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1. PURPOSE AND NEED 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) New Mexico State Office (NMSO) is conducting an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) for the proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
in response to a right-of-way application submitted by the SunZia Southwest Transmission, LLC 
(Applicant). The purpose of this EIS is to provide informed decision-making by the BLM, which 
will determine whether to grant the right-of-way (the action) for the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the proposed transmission line(s) on public land administered by the BLM. The 
need for this action is set forth in the Title V of Federal Land Policy and Management Act 
(FLPMA) of 1976 (43 USC 1761-1771) that authorizes the BLM to grant rights-of-way for the 
construction of transmission lines. The BLM will makes it decision on the issuance of right-of-
way in accordance with the Rights-of-Way Under the FLPMA (43 CFR 2800) and the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). 
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2. DECISIONS TO BE MADE 

2.1. BLM, Federal Lead Agency 

2.1.1. Right-of-Way Decision  

The BLM must decide whether to grant right-of-way on BLM lands for the construction, 
operation, and maintenance of the proposed transmission facilities. Further, the BLM will 
determine the terms, conditions, and stipulations in which the grant will convey in the public 
interest. The BLM employs a comprehensive process for right-of-way grant determination. The 
process assures compliance with NEPA and Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
regulations as well as BLM planning regulations, manuals and handbooks, land use plans (see 
below), and applicable policies. 

2.1.2. Land Use Plan(s) Conformance Decision 

As part of the decision making process for right-of-way, the BLM must determine if the 
proposed SunZia Project is in conformance with BLM land use plans (LUP), including agency 
resource management plans (RMP). In the event that the proposed project is not in conformance 
with an existing LUP, the proposed project, if possible, may be modified to conform, or the LUP 
may be amended. A LUP amendment will be subject to NEPA analysis and will be incorporated 
into the SunZia Project EIS. 

Any such amendments are subject to the NEPA process. The process will proceed in parallel 
with, and incorporated into, the SunZia Project EIS process. The SunZia Project notice of intent 
(NOI) issued in the May 28, 2009 Federal Register included the notification of possible BLM 
land use plan amendments. (Refer to Section 4.1 of this document regarding the NOI.) 

2.1.3. Decision to Adopt Final EIS 

The BLM will make a decision to adopt the Final EIS after it determines that the SunZia Project 
EIS meets the standards for EIS adequacy under NEPA. A minimum of 30 days must 
pass between the notice of availability of the Final EIS in the Federal Register and the decision 
to adopt. 

2.1.4. Record of Decision 

Following the adoption of the EIS, the BLM will make a decision on the proposed project, to be 
formally prepared in the Record of Decision (ROD). The ROD is a public record that will 
explain the BLM’s decision. 
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2.2. Cooperating Agencies 

2.2.1. Federal Cooperating Agencies 

Each federal cooperating agency must decide independently whether to adopt the Final EIS and 
issue a ROD.  

For the proposed SunZia Project, these decisions would be made by the following federal 
cooperating agencies: US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), and White Sands Missile Range 
(WSMR). 

2.2.2. State Cooperating Agencies 

The adoption of the EIS and issuance of ROD is not a requirement of state cooperating agencies. 
Independent of their participation as cooperating agencies, the of the Arizona State Land 
Department (ASLD) and the New Mexico State Land Office (NMSLO) will be required to make 
a decision to issue permits for right-of-way on state land within each agency’s respective 
jurisdiction. 

2.3. Other 

It is possible that a BLM land use plan amendment to the current McGregor Range RMP will be 
required for conformity. If the BLM decides that a McGregor Range RMP amendment is 
necessary, the decision would require concurrence by the Secretary of the Army as prescribed in 
P.L. 106-651.  

  

                                                 
1 The National Defense Authorization Act of 2000 was enacted as P.L. 106-65. The McGregor Range of Ft. Bliss is 
located on BLM lands in New Mexico that are withdrawn for use by the Department of the Army  
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3. PROJECT BACKGROUND AND PROPONENT PURPOSE AND NEED 

The proposed project, known as the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project (SunZia Project), 
will consist of up to two 500kV transmission lines, with key interconnections to the existing 
electrical grid, along a 460-mile or greater corridor between central New Mexico and south 
central Arizona (Figure 1). Configuration options under consideration are either (a) two 
alternating current (AC) transmission lines or (b) one AC and one direct current (DC) 
transmission line. The overall transmission line route would located on BLM, state, and private 
lands. 

The project proponent, SunZia Transmission LLC, proposes to transport electricity generated 
primarily by renewable resources to western power markets and load centers. The SunZia Project 
would enable the development of renewable energy resources, including wind, solar, and 
geothermal generation, by creating access to the interstate power grid in the Southwest and 
providing increased transfer capacity. The proposed project would also increase power reliability 
across the southwestern United States, allow communities in southern Arizona and southern New 
Mexico to economically access energy generated from renewable sources, provide power to help 
meet growing demand in the western United States, and enhance domestic energy security. 

The Southwest Area Transmission Group, a regional transmission planning organization, 
identified a need for a 500kV transmission line project between New Mexico and Arizona. Its 
importance is demonstrated by the abundance of proposed projects that have been submitted, 
interconnection requests to transmission owners within the proposed project area, and the 
potential for renewable energy sites within the SunZia Project area. Additional transmission 
would be required to support development of potential renewable energy projects in Arizona and 
New Mexico. In addition, the requirement of each state to meet Renewable Portfolio Standards 
(RPS) and national interests in energy demonstrates the need for the proposed project.
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Figure 1  Proposed Project
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4. SCOPING AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT PROCESS 

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations require scoping meetings to be 
conducted in support of the EIS process pursuant to NEPA. Scoping is the process by which the 
BLM solicits input on the issues, impacts, and potential alternatives that the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project EIS will address, as well as the extent to which those issues and impacts 
will be analyzed. Scoping helps to ensure that a reasonable range of alternatives, as required by 
CEQ NEPA regulations, will be evaluated in the EIS.  

This Scoping Report outlines the efforts undertaken by the BLM to solicit scoping participation, 
summarizes the issues raised during the scoping process, and informs the public of the decisions 
that have been made during the scoping process. 

4.1. Notice of Intent 

The BLM issued the Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and 
Possible Resource Management Plan Amendments for the SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Project in Arizona and New Mexico in the Federal Register, Vol. 74, No. 102, dated May 29, 
2009. The Notice of Intent (NOI) formally initiated the project’s EIS 45-day public scoping 
period (an extension of this scoping period is discussed in Section 4.2.1.1). The NOI can be 
viewed in Appendix A. 

Concurrently, the BLM issued a news release announcing the NOI via the BLM New Mexico 
and Arizona state offices’ media distribution lists, as outlined in Table 1. Furthermore, the BLM 
launched a SunZia Southwest Transmission Project EIS website on May 29, 2009, located at 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty.html,that introduced the proposed project 
and provided a link to the NOI. Screen shots of the project website are located in Appendix B.  
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Table 1 BLM News Release Media Distribution, May 29, 2009 

