do you mean pesticide or do you·3·

·mean herbicide?··Are you trying to cover plants?·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We call it a pesticide use·5·

·plan, but it does include herbicides.··Okay?··So we would·6·

·allow them to use certain herbicides to eradicate the weeds·7·

·on the right-of-way.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Chemicals.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. CONWAY:··I have to say something about10·

·pesticides because I was pesticide poisoned by the11·

·Environment Department in the City of Albuquerque.··Here I12·

·am in the Tribune, "City Bug Spray Drives Woman From Home."13·

·So now I'm extremely, extremely allergic to pesticides.··It14·

·closes my throat.··I moved to Mountainair because there are15·

·no pesticides.··We are a pesticide-free subdivision in Abo16·

·Community.··And if I was exposed to pesticides, my throat17·

·would close up, and I could not have it on my land.··I know18·

·it drifts, and it's dangerous.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··On the private lands, it's20·

·up to you, if you decide to issue -- grant an easement to21·

·Kinder Morgan, then we have what they call a landowner22·

·agreement.··And if you don't want to use pesticides to23·

·eradicate the weeds that may grow on that right-of-way, then24·

·that's your prerogative.25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··What I would like to see in·1·

·your follow-up, whenever we get it, is the alternatives that·2·

·were considered in detail so that we can understand what you·3·

·considered and the reason why certain alternatives were not·4·

·selected.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We will analyze -- in that·6·

·document we'll have a list of all alternatives that were·7·

·discussed but not carried forward and the ones that have·8·

·carried forward and the reasons why.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··And the reasons why.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Yes.··And the ones that are11·

·carried forward, of course, will be analyzed as well.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··And this will all be written13·

·in language we can all understand?14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Yes, ma'am.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··I think all of you are probably16·

·nice people.··I see a beautiful wedding band.··You're young.17·

·You have a nice wife, maybe children.··I don't know.··You18·

·have selected these jobs because you're intelligent and19·

·that's what you want to do.··But you know what?··We have20·

·selected our jobs as farmers and ranchers because that's21·

·what we want to do, and we don't want this, bottom line.22·

· · · · · ·          And my question that you have to answer me is what23·

·did you do to those three people?··Did you pay billions of24·

·dollars?··That's what I want to know.25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Thank you for your comments.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··And it's not about you guys,·2·

·it's about the issue.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··I understand.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Yes, sir.··Your name,·5·

·please?·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··My name is Jose Mora.··I live in·7·

·Abo.··Your one alternative is crossing right through my·8·

·property, as Mary already said, and I'm disappointed.··Your·9·

·name is Mark, right?··You told us how you worked and you10·

·worked on pipelines and so forth.··And I'm just wondering11·

·why, with all that experience you have, do you come over12·

·here and you're telling us, "We'll think about it.··We'll13·

·let you know later."··It seems to me like by now you should14·

·have the answer to a lot of these questions.15·

· · · · · ·          So are you covering up now or going to cover up16·

·later?··I mean, that's what comes to my mind.··Look at this17·

·map you have here.··We have no details.··We have no section18·

·lines.··People don't know precisely where these so-called --19·

·this line is proposed to go.··You should have already by now20·

·have known about Highway 60.··Why haven't -- why weren't you21·

·prepared to be here and address the issue of why you're not22·

·running it through the right-of-way already there?··Have you23·

·done that before in other situations?··Does anybody have the24·

·answer to that question?25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··We have looked at·1·

·alternatives.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··Have we looked at the pipeline·3·

·route within the road right-of-way?·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··Yes.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Yes, we have.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··A lot of times that·7·

·right-of-way is controlled by the Highway Department, and·8·

·they don't usually allow pipelines in their rights-of-way.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··You have a space already where10·