New Mexico Media Outlets 
Albuquerque Journal  KSWV Radio, Santa Fe  

Albuquerque Journal – North  KUNM Radio, Albuquerque  

Albuquerque Journal – City Desk  KVIA TV, El Paso  

Associated Press, Albuquerque Land Letter  

Carlsbad Current Argus  Las Cruces Bulletin  

Cibola Beacon  Las Cruces Sun News  

Deming Headlight  Lordsburg Liberal  

El Paso Times  Los Alamos Monitor  

Entravision TV, Albuquerque  Magdalena Mountain Mail  

Farmington Daily Times  Mountain View Telegraph, East Mountains  

Hobbs News  New Mexico Independent  

KASA TV  New Mexico Department of Tourism  

KCHS Radio, Truth or Consequences  Prime Time Christian Broadcasting  

KCKN Radio, Albuquerque Quay County Sun  

KCRX Radio, Roswell  Roswell Record  

KDCE Radio – Espanola  Ruidoso News  

KDEM/KDOT Radio, Deming  Sandoval Signpost  

KGRT Radio, Las Cruces  Sangre Chronicle – Angel Fire  

KKOB Radio, Albuquerque  Santa Fe New Mexican  

KNFT/KSCQ Radio, Silver City  Silver City Daily Press  

KNME TV, Albuquerque Silver City Press and Independent  

KNUW Radio, Santa Clara  Silver City Sun-News  

KOAT TV, Albuquerque Socorro Daily Chieftain  

KRQE TV, Albuquerque  Taos News  

KRST Radio, Albuquerque The Herald, Elephant Butte  

KRWG Radio, Las Cruces  Western Livestock Journal  

KSFR Radio, Santa Fe  

Arizona Print Media Outlets  
Arizona Capitol Times  

Arizona Daily Star, Tucson    

Arizona Informant Newspaper    

Arizona Republic    

Eastern Arizona Courier, Safford    

Kingman Daily Miner    

The Sun, Yuma    

Today's News‐Herald, Lake Havasu  

Tucson Citizen    

Tucson Weekly    

Winter Visitor News, Yuma    

The Spectrum, St. George (Utah)   
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4.2. Notice of Scoping 

The public scoping process for the SunZia Project occurred in two phases:  

 Initial Scoping 
 Scoping for Expanded Study Area 

4.2.1. Noticing of Initial Scoping 

Public noticing of the proposed project’s scoping meetings was accomplished through the 
distribution of a project newsletter and display ads in local newspapers.  

Newsletter #1, May 2009, provided an overview of the project, including project participants, 
project description, purpose and need, project timeline, and a list of opportunities for public 
participation in the EIS process. This newsletter included a pre-addressed comment form and a 
letter from the BLM NMSO announcing the project and inviting public participation. The 
newsletter and enclosed documents, collectively referred to as the scoping packet, are provided 
in Appendix C. 

The newsletter and enclosures were direct mailed on June 3, 2009, to a mailing list containing 
approximately 1,200 contacts. This mailing list was compiled from contacts provided by the 
BLM NMSO, Safford Field Office (FO), Tucson FO, Las Cruces District Office, Socorro FO, 
the third-party consultant (EPG, Inc.), and the Applicant.  

Paid display advertisements announcing the time, date, and location of the public scoping 
meetings were placed in local newspapers throughout the project study area by the Applicant a 
minimum of 15 days prior to the scoping meetings. The newspaper publications are listed in 
Table 2. 
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Table 2 Newspaper Display Advertisement: 
Announcement of Scoping Meetings 

Publication Date Newspaper Geographic Target 
June 3, 2009 San Manuel Miner San Manuel, AZ 

June 3, 2009 El Defensor Chieftain Socorro County, NM 

June 3, 2009 Truth or Consequences Herald Truth or Consequences, NM 

June 4, 2009 Eloy Enterprise Eloy, AZ 

June 4, 2009 Lincoln County News Lincoln County, NM 

June 4, 2009 Deming Headlight Deming, NM 

June 4, 2009 Mountain Mail Socorro, NM 

June 5, 2009 Hidalgo County Herald Hidalgo County, NM 

June 5, 2009 Sierra County Sentinel Sierra County, NM 

June 7, 2009 Eastern Arizona Courier Safford, AZ 

June 10, 2009 Arizona Range News Willcox, AZ 

June 10, 2009 Copper Era Greenlee County, AZ 

June 17, 2009 Arizona Range News Willcox, AZ 

Due to the duration between the publication dates of the initial display advertisement and the 
scheduled meetings in New Mexico, the Applicant reissued the display advertisement at a time 
closer to the meeting dates in the newspapers listed in Table 3.  

Table 3 Reissuance of Newspaper Display Advertisement: 
Announcement of Scoping Meetings 

Publication Date Newspaper Geographic Target 
June 22, 2009 Copper Era Greenlee County, AZ 

June 26, 2009 Hidalgo County Herald Hidalgo County, NM 

July 1, 2009 Truth or Consequences Herald Truth or Consequences, NM 

July 1, 2009 El Defensor Chieftain Socorro County, NM 

July 2, 2009 Lincoln County News Lincoln County, NM 

July 2, 2009 Mountain Mail Socorro, NM 

July 3, 2009 Sierra County Sentinel Sierra County, NM 

Copies of the display advertisement sheets in each newspaper publication are available in 
Appendix D. 

4.2.1.1. Noticing of Initial Scoping Comment Period Extension 

On July 16, 2009, the BLM issued a news release announcing the extension of the initial scoping 
comment period from July 13, 2009 through August 28, 2009 (available in Appendix E). The 
extension was granted in response to requests from members of the public and organizations. 
Public dissemination of the extension announcement was accomplished via: 
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 The BLM project website  
 News release distributed to the media distribution lists for the BLM New Mexico and 

Arizona state offices listed in Table 1 
 Paid display advertisements placed in local newspapers throughout the project study area, 

as listed in Table 4 
 Direct mailing of the news release on July 21, 2009 to a project mailing list of 

approximately 1,700 contacts, including members of the public who had already 
submitted scoping comments 

 Email distribution by the BLM NMSO to members of the public who had submitted a 
comment and/or requested to be added to the project mailing list via the BLM project 
website who provided only an email address 

Table 4 Newspaper Display Advertisement: Extension of Scoping Period 

Publication Date Newspaper Geographic Target 
July 22, 2009 Arizona Range News Willcox, AZ 

July 22, 2009 Eastern Arizona Courier Safford, AZ 

July 22, 2009 San Manuel Miner San Manuel, AZ 

July 22, 2009 Truth or Consequences Herald Truth or Consequences, NM 

July 23, 2009 Lincoln County News Lincoln County, NM 

July 23, 2009 Deming Highlight Deming, NM 

July 23, 2009 Eloy Enterprise Eloy, AZ 

July 24, 2009 Hidalgo County Herald Hidalgo County, NM 

July 24, 2009 Las Cruces Bulletin Las Cruces, NM 

July 24, 2009 Sierra County Sentinel Sierra County, NM 

July 27, 2009 Mountain Mail Socorro, NM 

August 1, 2009 The Oracle Oracle, AZ 

August 8, 2009 El Defensor Chieftain Socorro County, NM 

4.2.2. Noticing of Scoping for Expanded Study Area 

Responding to public comments received through the initial scoping period to consider 
transmission routing away from the Rio Grande corridor and the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge (NWR), the BLM chose to expand the project’s study area eastward. The 
expanded study area includes land to the south and east of, and including, the WSMR (Figure 2). 

Public noticing of the scoping meetings for the expanded study area was accomplished through 
the distribution of a BLM news release, project newsletter, and display ads in local newspapers.  

Newsletter #2, October 2009, provided an overview of the project, a summary of the comments 
received from the initial scoping period, and the announcement of three additional public scoping 
meetings to address the expanded study area. As with Newsletter #1, a pre-addressed comment 
form was enclosed. A copy of Newsletter #2 and the BLM news release is included in 
Appendix F. 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 11 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

The newsletter and enclosure were direct mailed on October 7, 2009 to the entire project mailing 
list of approximately 1,800 contacts. The recipients, in addition to the original mailing list, 
included those individuals and organizations that commented on the SunZia Project during the 
initial scoping period or requested to be added to the project mailing list.  
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Figure 2 Initial and Expanded Study Areas
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Paid display advertisements announcing the time, date, and location of the three additional public 
scoping meetings were placed in local newspapers within the project’s expanded study area by 
the Applicant approximately 7 days prior to the scoping meetings. The newspaper publications 
are listed in Table 5, with copies available in Appendix G. 

Table 5 Newspaper Display Advertisement: 
Announcement of Additional Scoping Meetings 

Publication Date Newspaper Geographic Target 
October 14, 2009 Las Cruces Sun-News Las Cruces, NM 

October 15, 2009 Alamogordo Daily News Alamogordo, NM 

October 15, 2009 Fort Bliss Monitor Ft. Bliss, TX 

October 15, 2009 Las Cruces Sun-News Las Cruces, NM 

October 15, 2009 Lincoln County News Carrizozo, NM 

October 15, 2009 Missile Ranger White Sands Missile Range, NM 

October 16, 2009 El Paso Times (Northeast Zone) El Paso, TX/Southwestern NM 

October 16, 2009 Las Cruces Bulletin Las Cruces, NM 

October 22, 2009 The Hollogram Holloman Air Force Base, NM 

Concurrently, the BLM issued a news release on October 7, 2009, announcing the expanded 
study area and additional scoping meetings. The BLM also provided an update to the project 
website. 

4.3. Scoping Meetings 

4.3.1. Initial Scoping Meetings 

The BLM conducted nine initial scoping meetings that were attended by 243 members of the 
public. The scoping meetings were held in an open house format during evening hours (5:00 p.m. 
to 8:00 p.m.), Mondays through Thursdays. A summary is presented in Table 6. 
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Table 6 Initial Scoping Meetings 

Meeting Date Location Public in Attendance1 
Arizona Communities 

June 22, 2009 
Santa Cruz Valley Union High School 
900 N. Main Street 
Eloy, AZ 

16 

June 23, 2009 
Oracle Community Center 
685 American Avenue 
Oracle, AZ 

39 

June 24, 2009 
Manor House Convention Center 
415 E. Highway 70 
Safford, AZ 

30 

June 29, 2009 
Valley Telephone Company 
752 E. Maley 
Willcox, AZ 

21 

New Mexico Communities 

June 30, 2009 
Special Events Center 
504 2nd Street 
Lordsburg, NM 

13 

July 1, 2009 
Mimbres Valley Special Events Center 
2300 E. Pine Street 
Deming, NM 

31 

July 7, 2009 
NM Institute of Mining and Technology 
801 Leroy Place 
Socorro, NM 

26 

July 8, 2009 
Carrizozo Municipal Schools 
800 Avenue D 
Carrizozo, NM 

52 

July 9, 2009 
Elephant Butte Inn 
401 Highway 195 
Elephant Butte, NM 

15 

Total Attendees 243 
1Members of the public for purposes of this report exclude project-related individuals (e.g., BLM resource specialists, Applicant 
staff and project engineer, EIS contractor personnel, and cooperating agency representatives.) 

4.3.2. Expanded Study Area – Additional Scoping Meetings 

To accommodate the scoping process for the expanded study area, the BLM conducted three 
scoping meetings that were attended by 58 members of the public. The scoping meetings were 
held in an open house format during evening hours (5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.), Mondays through 
Thursdays. A summary is presented in Table 7. 
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Table 7 Additional Scoping Meetings 

Meeting Date Location Public in Attendance1 

October 26, 2009 
Court Youth Center 
402 West Court Avenue 
Las Cruces, NM 88005 

29 

October 27, 2009 
First National Bank 
414 Tenth Street 
Alamogordo, NM 

17 

October 28, 2009 
Chaparral High School 
800 County Line Drive 
Chaparral, NM 88081 

12 

Total Attendees 58 
1Members of the public for purposes of this report exclude project-related individuals (e.g., BLM resource specialists, Applicant 
staff and project engineer, EIS contractor personnel, and cooperating agency representatives.) 

An open house approach was selected to allow ample opportunity for the public to discuss their 
issues and concerns with project staff in one-on-one communications. Exhibits were prepared 
and organized in stations around the meeting room to display project information. A GIS 
specialist, with a PC equipped with aerial mapping capabilities and a 19-inch color monitor, was 
stationed at each meeting to permit meeting attendees to view their areas of interest in relation to 
the proposed project route and alternatives.  

The following meeting materials were available to scoping meeting attendees: 

 Scoping packet – newsletter, BLM scoping letter (initial scoping only), comment form 
 Welcome sheet 
 NOI 
 Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMF) summary 

Copies of the materials, excluding the scoping packets which are available in Appendices C and 
F, are available in Appendix H. 

Attendees were encouraged by project staff to comment on the proposed project in writing by: 

 submitting a comment form before leaving the scoping meeting 
 speaking with the attending court reporter 
 submitting a comment online at the BLM project website at 

http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty.html 
 submitting a comment by mail 

4.4. Public Agency Actions 

Although not part of the formal scoping process, it should be recognized that a number of public 
agencies have adopted resolutions concerning the proposed project in response to the NOI. As of 
November 27, 2009, resolutions were adopted by the following jurisdictions: 
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 City of Deming 
 Hidalgo County 
 Sierra County 
 Socorro County 

In general, the resolutions stated general support for the proposed project. Resolutions adopted 
by both the counties of Hidalgo and Socorro also identified a transmission line routing 
preference that would cross the Rio Grande in the vicinity of Arrey, NM, and then continue 
along the western border of WSMR to Highway 380.  

Copies of the resolutions are available in Appendix I. 

4.5. Next Steps 

The results of this scoping report form a basis for the project alternatives that will be further 
analyzed in the Draft EIS by the project team. When the Draft EIS is available for public review, 
the BLM will issue a Notice of Availability (NOA). The NOA will initiate a 90-day comment 
period. The BLM will hold a public hearing(s) on the Draft EIS if there is (a) substantial 
environmental controversy concerning the proposed action, (b) substantial interest in holding a 
public hearing, or (c) a request for a hearing by another federal agency with jurisdiction over the 
proposed action. Following the 90-day comment period for the circulation of the Draft EIS, the 
BLM will review the comments received, respond to any substantive comments (individually or 
collectively), and publish the Final EIS (incorporating responses to comments.) An NOA will be 
issued by the BLM in the Federal Register announcing the availability of the Final EIS. The 
Final EIS will circulate for 30 days prior to the BLM making a decision on the proposed project. 
Following this 30-day period and upon determining that the Final EIS meets the standards for 
EIS adequacy, the BLM and any cooperating agencies may adopt the EIS. Once adopted, a ROD 
is issued that either approves or denies the proposed action.  

This EIS process and its associated time frames for the SunZia Project are summarized in 
Figure 3. 

 
Figure 3 EIS Process Timeline 
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5. COOPERATING AGENCIES AND TRIBAL CONSULTATION 

5.1. Cooperating Agencies 

The BLM NMSO is the federal lead agency for the proposed project EIS. 

Each of the following agencies has been invited by the BLM to participate as a cooperating 
agency: 

 The Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) 
 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
 New Mexico State Land Office (NMSLO) 
 Arizona State Land Department (ASLD) 
 White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) 
 Fort Bliss  
 Holloman Air Force Base (Holloman AFB) 
 Arizona Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) 
 New Mexico Department of Game and Fish (NMDGF) 
 Native American tribes (23 tribes – see Section 4.3 Tribal Consultation) 

As of November 27, 2009, each of the following agencies has agreed to participate as a 
cooperating agency in the SunZia Project EIS: 

 USACE 
 NMSLO 
 ASLD 
 WSMR 
 AZGFD 

Copies of letters of invitation and acceptance are available in Appendix J.  

5.2. State Agency Cultural Resources Consultation 

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the federal 
lead agency and cooperating federal agencies are required to consider the effects of the agencies’ 
undertakings on properties listed in or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. 
Eligible properties can include a diversity of archaeological, historical, and traditional cultural 
resources. The Code of Regulations (CFR) of Protection of Historic Properties (36 CFR 800) 
implement Section 106 and define a process for federal agencies to use in consulting with State 
Historic Preservation Officers and other interested parties as they assess the effects of their 
undertakings.  