·land has been taken.··It seems like that would be one11·

·alternative to follow underneath it or beside that12·

·transmission line instead of taking from other people to put13·

·your pipeline in.··Why hasn't that been considered and why14·

·aren't you prepared to come tonight and tell us here?··Why15·

·are you saying, "We'll tell you later"?··Are you afraid to16·

·let the cat out of the bag because you know once it's done,17·

·it's hard to put it back in?··Is that what's happening here?18·

· · · · · ·          I'm really -- I'm flabbergasted, flabbergasted19·

·with this lack of knowledge and lack of, I think,20·

·credibility.··And frankly, I do not believe that you folks21·

·have not, somewhere along the line, thought about this and22·

·considered it if you're coming over here and telling us,23·

·"We'll tell you later."24·

· · · · · ·          Can you answer the question as to whether you're25·
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·going to have a more detailed map to present to us that --·1·

·specifically where the land goes by section line and·2·

·landowner?·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I don't know.··Well, most of·4·

·the time the Environmental Impact Statement will not have·5·

·that detailed of a map.··Right now, I can tell you that·6·

·we -- do we have our --·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··I'm right here.·8·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··He's got -- he's got -- if·9·

·you're interested --10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··I have your land right here,11·

·Jose.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··-- if you're interested13·

·today where the land -- where the pipeline -- proposed line14·

·may go through your land, Kevin's got it -- he's got it.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··Why isn't he up here making a16·

·presentation --17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Okay.··He's not -- there's18·

·thousands of miles of -- I mean there's many maps in this.19·

·There's a lot of GIS data in here.20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··So?21·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Sir, we made a decision not22·

·to -- not to implement --23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··That's what I'm afraid of --24·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··However, I did say that --25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··-- the decision has been made.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Sir, listen to me, please.·2·

·We did say that that information is there.··If a landowner·3·

·would like to go over and see that right now, go over and·4·

·see and he'll show you where the line goes through your·5·

·private land.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··Okay.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And Kinder Morgan can make those·8·

·maps for you to specifically show --·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··Why doesn't Kinder Morgan come up10·

·with this map for all the landowners affected here tonight11·

·and say here?··It seems, to me, pretty simple.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··If you request it, we will13·

·provide it.14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··I'm requesting it.15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Do you have Kevin Winner's16·

·contact information?17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··And for you to provide it to every18·

·landowner here specifically.19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··If you don't -- basically, when20·

·Kevin -- and I know we have reached out to the landowners21·

·and communication -- you know, based on open communication.22·

·Just request it from the Kinder Morgan land agent, and he'll23·

·provide whatever you need.··We have the maps, very, very24·

·detailed maps.25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··I'm asking you --·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And they'll even go and -- but·2·

·we don't have the capabilities tonight to --·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Tonight if you would like to·4·

·leave your name and address with Kevin, we will send you·5·

·those maps.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··Excuse me.··We want it on the·7·

·record that I'm making that request right now that that·8·

·information be provided to every landowner, every person·9·

·here.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··But we don't know who everyone11·

·is, sir.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··We all signed in.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··But we need --14·

· · · · · · · ··               (Indiscernible conversations.)15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Back here in the red.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··It's not just landowners that17·

·are going to have the pipeline on their land.··We're a18·

·community.··Adjacent lands are affected by this pipeline, as19·

·well.··You have a list of us.··We have signed in, said we20·

·were here.··You can certainly give everybody in attendance21·

·your maps, right?22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··We can make that happen.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Kevin, what can you --24·

·Okay.··What we're going to -- Kevin, what can you provide25·
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·the landowners?·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER:··I can give you an aerial view.·2·

·I can give you a topographic view.··I can give you satellite·3·

·images.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··The people in attendance --·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MORA:··All of the above.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I'm going to say right now,·7·

·any private landowner here today that wants maps, see Kevin·8·

·tonight and leave your address with him, and he will provide·9·

·those to you.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··All we need is a Torrance County11·

·map.12·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And we will -- like I said, when13·

·you're requesting it -- like I said, just help us out.14·

·There's how many landowners, Kevin?15·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. WINNER: 450.16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··-- 450, so we're doing our best17·