Pursuant to those regulations, the BLM will send letters to initiate consultation to the State 
Historic Preservation Officers of New Mexico and Arizona. 
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5.3. Tribal Consultation 

The BLM has contacted 23 Native American tribes (those officially recognized by the federal 
government) whose reservations are within the project area, or that claim cultural affiliation with 
the project area, to inform them of the project and to inquire of their interest in the project. A list 
of these tribes follows: 

 Hopi Tribe 
 San Carlos Apache Tribe 
 Tohono O’odham Nation 
 Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 
 Gila River Indian Community 
 Ak-Chin Indian Community 
 White Mountain Apache 
 Tonto Apache Tribe 
 Yavapai-Apache Nation 
 Pascua Yaqui Tribe 
 Comanche Indian Tribe 
 Fort Sill Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
 Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma 
 Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
 Ysleta del Sur Pueblo 
 Mescalero Apache Tribe 
 Pueblo of Isleta 
 Navajo Nation 
 Alamo Chapter, Navajo Nation 
 Pueblo of Acoma 
 Pueblo of Laguna 
 Pueblo of Zuni 

A copy of the tribal consultation letter and complete tribal contact information are available in 
Appendix K. 

Also, in recognition of the special relationship with the United States government, the BLM will 
consult with the appropriate tribal governments at an official, executive level consultation 
(government-to-government), in accordance with the NHPA. The BLM will provide 
opportunities for government officials of federally recognized American Indian tribes to 
comment on and to participate in the preparation of the EIS. The BLM will consider comments, 
notify consulted tribes of final decisions, and inform them of how their comments were 
addressed in those decisions. At a minimum, officials of federally recognized tribal governments 
will be offered the same level of involvement as state and county officials. Coordination will 
begin before official notifications are made. Coordination will address (1) consistency with tribal 
plans, as appropriate, and (2) observance of specific planning coordination authorities (including 
Section 101(d)(6) of the NHPA, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Executive Order 
13007 [Indian Sacred Sites], and Executive Order 12898 [Environmental Justice]). The tribes 
contacted were identified through the internal scoping process. Further, the initial tribal 
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consultation letters prepared by the BLM included an invitation to these tribes to participate as 
cooperating agencies in the SunZia Project EIS. 

The following tribal consultation meetings have occurred to date: 

 Arizona Four Southern Tribes – July 21, 2009 
Tohono O’odham Nation and the Ak-Chin Indian Community representatives were 
present; however, the Gila River and Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Communities 
were not represented. 

 Pueblo of Zuni – August 13, 2009 
 Pueblo of Isleta – August 25, 2009 
 Fort Sill, Mescalero, and San Carlos Apache Tribes – October 16, 2009 

Tribal consultation by the BLM is an ongoing effort throughout the EIS process. Through the 
government-to-government consultation process, the BLM may obtain additional data regarding 
Traditional Cultural Properties and other locations of concern to be considered in the EIS. The 
tribal consultation process for the proposed SunZia Project will be addressed in the EIS. 
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6. COMMENTS RECEIVED AND ANALYSIS 

Per CEQ NEPA regulations (1501.8), it is through the scoping process that the lead agency will 
(a) determine the scope and significant issues to be analyzed in depth in the EIS and (b) identify 
and eliminate from detailed study the issues which are not significant, narrowing the discussion 
of such issues to a brief presentation in the EIS as to why they will not have a significant effect 
on the human environment. In brief, the scoping comments must be reviewed to determine which 
issues are or are not significant in the context of NEPA and conducting an EIS. 

For the SunZia Project, all comments were reviewed. Comments identified for consideration in 
development of the EIS must relate to one of the following categories: 

 Project purpose and need 

 Alternative development – comments indicating another alternative should be evaluated 

 Alternative description and mitigation measures – comments suggesting modifications to 
already defined alternatives to reduce or avoid potential impacts 

 Effects analysis – comments specifying concerns over the effects on resources or 
suggesting effects to be considered and disclosed 

6.1. Scoping Comments Submitted 

6.1.1. Initial Scoping Period 

By the close of the initial scoping comment period on August 28, 2009, the following comments 
were submitted to the BLM: 

Source Comments Received 
Scoping meeting submittals 69 

Mailed comment form/letter 154 

Electronic submittal 414 

TOTAL 637 
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6.1.2. Expanded Study Area  

By the close of the scoping comment period on November 27, 2009 for the expanded study area, 
the following comments were submitted to the BLM: 

Source Comments Received 
Scoping Meeting Submittals 7 

Mailed Comment Form/Letter 67 

Electronic Submittal 128 

TOTAL 202 

6.2. Comment Processing Methodology 

All comments received during the final scoping period were entered and managed in a comment 
tracking database system. Each comment was entered into the database, reviewed for content, 
and then coded by issue categories (with many comments receiving more than one issue code). A 
list of issue categories for the proposed SunZia Project is presented in Table 8. Key issues per 
category are summarized in Section 5.4 of this document. 

Table 8 Categorization of Comments by Code 

Code Category Code Category 
010.00 Purpose and Need  044.00 Private Lands/Property Values 

020.00 Engineering/Design  045.00 Access 

030.00 Corridor Alignment/Alternatives  046.00 Military Considerations 

 031.00 Avoid/Concerns for Area 050.00 Scenic/Visual/Landscape Character 

  031.01 Eloy 060.00 Recreation 

  031.02 San Pedro River Valley 070.00 Biological Resources 

  031.03 Galiuro Wilderness  071.00 Waterfowl/Migratory Birds 

  031.04 Sunset Mountain  072.00 Other Wildlife 

  031.05 Sulphur Springs Valley  073.00 Aquatic 

  031.06 Aravaipa/Klondyke  074.00 Vegetation/Grasslands 

  031.07 Cluff Ranch  075.00 Invasive Species 

  031.08 Mount Graham/Safford 080.00 Water Resources 

  031.09 I-191 South of Safford 090.00 Cultural Resources 

  031.10 Deming 100.00 Airspace 

  031.11 
Bosque del Apache NWR/ 
San Antonio 110.00 Noise/Interference 

  031.12 Rio Grande Corridor 120.00 EMF/Electrical Effects 

  032.00 Use Existing Linear Corridor 130.00 Economics 

 033.00 Modifications to Alignment 140.00 Social Issues 

040.00 Land Use 150.00 Environmental Justice 

 041.00 Agency Land Management Plan 160.00 Other NEPA Issues 

 042.00 Wilderness   165.00 Extend Scoping Comment Period 

 043.00 Grazing/Ranching   
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6.3. Comments Summary  

A total of 839 comments were submitted by agencies, organizations, and individuals.2 These 
comments are compiled in Appendices L through M.  

Agencies and organizations providing comments are listed below: 

6.3.1. Federal Agencies 

 United States Department of the Interior  
 Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge  
 USFWS – Region 2 

 Department of Defense 
 Arizona Air National Guard 
 Cannon Air Force Base 
 Fort Bliss 
 Fort Huachuca 
 Holloman AFB 
 Kirtland AFB 
 WSMR 

6.3.2. State Agencies 

 AZGFD 
 Arizona Department of Environmental Quality Water Quality Division  
 Arizona State Parks 
 NMDGF 
 Arizona Department of Transportation, Safford District 

6.3.3. Local Agencies 

 Pima County, Arizona  
 City of Eloy, Arizona 
 Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District, New Mexico 
 Otero County, New Mexico 

                                                 
2 The Wilderness Society (TWS) established an online automated comment response form for members to submit in 
response to the proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. Approximately 16,000 responses were thus 
generated and compiled by TWS, then submitted to the BLM. The TWS response form included the following issue 
categories: 010.00 Purpose and Need, 020.00 Engineering/Design, 030.00/031.00/031.11 and 031.12 Corridor 
Alignments/Alternatives Avoid/Concerns for Bosque del Apache/San Antonio and the Rio Grande Corridor, 032.00 
Use Existing Linear Corridor, 0420.00 Wilderness, 071.00 Waterfowl/Migratory Birds, and 140.00 Social Issues. 
The TWS member responses are included in the project comment database as comment ID No. 0828 (available in 
Appendix M.)  
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6.3.4. Organizations 

 Aravaipa Property Owners Association 
 Arizona Archaeological Council 
 Arizona Native Plant Society 
 Blue Goose Alliance 
 Continental Divide Trail Alliance 
 Cascabel Hermitage Association 
 Cascabel Working Group 
 Center for Biological Diversity 
 Center for Desert Archaeology 
 Corona Public Schools 
 Duke Energy 
 Earth Justice 
 Electrical District #2 
 Energy Capital Partners 
 Eureka Springs Property Owners Association 
 Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 
 Frio Ridge Energy Development Association, LLC 
 Frio Ridge Landowner Association 
 Gila Conservation Coalition 
 Gila Resource Information Project 
 Jaguar Habitat Campaign 
 National Trust for Historic Preservation 
 New Mexico Archeological Council 
 New Mexico Gas Company 
 Natural Resources Defense Council 
 National Trust for Historic Properties  
 Redington Natural Resources Conservation District 
 Rio Grande Agricultural Land Trust 
 Sonoran Institute 
 Socorro Electric Cooperative 
 Salt River Project (SRP) 
 The Gamez Cemetery 
 The Nature Conservancy 
 The Peyote Way Church 
 The Wilderness Society 
 University of New Mexico 
 Windmill Ranches Home Owners Association 
 Winkelman Natural Resources Conservation District 

6.4. Summary of Comments  

This section provides a general overview of the public scoping comments received. The issues 
listed herein are main points distilled from all of the comments received and summarized by 
issue category. 
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An expanded version of the comments per issue category is provided in Appendix L. This 
accounting of comments was excerpted directly from written comments, with only minor edits 
for grammatical and/or clarification purposes. Duplicate comments per issue category are not 
included. 

Appendix M presents each comment in its entirety as submitted. 

6.4.1. Proponent’s Purpose and Need (Code 010.00) 

Per Section 1502.13 of CEQ NEPA regulations, the EIS must explain “the underlying purpose 
and need to which the [Lead] agency is responding in proposing the alternatives, including the 
proposed action.” 

 The proposed project is necessary in the shift to renewable energy resource generation 

 Renewable energy is needed to address growing concern over greenhouse gases and 
climate change and serves the national and public interest 

 Alternative energy is necessary to develop national energy independence 

 The project is not needed as a reduction in energy consumption would serve the West’s 
energy needs 

 Decentralization of energy production negates the need for a new interstate transmission 
line 

 Energy production should be accomplished locally – solar energy produced in Arizona 
should be delivered to Arizonans, wind power in New Mexico should be delivered to 
New Mexicans, and California needs to provide energy for Californians 

6.4.2. Engineering/Design (Code 020.00) 

 Line burial would protect all concerned (farmers, birds, other wildlife) and prevent visual 
impacts  

 Constructing the project in mountainous terrain should be avoided – difficult 
construction, expensive, environmentally degrading, and undesirable for maintenance 
activity. Difficult terrain is a major reason why there are no roads or transmission lines 
presently crossing this area 

 Any concern about placing lines where they could in a storm come down and ignite the 
gas lines? 

 Construct lines/structures big enough and obtain enough right-of-way big enough for 
future expansion 
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 Design and construction of transmission line structures should be done in a manner 
limiting potential avian impacts – install bird diverter devices and lighting, no use of guy 
lines, bury transmission lines 

 Consider using superconductor and alternative technologies for line burial  

6.4.3. Corridor Alignment/Alternatives (Code 030.00) 

 Expand range of alternatives to include route south then east of WSMR, thus avoiding the 
Rio Grande Corridor and the Bosque del Apache NWR in the vicinity of San Antonio, 
New Mexico 

 Include an alternative that avoids all impacts to special status species 

 The DEIS must provide a meaningful range of alternatives that avoid significant impacts 

 A No Build alternative should be considered that analyzes reducing the need for a new 
transmission line through localized, small renewable energy systems and real 
conservation measures to be implemented by providers of energy 

6.4.3.1. Avoid/Concerns for Area (Code 031.00) 

 In general, avoid wilderness areas and wildlife habitat 

 Concerns for potential routing through Windmill Ranches near Carrizozo, New Mexico 

 Concern for the disruption of Oracle’s (Arizona) small-town, rural feel 

6.4.3.1.1. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Eloy (Code 031.01) 

 Place lines on east side of Picacho Mountains to avoid impacts to development and visual 
resources  

 Coordinate placement with Tucson Electric Power’s Tortolita-to-Pinal Central line east of 
Picacho Mountains 

 City of Eloy and Pinal County have adopted resolutions for transmission line siting to 
occur east of Picacho Mountains 

6.4.3.1.2. Avoid/Concerns for Area – San Pedro River Valley (Code 031.02) 

 Avoid Cascabel and river valley area to avoid impacts to Arizona’s only free-flowing 
river and its ecosystem, including listed endangered species habitat 
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 Concern for impacts to conservation properties managed by one or more of the following: 
The Nature Conservancy (TNC), BLM, AZGFD, U.S. Forest Service (USFS) 

 Some landowners have existing conservation easements 

 Placement of transmission lines should avoid impacting Cascabel private airport 

 Threats to visual resources could impact business owners (ranchers, photographers and 
filmmakers, museum-movie set) and livelihoods 

 The river valley has been identified as a wildlife corridor 

 Project access and maintenance roads will create opportunities for off-roaders to invade 
the wilderness 

 Project would interfere with institutional and physical conditions established by the BLM 
and USFS to allow natural burns to run their course for ecological health 

 Remove the Saguaro-Oracle-San Manuel route from consideration 

 Placement of lines here could affect SRP off-site mitigation lands in the valley 

6.4.3.1.3. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Galiuro Wilderness (Code 031.03) 

 Avoid all routes identified crossing the Galiuro Mountains, a region where wildlife and 
the human experience of wilderness have benefited from the almost total lack of through 
roads. The unintended effect would be an significant increase in off-road travel 

 Project would interfere with institutional and physical conditions, established by the 
BLM and USFS, to allow natural burns to run their course for ecological health 

 Collocating project with existing All-American Pipeline through southern Galiuro 
Mountains (through Muleshoe Ranch) is not problem-free. While the collocation is 
favored by the county, and normally supported by TNC, this corridor is problematic as a 
source of erosion, unauthorized off-road vehicle traffic, and invasive plant dispersal  

 Construction of maintenance roads should not be permitted 

 Running power lines and its associated services through this area is not necessary and is 
contrary to the conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards 

 Locating the project through environmentally sensitive areas will negate the value of 
green power 

 Remove this route from consideration 
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6.4.3.1.4. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Sunset Mountain (Code 031.04) 

 Sunset Mountain has nondenominational Christian religious significance and should be 
avoided 

 Transmission lines will disturb the mountain’s and nearby canyon’s wildlife and pristine 
scenic beauty  

 The huge easement and access road is believed to increase human activity and traffic 
immensely, thus endangering animals and children and increasing vandalism and crime 

6.4.3.1.5. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Sulphur Springs Valley (Code 031.05) 

 Route would disrupt area wildlife (pronghorn, Ornate box turtles, and Sandhill cranes.) 

 Route will negatively affect visual and land resources for visitors to the Coronado 
National Forest 

6.4.3.1.6. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Aravaipa/Klondyke (Code 031.06) 

 Would severely impact visual resources and rare serenity 

 Access created by construction of project maintenance roads would result in harm to 
wildlife, propagation of invasive species, and harassment to livestock 

 Property owners purposefully located in the area to get away from the sight of 
transmission lines and other signs of urbanization 

 Erosion from power line construction in the watershed upstream of Aravaipa Canyon 
would likely cause additional sedimentation that degrades one of the most important 
native fish habitats in the Southwest 

 Aravaipa Valley is prone to severe flooding and could affect the proposed transmission 
lines 

 Would damage numerous archaeological sites 

 Would negatively affect ranchers, hikers, visitors, campers, and hunters by ruining area’s 
rugged beauty and tranquility 

 If lines must be sited here, they must be buried 

 Project is not “green” if it goes through and impacts the pristine wilderness 

 Use existing power line corridors to avoid Aravaipa Valley and Klondyke 
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6.4.3.1.7. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Cluff Ranch (Code 031.07) 

 The proposed routed would conflict with AZGFD Management Plan for Cluff Ranch by 
potentially decreasing wildlife and recreation values 