·to communicate with everybody.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··Starting from Arizona, right?19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, ma'am.20·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··So that doesn't count.··It does21·

·for you, it doesn't for us.22·

· · · · · · · ··               (Indiscernible communications.)23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. GONZALES:··Sir, one last comment.··On24·

·your behalf, I don't have to ask a lot of questions.··I know25·
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·how pipelines work.··But on behalf of everybody here, I hate·1·

·to say this about you guys, but you guys were kind of lame·2·

·with your information because if I had to get up there and·3·

·talk about pipelines in general, whether it was water,·4·

·natural gas, CO2, I could have answered about 90 percent of·5·

·the questions these people had.·6·

· · · · · ·          And I see that you went to meetings on December·7·

·3rd, December 4th, December 5th.··You should be at least 99·8·

·percent efficient here tonight because the same questions do·9·

·get asked.··I attend these public awareness meetings10·

·involving pipelines.··And these people, in layman's terms,11·

·they just wanted simple questions answered, and you didn't12·

·give them the warm and fuzzys.··And that I can say on behalf13·

·of these people.14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MARTINEZ:··One more question.··I'm Alfred15·

·Martinez.··I wanted to see a proposal going on Route 60.··I16·

·want to see why it was turned down.··I want that.17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Ma'am.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··In the end, who is ultimately19·

·responsible for anything that goes awry with this project,20·

·and who can we sue if that happens?··Who is responsible?21·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··The pipeline will belong to22·

·Kinder Morgan.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··Kinder Morgan?··Not the24·

·federal government?25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··It's our pipeline.·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Ma'am.·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. EMBRY:··Anne Embry.··I have a question.·3·

·When you send us the proposal on what 60 was, can you show·4·

·what the statistical difference to Kinder Morgan will be·5·

·going through Route 60 or if it was going through our·6·

·property?·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··We don't currently have a route·8·

·going on 60.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. EMBRY:··They asked for -- the other guy10·

·just asked for the routes that were around 60.11·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Yeah.··There is a map out there12·

·from Kinder Morgan, an alternative routes map online.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. EMBRY:··Okay.14·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. FILIPPI:··So you do have a -- you do have15·

·a route map?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. DRAKER:··Where did you get the17·

·alternative maps?··Is that from the proposal, from their18·

·proposal?19·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··I think unless there's --20·

·okay.··We'll entertain about two more comments, and then21·

·close it down.··Sir.··Yes, sir.··The gentleman in the hat.22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ADAY:··Okay.··My name is John Aday,23·

·A-d-a-y.··Where you've got the proposed line going through24·

·my farm grounds and my neighbor's farm ground, if that line25·
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·goes in there and is completed, is that ground still going·1·

·to be farmed like it has been in the past?·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir.··Yes, sir.··And·3·

·typically through farm areas we'll put our pipeline deeper.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ADAY:··So the installation time will be·5·

·the only time that things are --·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir.··And that's correct.·7·

·And we pay crop damages and thing of that nature.··And we'll·8·

·negotiate with you on what the full impact is.·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ADAY:··During the installation, when you10·

·go through that farm country, that's buried wire, there's11·

·buried pipe all through that area, and you're not going to12·

·dig and work around those, are you?13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Well, the plan is --14·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ADAY:··You're just going to go through15·

·them, aren't you?16·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··The plan is to minimize impact17·

·as much as possible.··And I know we're going through some of18·

·your pivots and stuff, and so what I'd really like to do is19·

·sit down with the owners and my construction manager and20·

·talk about strategies on what is the best way through there21·

·to limit the amount of impact.··And whatever we take out,22·

·we're going to put back in.··And if we take out just one23·

·little small part of your pivot, then that means we have to24·

·cover -- you know, we have to cover your full crop land.25·
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·And like I said, it's very standard.··We go through crop·1·

·lands and --·2·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ADAY:··Well, I'd still -- I guess I'd·3·