 Need to consider prehistoric cultural sites 

 Would impact present and future generations use for public hunting, fishing, wildlife 
viewing, education, and other wildlife oriented recreation 

6.4.3.1.8. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Mt. Graham/Safford (Code 031.08) 

 Would adversely affect Safford’s tourism industry by hurting the visual aesthetics of the 
nearby mountain ranges and designated forest 

 Would increase access for unauthorized off-road travel, thereby increasing pollution and 
vandalism and damaging the ecosystem 

 Project would hurt property values 

 Would violate Indian ruins and burial grounds 

6.4.3.1.9. Avoid/Concerns for Area – I-191 South of Safford (Code 031.09) 

 Transmission line should not parallel I-191 to avoid close proximity to residences and 
monastery 

 Would cause visual impacts 

 Instead, place parallel to I-10 and skirt Mt. Graham on western side 

 Place along existing utility corridor away from homes 

6.4.3.1.10. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Deming (Code 031.10) 

 Town has enough issues without adding unsightly transmission towers 

 Siting should be north of Deming to avoid impacts to tourism 

6.4.3.1.11. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge/San 
Antonio (Code 031.11) 

 Avoid the Bosque del Apache NWR at all costs due to impacts to migratory birds and 
special status species – or bury the line there 
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 Lines running across the Rio Grande at San Antonio would plow through two Wilderness 
Study Areas (WSA) and violate the intent of the Wilderness Act 

 The impact of establishing transmission lines in this area would be deleterious to the 
area’s tourist industry (the NWR has an estimated economic impact of $4.3 million) that 
relies on the migration spectacle that is dependent on an unmarred viewscape and an 
obstruction-free flyway  

 The proposed transmission lines will ruin the viewscape of the Socorro Valley and the 
refuge 

 There are too many transmission lines running across Highway 25 between San Antonio 
and the Rio Grande River  

 It would be better to run the lines east of the Bosque del Apache NWR along the western 
boundary of the WSMR to avoid the Rio Grande River corridor and the migratory flyway 

 Avoid San Antonio by dropping the line through the WSMR and Armendaris Ranch 
along the County Road 153, which has public access 

 Rights-of-way, traffic for maintenance would disrupt crop production in the rural farming 
community 

 Prehistoric Indian pueblo ruins dot the west bank of the Rio Grande and would 
unavoidably damage artifacts 

 The project would affect other nearby designated waterfowl areas and refuges 

 The Middle Rio Grande habitat is already in decline due to urbanization, water use, 
invasive species, and other changes in land use – this project would further degrade the 
area 

 Cutting diagonally across the WSMR northwestern boundary (minimal use of military 
lands) to spare the NWR is reasonable since the area has already taken a horrific beating 
– not much left to spoil there 

 The transmission lines will hurt property values. Since there is no obvious economic 
benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with 
this project 

 BLM land in the area contains very fragile soil (gyp, alkaline) – when the crust is broken 
it erodes constantly and results in permanent damage 

6.4.3.1.12. Avoid/Concerns for Area – Rio Grande River Corridor (Code 031.12) 

 Keep lines out of migratory path of the Rio Grande by following the I-10, going south of 
the WSMR then up the eastern WSMR border 
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 Cross at Derry then head east through BLM land and then north through the WSMR, thus 
avoiding Willow Fly Catcher and Silvery Minnow habitat and the north-south migratory 
corridor 

 The central Rio Grande River valley is one of the few places left where farming can be 
done and where it is beautiful and where people can travel to see pleasing vistas 

 An alternate route passing through a remote portion of the WSMR can have minimal 
impact on their operations and serve to avoid impacts to the NWR, migratory, and WSAs 

6.4.3.2. Use Existing Linear Corridor (Code 032.00) 

 Support for a route that has existing road access, existing transmission lines, and is not 
environmentally sensitive [Aravaipa] 

 Avoid siting in open spaces [Aravaipa] and erect the line(s) where other transmission 
lines already exist, such as along the I-10 

 A preferable alternative would be to use the existing 345kV alignment from Vail to the 
Winchester Substation 

 Go along I-10 instead of I-25 to avoid the Bosque 

 Avoid alternatives through the San Pedro and Aravaipa valleys by siting in/along existing 
utility corridor east of Highway 191 

 Suggest using existing corridors as much as possible to minimize disturbance to more 
pristine areas and also make construction and maintenance easier  

 Much of the proposed route in this area has never had an infrastructure corridor, and 
much of it has never even had a dirt road. There are alternative routes that already have 
the impact of roads and infrastructure 

 The Arizona Corporation Commission’s designation of the route with a permanent 
Certificate of Environmental Compatibility Corridor was granted before 1972 when 
supporting data would be deemed inadequate using current standards – its consideration 
as an existing corridor is questionable  

 Why not locate along existing transmission corridors since the viewsheds are already 
destroyed? 

 In relation to the Continental Divide Trail, the identified alternative route that would 
locate the proposed transmission lines near the I-10 corridor in Hidalgo County through 
Lordsburg, New Mexico, appears preferable 
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 Add a transmission line alternative in Arizona that follows the I-10 corridor westward 
and either (a) goes through Tucson northward to Pinal Central, and/or (b) skirts Tucson in 
its entirety to the south then proceeds northward to Pinal Central 

6.4.3.3. Modifications to Alignment (Code 033.00) 

 Fragmentation of the Nutt Grassland would be minimized if the proposed route were 
moved to follow the existing corridor for New Mexico State Highway 27 

 Although not preferred, a route at least 2-3 miles east of the San Pedro River may well be 
acceptable to minimize impacts to residences 

6.4.4. Land Use (Code 040.00) 

 The project would greatly affect the unique wildlife as well as the lifestyles of humans 
living and visiting here – it would negatively affect how people come to view their 
relationship to the land around them and how they come to feel about where they live 

 Opposition to this project if any of the BLM managed Public Lands in Sierra County are 
to become restricted or withdrawn from any and all present or future mining activities 

 In the Corona, New Mexico area, property owners feel that they would rather see wind 
farms and transmission lines than subdivisions, and ranches are no longer sustainable 
under agriculture 

 Transmission lines should not pass through undeveloped areas – these areas need to be 
saved 

 Keeping the lines on BLM and state lands seems like a good idea as there would be fewer 
people impacted 

 People who once lived in small communities will now have to unfairly share a burden of 
living under or near large power lines, mostly for cities miles and miles away 

6.4.4.1. Agency Land Management Plan (Code 041.00) 

 Since neither the Aravaipa Ecosystem Management Plan nor the BLM Safford District 
Resource Management Plan designated the proposed or alternative routes as utility 
corridors, AND since the lands between the Aravaipa Ecosystem Management Plan and 
the Coronado National Forest (Galiuro Mountains) were designated for BLM acquisition 
due to their high resource values, the transmission line routes are not suitable 

 Consider the project in the context of federal, state, and local area planning – specifically, 
on public lands along with any proposed Resource Management Plan amendments, the 
DEIS must consider how the piecemeal designation of a new energy corridor in this area 
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may undermine long-term planning given that many of the Resource Management Plans 
at issue are outdated 

6.4.4.2. Wilderness (Code 042.00) 

 Transmission lines that will invade that environmentally sensitive pristine virgin land 
defeats the purpose of “clean energy” 

 Should pursue a Congressional “exception” to the Antelope Wilderness Study Area to 
permit proposed transmission lines along eastern edge since the BLM doesn’t think its 
wilderness values qualify for a congressionally designated Wilderness 

 Undeveloped lands adjoining designated wilderness areas (e.g., Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness Area) should be considered valuable wilderness, and thus avoided 

 It is particularly troubling for any route that crosses the Galiuro Mountains, a region 
where wildlife and the human experience of wilderness have benefitted from the almost 
total lack of through roads 

 The proposed and alternative routes will bisect the ecoregional conservation area known 
as the "Bosque Wilderness Area" (please note: this is not a federal designation) 

6.4.4.3. Grazing and Ranching (Code 043.00) 

 The transmission lines, width of associate rights-of-way, and traffic from new access 
roads will interfere with ranching operations 

 The lines will pose health hazard to the ranchers who have to work around them as they 
take care of their stock and the land on which their stock depends 

 Ranchers should be very carefully considered on (1) disruption of grazing, (2) loss related 
to cattle being displaced by helicopter movement, (3) consider gates, rights of way, etc. 