·still be in favor of going Highway 60 and staying out of the·4·

·farm area.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··One final question.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. THOMPSON:··If you're planning this·7·

·project as thoroughly as you're answering our questions, I·8·

·really am concerned.··I really am.··I know that your·9·

·business is not in the existing oil and gas fields that10·

·you're serving, but as part of the information we're11·

·getting, I would like to know what those companies are12·

·because I don't support any of this from that point, on13·

·back.··I don't want more exploration of oil and gas fields.14·

·We need alternative forms of energy, and we don't need to15·

·keep supporting this with pipelines that are going to be16·

·useless in ten years anyway.17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Thank you.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··One more.··What is the depth19·

·that you're going?20·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Standard depth would be three21·

·foot.22·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ZAMORA:··That's it?23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, ma'am.··And that's per24·

·the -- and that's per the Federal Code of Regulations.··Now,25·
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·through farm areas, we'll go deeper.··Typically five feet is·1·

·good enough, but in negotiations with the landowner, if we·2·

·need to go deeper, we can go deeper.··And we would take it·3·

·on a case-by-case basis.··But at a minimum, we're required·4·

·to go three foot.·5·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. ADAY:··In the farmland, you better go·6·

·deeper.·7·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··Okay.··Danita, do you have·8·

·any last comments?·9·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BURNS:··Actually, yes, I do.··I want to10·

·thank everybody for coming out and giving me the11·

·information.··I want as much as you can give me.··I know12·

·that sounds perhaps passe, perhaps it's -- I hope it's not13·

·condescending.··I need that information to make a good14·

·decision.··Okay?15·

· · · · · ·          As he said, what the private landowners make a16·

·decision or -- make a plan with Kinder Morgan is theirs, but17·

·I need to know what you're doing and what you want.18·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. ROMERO:··We already --19·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BURNS:··I think I've heard that, and I20·

·appreciate that.··So what I'm saying here is thank you for21·

·the information that you've given me.··If there's anything22·

·else, please make sure you get it to me.··Question?23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. OLSON:··Can I make a comment?24·

· · · · · · · ··               MS. BURNS:··Yes.25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MR. OLSON:··Richard Olson, O-l-s-o-n.··Two·1·

·comments.··One is what is the plan if the pipeline is not in·2·

·use anymore?··Will it be removed or just abandoned, or·3·

·what's the plan?·4·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Currently the current plan is a·5·

·minimum of 22 to 25 years, at a minimum.··Now, we have·6·

·pipelines that have been in service for 30-plus years.··But·7·

·the current plan, you know -- and this is part of what we·8·

·have to submit to the BLM, is an abandon in place.··But we·9·

·want to keep it in operation as long as we can.10·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··So typically it's purged of11·

·the gas that's in it and any surface facilities are removed.12·

·The pipe is left in place.··That's typically how it's done.13·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. OLSON:··And the second comment, what is14·

·the process -- you offered we talk with your construction15·

·folks and -- for the farmers that's used for cropland.··How16·

·do we set up that meeting?17·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Talk to Kevin Winner before you18·

·leave and give us your contact information and we will set19·

·it up as soon as you're ready to meet.··We'd love to meet20·

·with you.··I've hired some very good construction people21·

·that have been doing it for a very long time, and they would22·

·love to meet with you.23·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. OLSON:··Are they located in Albuquerque?24·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··Yes, sir, and out of our office.25·
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· · · · · · · ··               MS. EMBRY:··And livestock, they're on --·1·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. BRENNA:··Folks, someone is still·2·

·speaking.·3·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. LOVEDAY:··She asked about livestock on·4·

·property and what would happen during construction with·5·

·livestock.·6·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. CURBOW:··And basically during·7·