 We lease grass (grazing rights) from the BLM – will we be compensated from the loss of 
feed? 

6.4.4.4. Private Lands/Property Values (Code 044.00) 

 We purchased the land with our life savings due to the incredible views and untouched 
desert. Please do not ruin our plans and dreams for the future 

 People do not care to look at a view of high voltage transmission lines and towers, nor do 
they care to live near them – property values will decline in the immediate area 
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 The currently proposed alternative route through the San Pedro River valley is a very 
poor and destructive choice – many living in this area would lose their homes, their land, 
and their livelihood 

 There are people that live all over the United States who plan to retire in central New 
Mexico who would be affected by the impact to their views and the noise 

 Many Corona, New Mexico ranchers are eager to lease their land for the project for the 
potential earnings  

6.4.4.5. Access (Code 045.00) 

 Project will cause habitat fragmentation due to the proposed line as well as the roads that 
would be put in place for construction and maintenance of the line 

 New roads built alongside the lines would make easy access for many more people to 
invade and impair the wilderness (vehicular traffic leading to soil erosion, air pollution, 
noise pollution) 

 Linear disturbance features such as utility corridors become avenues for the spread of 
invasive plant species 

 Use existing utility corridors to avoid the need for new access roads 

 Public recreational access to the SunZia transmission corridor should be allowed without 
locked gates on public lands 

6.4.4.6. Military Considerations (Code 046.00) 

 The project poses potential impacts to Department of Defense airspace operations, 
weapons systems testing, and ground maneuver training 

 Potential conflict with WSMR microwave activities, security projects, and evacuations 

 To avoid impacts to the Bosque del Apache NWR, the town of San Antonio, and the 
migratory flyway: 

  Go through WSMR 
  Go south around WSMR 
  Go along the western border of WSMR 

 The project could infringe upon existing military co-use agreement(s) with private land 
owners for the right to use the airspace over ranches 

6.4.5. Scenic/Visual/Landscape Character (Code 050.00) 

 Transmission wires and towers will ruin the viewscape for residents 
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 Placement of the corridors in wilderness areas will spoil the experience for recreationists 

 A marred viewscape will negatively impact ecotourism and filming/photography 
businesses dependent upon a pristine landscape 

 New transmission lines and their towers will obstruct the sky thus affecting the stargazing 
opportunities. 

 The power lines should be kept from public view as much as possible, thus avoid 
placement along highways.  

6.4.6. Recreation (Code 060.00) 

 Placement of the corridors in wilderness areas will decrease the recreational values for 
bird watchers, hikers, campers, hunters, and the casual visitor 

 Need to limit impacts to designated scenic trails 

6.4.7. Biological Resources (Code 070.00) 

 Siting conflicts between renewable energy projects and the rare and endangered resources 
should be avoided through careful planning and a robust NEPA process 

 The proposed and alternative routes would negatively affect wildlife corridors and 
increase habitat fragmentation 

6.4.7.1. Waterfowl/Migratory Birds (Code 071.00) 

 Transmission lines in the vicinity of the Rio Grande River corridor and the Bosque del 
Apache NWR would decimate migrating waterfowl (e.g., Sandhill cranes, snow geese), 
and pose a threat to the Aplomado falcons 

 Transmission lines through Sulphur Springs will negatively impact Sandhill cranes 

 Transmission wires should be clearly marked (poles equipped with perches, etc.) to avoid 
lethal collisions and/or electrocutions of raptors and other large migratory birds 

6.4.7.2. Other Wildlife (Code 072.00) 

 The project line and new roads would negatively impact Aravaipa Canyon and its 
watershed, which supports two federally threatened fish species, and all of its native fish 
species, three bird species, the desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep 

 Placement of the project through the Aravaipa ecosystem would negatively impact the 
document wildlife there: 529 plant and 353 animal species, including 233 birds, 
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50 reptiles, 48 mammals, 12 fish, and 10 amphibians. The area includes five species 
currently listed under the Endangered Species Act, 13 BLM sensitive species, and 
14 species on AZGFD's list of Wildlife of Special Concern in Arizona 

 Placement of the lines through San Pedro River valley would impact breeding habitat for 
the endangered Southwestern Willow Flycatcher 

 The transmission lines would pose hazards to raptors 

6.4.7.3. Aquatic (Code 073.00) 

 Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened fish species, the spikedace and the 
loach minnow, and is the only Arizona waterway to also have all other native fishes 
(longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker) 

 Concern for the project affecting the federally listed Silvery Minnow in the Rio Grande 
River 

6.4.7.4. Vegetation/Grasslands (Code 074.00) 

 Project needs to avoid grasslands, including Chihuahuan Desert and Nutt Grasslands 

 Coordinate plant salvage efforts with the Arizona Department of Agriculture in 
accordance with the Arizona Native Plant Law, and revegetate following the applicable 
land management agency’s guidelines 

 Aravaipa and San Pedro River valleys have important riparian habitat that would be 
affected if the proposed project were placed there 

 Unauthorized off-road vehicle travel would damage native vegetation due to new access 
roads 

6.4.7.5. Invasive Species (Code 075.00) 

 New access roads would introduce and propagate invasive species 

 Minimize the spread of invasive plant species by prompt revegetation and limit future 
access to maintenance roads 

6.4.8. Cultural Resources (Code 080.00) 

 Sunset Mountain has nondenominational Christian religious significance and should be 
avoided 
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 Sensitive archaeological resources should be avoided, with special attention in San Pedro 
and Aravaipa valleys and along the banks of the Rio Grande River 

 The history of Klondyke, Arizona should be considered a resource 

 Contrary to your poster of the Cultural and Paleontological Opportunities and Constraints 
on display at the scoping sessions, the San Pedro Valley is not a "low" area of concern. 
The BLM, BOR, TNC, Pima County, Center for Desert Archaeology, and others have 
invested heavily here because they recognize it as an area of critical environmental and 
cultural concern 

6.4.9. Water Resources (Code 090.00) 

 Erosion caused from tower construction would increase sedimentation of rivers, 
negatively impacting water quality 

 Construction of the lines in mountainous areas will negatively affect/alter watersheds and 
habitat and wildlife those watersheds support 

 The EIS analysis should also include effects on water as a result of solar development 
and population growth 

 Placement of the corridor west of the Picacho Mountains could interfere with the city of 
Eloy’s McClellan Wash Watercourse Master Plan, a nearly $1 million dollar project that 
is ongoing in an effort to implement a master flood solution for large swaths of land in 
this area 

6.4.10. Airspace (Code 100.00) 

 The project poses potential impacts to Department of Defense air operations  

 Construction of high-capacity power transmission lines, especially within 3-4 miles of the 
Cascabel Road, could seriously endanger air traffic using the private airstrip 

  [Windmill Ranches] property has been purchased with the intent to build a private 
airstrip and any nearby nighttime illumination or tall obstructions could interfere with the 
intended use  

6.4.11. Noise/Interference (Code 110.00) 

 Concern that the 500kV lines would interfere with radio reception, Mt. Graham 
Observatory operations, and pacemakers and other electronic health devices 

 Traffic for construction and maintenance would be noisy, and the access roads would 
create noise pollution from off-roaders 
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 The hum from the transmission lines will create stress for nearby residents and livestock 
and run off wildlife 

 Siting of the lines in New Mexico should be coordinated with the Long Wavelength 
Array radio telescope project to avoid radio-frequency interference 

6.4.12. Electric and Magnetic Fields/Electrical Effects (Code 120.00) 

 There needs to be further studies performed on the effects of the human and animal 
health from high-power transmission line EMFs, as existing studies are inconclusive or 
contradictory 

 Is EMF being considered as to its effect on people and animal populations? 