·construction, we have construction methods in place to·8·

·handle the livestock.··And if you're sectionalized, we will·9·

·work with you to maybe move them to the other side so when10·

·we come through, they're not affected.··During the actual11·

·time frame, like in your case where they're not12·

·sectionalized, we'll come up with other mitigating measures,13·

·whether they be gates or fences.··Or maybe sometimes we14·

·cross over to cross the pipeline.··We open up the ditch, we15·

·bury it right back up, things of that nature.16·

· · · · · ·          But those are things that we have to talk with you17·

·about because every location is individualized.··And we're18·

·more than willing to do whatever it takes.··And we have19·

·what's called a landowner -- a line list.··And in the line20·

·list it has restrictions and it's sectionalized.··And we'll21·

·abide by that.··I hope that answers your question.22·

· · · · · · · ··               MR. MACKIEWICZ:··With that, I think we'll23·

·adjourn.··We have lots of cookies left and water.24·

· · · · · ·          If you have any other questions, we'll be here.25·

WILLIAMS & ASSOCIATES -- COURT REPORTING SERVICE
505-843-7789



Page 71

· · · · · ·          MR. LOVEDAY:··I'd like to just add, for some of·1·

·you that came in through the gym and parked out front, I·2·

·just ask that you walk on the edge of their floor.··They·3·

·just had it refinished.·4·

· · · · · · · ··               (End of scoping meeting at 8:08 p.m.)·5·
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Appendix E 

 

Frequently Asked Questions 



Lobos CO2 Pipeline – Frequently Asked Questions 
 

 
What is NEPA? 
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is an environmental law enacted in 1969.  The law 
requires federal agencies to consider the environmental impacts of proposed projects or actions prior to 
taking any significant action.  The NEPA process is intended to help public officials to make decisions 
that are based on understanding of the environmental consequences and to take actions that protect, 
restore, and enhance the environment. 
 
NEPA requires that all Federal agencies involve interested publics in their decision-making, consider 
reasonable alternatives to proposed actions, develop measures to mitigate environmental impacts, and 
prepare environmental documents which disclose the impacts of proposed actions and alternatives. 
 
You can read more detailed information about NEPA and the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
process by following the links below: 
 

• About NEPA 
• The NEPA Process 
• NEPA Frequently Asked Questions 
• A Citizen's Guide to the NEPA: Having Your Voice Heard 
• NEPA Citizen's Guide (Video by the Federal Transit Administration) 

 
What is an EIS? 
NEPA requires that agencies must consider the environmental impacts of proposed projects or actions 
prior to taking any significant action. An EIS is prepared when the proposed action may significantly 
affect the quality of the human environment.  The first section is an introduction including a statement 
of the purpose and need of the proposed action. Second a description of the affected environment is 
given. Third a range of alternatives to the proposed action are stated followed lastly by an analysis of 
the environmental impacts of each of the possible alternatives.  
 
The EIS must highlight reasonable alternatives that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts or enhance 
the quality of the environment. An EIS is used to inform decisions – not to justify already-made 
decisions. 
 
The public has an opportunity to participate in the development of an EIS during the initial scoping 
process and by commenting on the Draft EIS.  The Final EIS also incorporates comments and information 
from regulatory agencies, Native American Tribes, landowners, and other affected parties.  Moreover, 
the Final EIS will include recommended environmental conditions and mitigation measure that must be 
met if the project is to be approved by the Federal agency. 
 
What is Scoping? 
Scoping is the process to determine relevant issues that will influence the scope of the environmental 
analysis, including alternatives, and guide the planning process.  A Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS and 
Notice of Public Scoping Meetings for the proposed project was published in the Federal Register on 
October 31, 2013, indicating the start of the 90-day scoping period.  The scoping period closed on 
January 29, 2014.  During that period, the public was encouraged to provide their thoughts on the 
potential effects of the proposed route as well as any potential alternatives to the proposed route. 
 

http://www.blm.gov/es/st/en/info/nepa/about_nepa.html
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/planning/nepa/nepa.html
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/planning/nepa_faqs.html
http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/nm/programs/planning/planning_docs.Par.53208.File.dat/A_Citizens_Guide_to_NEPA.pdf
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0DAWOui0UzU


Comments could be submitted via U.S. Postal Service, using the BLM Project email, or at one of the five 
public scoping meetings.  
 
The BLM held the following public scoping meetings: 

• Quemado, New Mexico on December 3, 2013; 
• Socorro, New Mexico on December 4, 2013; 
• Roswell, New Mexico on December 5, 2013; 
• Mountainair, New Mexico on December 10, 2013; and 
• Belen, New Mexico on December 11, 2013 

 
As you can see from the figure below, scoping occurs early in the EIS development process to help in 
determining the areas of concern related to the proposed project.  This process also allows for a more 
accurate and efficient analysis of all issues related to the proposed project. 

 

 
 
 
How will my scoping comments be reviewed and/or used? 
The BLM reads all scoping comments and will consider scoping comments when developing and 
analyzing alternatives in the EIS.  The EIS will address all issues and alternatives identified during 
scoping.  The BLM also will develop a Scoping Report that provides the details of the scoping process 
and a summary of the comments received. 
 
Are scoping comments available to the public? 
Yes.  The BLM will produce a Scoping Report, which will provide a summary of all of the comments that 
the BLM received during the scoping period.  The Scoping Report will be available on the project website 
(www.blm.gov/nm/lobosco2) and through your local BLM Field Office. 
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EIS 

Public Record of 
Decision 

http://www.blm.gov/nm/lobosco2


I did not submit a comment during the scoping period.  Can I still provide a comment? 
The BLM will continue to accept comments after the scoping period has ended. 
 
The 90-day public scoping period was initiated on October 31, 2013 and ended on January 29, 2014.  
Providing information on or around the end of scoping will ensure that your concerns are incorporated 
into the Draft EIS.  However, the BLM welcomes any information that you can provide throughout the 
process and will do our best to incorporate information received after the end of scoping into the Draft 
EIS.   
 
While the BLM will consider scoping comments submitted after the end of the scoping period, these 
comments may not be included in the scoping report or addressed in the Draft EIS.  Based on the 
complexity of the information provided and the amount of time that has passed after the end of the 
scoping period, you may not see your comment fully addressed until the Final EIS. 
 
In addition, the public will have further opportunity to provide comments on the project when the Draft 
EIS is available for public review. 
 
What routes is the BLM considering in the analysis? 
The BLM will analyze Kinder Morgan’s proposed route, as well as a range of reasonable alternatives, in 
the EIS.  The BLM alternatives will include alternatives identified during the scoping process, as well as a 
“no action” option (i.e., an alternative in which the BLM does not grant a right-of-way across public 
land).  The BLM will base its preliminary Preferred Alternative on this analysis and the preliminary 
Preferred Alternative will be included in the Draft EIS.  While the BLM will consider Kinder Morgan’s 
proposed route and alternatives, alternatives brought forward in the DEIS may not necessarily be the 
same as Kinder Morgan’s alternatives. 
 
The public will have the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIS and then the BLM will incorporate 
those comments into a Final EIS.  The BLM will use the Final EIS to make a decision whether to approve 
the right-of-way request across Federal lands, not approve the right-of-way, or approve the right-of-way 
request with modifications.  If the decision to approve is made, the decision would include terms and 
conditions that Kinder Morgan must meet.  The decision will be documented in a Record of Decision 
that will be available to the public. 
 
How does the BLM select a range of alternatives to consider? 
The BLM will consider public scoping comments, as well as input from Native American tribes and 
Cooperating Agencies in the development of a range of alternatives.  Moreover, specialists with 
expertise in the following disciplines will be involved in the alternative development process: rangeland 
management, minerals and geology, outdoor recreation, archaeology, paleontology, wildlife, lands and 
realty, hydrology, soils, sociology, and economics. The EIS will include a description of all the alternatives 
considered and the rationale behind a decision to not carry an alternative forward for additional analysis 
in the DEIS. See the following link to the Council of Environmental Quality’s 40 Most Asked Questions 
regarding alternatives: CEQ 40 Question 1-10. 
 
How does the BLM select alternatives for analysis? 
The BLM must consider multiple factors when analyzing alternatives.  These factors include, among 
others, scientific, scenic, historical, ecological, environmental, air and atmospheric, water resource, and 
archaeological values, as well as recreation, fish and wildlife habitat, human occupancy and use, and the 
need for domestic sources of natural resources.  The "agency's preferred alternative" is the alternative 

http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/planning/nepa/webguide/40_most_asked_questions/questions_1-10.html%231b.


which the agency believes would fulfill its statutory mission and responsibilities, giving consideration 
to economic, environmental, technical and other factors. 
 
The BLM will document its preliminary agency Preferred Alternative, and the reasoning behind that 
preference, in the DEIS. 
 
Does the BLM have jurisdiction over private land?  Does the BLM consider the impact on private land?   
The BLM only has authority over public land.  Although the BLM only has jurisdiction over public lands 
and can only approve action on public lands, the EIS will analyze potential effects of the pipeline across 
all jurisdictions.  The BLM will analyze the potential impacts from construction of the pipeline on all 
lands crossed by the pipeline. 
 
Will surveys be conducted on public or private land? 
Surveys will be conducted on both public and private land.  These surveys will provide baseline 
information for the EIS analysis.  
 
What would be the width of the easement or right-of-way? 
If BLM approves the right-of-way, the right-of-way width would be 50 feet.   In addition to the 50 feet 
right-of-way, Kinder Morgan has requested the use of an additional 50 feet for construction purposes.   
If approved, a 50 foot wide temporary right-of-way would be issued. Proposed pump stations would 
occupy approximately five acres each, with an additional half acre for electrical substations 
 
What would the proposed pipeline transport? 
The proposed pipeline would transport CO2 in a dense phase/liquid state. 
 
For what would the CO2 be used? 
The CO2 would be used for enhanced oil recovery in existing oil fields in eastern New Mexico and 
western Texas. 
 
I have questions or concerns about how the pipeline would be constructed and how it would affect 
my land.  Where can I get answers? 
Although the BLM welcomes comments about impacts to all lands, the BLM does not have authority 
over private land.  Landowners with questions and concerns should discuss them directly with Kinder 
Morgan.  Kevin Winner, of Steele Land Services, is Kinder Morgan’s Right-of-Way Manager for this 
project.  For more information about Kinder Morgan’s proposed project, including routing efforts and 
locations, or to discuss concerns about private land, you may contact Mr. Winner, at 505-239-6505 or 
kevin.winner@steeleland.com. 
 
In addition, Kinder Morgan currently is preparing a Draft Plan of Development (POD), which will provide 
details about the proposed construction, post-construction monitoring, and reclamation methods and 
activities.  The Draft POD will be available for public review along with the Draft EIS. 
 
How do I get on the BLM mailing list to receive project updates? 
Please submit your contact information to BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@blm.gov and ask to be placed on 
the Lobos CO2 Pipeline mailing list.  Project updates also will be placed on the BLM project website at 
www.blm.gov/nm/LobosCO2.  
 
 

mailto:kevin.winner@steeleland.com
https://mail.google.com/mail/?view=cm&fs=1&tf=1&to=BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@blm.gov
http://www.blm.gov/nm/LobosCO2


I have a question that is not listed on the FAQs. 
If you have a question that this FAQ does not address, feel free to send your question to 
BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@blm.gov.  The BLM will update this FAQ throughout the project. 
 
You also may contact the BLM Project Manager Mark Mackiewicz at (435) 636-3616 with additional 
questions. 
 
It is possible that the BLM does not have enough information at this time to answer your question.  The 
BLM will provide many more details about the potential impacts of the proposed project in the Draft EIS. 

https://mail.google.com/mail/?view=cm&fs=1&tf=1&to=BLM_NM_SFO_Comments@blm.gov
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