 Opposition to transmission lines for the resulting EMF and its effects on cancer and 
human reproductive systems 

6.4.13. Economics (Code 130.00) 

 The project should go through because it will be a positive money maker for central 
New Mexicans 

 This project would be a great opportunity for New Mexico because it would create 
revenue and jobs in a time when jobs are few and far between 

 Tourist-based businesses and economies in/along the Rio Grande and the Aravaipa and 
San Pedro River valleys will greatly suffer if these lines go through these areas  

 The proposed project will alternately (1) create a development boom in central New 
Mexico from job creation, or (2) hurt development because no one wants to live near or 
in sight of transmission lines/towers 

6.4.14. Social Issues (Code 140.00) 

 The choice to live quiet lives in remote or sparsely developed areas is unfairly threatened 
because unidentified entities seem to find it feasible and economically attractive to turn 
the remaining pristine areas of Graham County into just one more place on the way to 
urbanization and exploitation 

 It is through all the sacrifices and hard work that comes with ranching and living and 
working the land that our ranches have flourished here for four generations, and we 
intend on the same lifestyle for years with visions for the future with great pride – the 
proposed project would endanger this by marring views and creating access for more 
people and the trouble they bring  
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6.4.15. Environmental Justice (Code 150.00) 

 Consider environmental justice impacts to the residents in the San Antonio area – these 
residents’ lives will be impacted by development designed to enhance the quality of life 
for others living hundreds of miles away 

6.4.16. Other National Environmental Policy Act Issues (Code 160.00) 

 The EIS needs to take into account cumulative and indirect impacts 

 The project must address mitigation for unavoidable impacts 

 Concern for the general health and safety of residents, ranchers, livestock, and wildlife 

 Construction of new transmission corridors in undeveloped areas will only open up the 
areas for more objectionable engineering projects [cumulative impacts] 

 Need to address the temporary impacts of construction activities 

 Consider all impacts of the project in conjunction with other threats to the environment 
[cumulative impacts], including (for example) impacts to species and habitats due to 
climate change 

 Adequately evaluate all foreseeable actions connected to and cumulatively occurring 
from the proposed project that may affect cultural resources 

 New maintenance roads will encourage the use of off-road traffic potentially resulting in 
noise pollution, soil erosion, and vegetation impacts 

 The transmission line corridors would require the management of wildfire fuels under 
the lines, causing widespread negative impact in both the uplands and along the river 

 The increased risk of wildfire following the spread of invasive species in disturbed areas 

 Fugitive dust and erosion would accompany construction and operation of power lines 
and additional wind turbines 

 Address if the foreseeable cumulative impact of constructing this power line [western 
and northern routes] will be the eventual development of wind turbines to take advantage 
of this project. Those wind turbine fields will pose an even greater threat to our [Kirtland 
AFB and WSMR] training and testing missions 

 The huge increase in human activity will bring an increase in vandalism and crime 

 Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation of tall 
vegetation) of the very trees that provide habitat for endangered species, bank and 
floodplain stabilization for soil and water quality, and the valued global ecoservices of 
transpiration and carbon exchange 
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6.4.17. Extend the [Initial] Scoping Comment Period (Code 165.00) 

 Extend the [initial] scoping period from July 13, 2009, to allow more time for 
commenting following the scoping meetings [the last scoping meeting was conducted on 
July 9, 2009, in Elephant Butte, New Mexico] 
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7. ISSUES THAT WILL BE ADDRESSED 

The public scoping process identified numerous issues to be addressed in the SunZia Project EIS. 
With the exception of issue category 165.00 Extend the Scoping Comment Period, the issues 
summarized in Section 5.4 and Appendix J will be addressed within of one of the following 
major elements of the Draft EIS: 

 Purpose and Need 
 Project Description and Alternative Technologies 
 Transmission Line Routes Alternatives 
 Resource Inventory, Impacts, and Mitigation 

Issue category 165.00 Extend the [Initial] Scoping Comment Period has already been addressed 
as a matter of NEPA procedure. The proposed project’s initial 45-day scoping comment period 
was extended to a total of 90 days to allow the public and organizations sufficient opportunity to 
address their concerns relating to the purpose and need, project description, alternative 
technologies, proposed and alternative transmission line routing, and resource evaluation, 
impacts, and mitigation. 

7.1. Purpose and Need  

An EIS must explain the “underlying purpose and need to which the [Lead] Agency is 
responding in proposing the alternatives, including the proposed actions” (40 CFR 1502.13). The 
statement of the purpose and need explains why the federal agency and the project proponent are 
undertaking the proposed action and what objectives are to be achieved by that action. 
Alternatives need not be considered that do not achieve the purpose and need.  

The purpose and need for the SunZia Project will address why the project is being proposed 
(documented need for renewable energy transmission between New Mexico and Arizona) and 
what it expects to achieve (providing renewable energy resource transmission to meet states’ 
RPSs, enhance domestic energy security, etc.) 

7.2. Project Description and Alternative Technologies 

Concerns relating to AC and DC transmission technology and the physical requirements for 
transmission line construction, maintenance, and operation thereof will be addressed in the EIS 
project description. Included in this element will be a discussion regarding transmission line 
burial and/or Superconductor technologies. Technical feasibility and constructability of the 
proposed project and alternative technologies will also be introduced in this EIS element.  

Alternatives that do not meet the project’s purpose and need, or are not reasonable and feasible, 
will not be evaluated within the scope of the EIS. 
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7.3. Transmission Line Routes Alternatives 

Numerous comments were received requesting additional alternatives to be considered. NEPA 
does require a "range of alternatives" to be discussed in environmental documents. The range is 
to include all reasonable alternatives, which must be rigorously explored and objectively 
evaluated, as well as those other alternatives which are eliminated from detailed study with a 
brief discussion of the reasons for eliminating them. According to CEQ guidance memo NEPA's 
Forty Most Asked Questions, reasonable alternatives “include those that are practical or feasible 
from the technical and economic standpoint and using common sense.”3 

Notably, as a result of the initial scoping comment period and in response to comments received 
for a reasonable range of alternatives, alternative routes located to the east of the WSMR have 
been added to the project study area for consideration in the EIS. As a result, additional scoping 
to accommodate the expanded study area was implemented into the project. Further, discussions 
with the Department of Defense have been initiated and are ongoing to address the potential 
effects of the routing alternatives on military operations primarily with the WSMR, Fort Bliss, 
and Holloman AFB. While military operations in the area are broad and diverse, the key 
concerns with potential transmission line routing include: 

 Impacts to aircraft take-offs and landings at Holloman AFB 

 Airspace conflicts with low-level (200-feet above ground level) military flight training, 
including helicopters and unmanned aviation systems 

 Interference with radars, weapons defeat testing, and missile testing on and in the vicinity 
of WSMR 

 Airspace conflicts with low-level military aircraft approaching a bombing range located 
within the northwest corner of WSMR 

 Restrictions upon Ft. Bliss battalion-level training and maneuvering 

Concerns for avoiding any and all environmental impacts will be addressed as the No Action 
Alternative, which is also a required alternative under NEPA regulations.  

Through initial and ongoing meetings with BLM resource specialists, cooperating agency staff, 
and environmental organizations with pertinent resource data, siting of the proposed and 
alternative routes are being refined – transmission line segments may be added, deleted, or 
modified to address resource and engineering concerns. Substantial focus will be given to 
alternative siting in the sensitive areas in the vicinity of: Eloy, San Pedro River Valley, Galiuro 
Wilderness, Sunset Mountain, Sulphur Springs Valley, Aravaipa/Klondyke, Cluff Ranch, Mount 
Graham/Safford, Deming, Bosque del Apache NWR, Rio Grande corridor, Windmill Ranches, 
and WSMR. For example, the BLM has met with TNC and obtained GIS land use data (e.g., 
TNC conservation lands, easements, allotments) in the area of Cascabel and the lower San Pedro 

                                                 
3 NEPA's Implementing Regulations at 40 CFR 1500 – 1508. Printed in: Federal Register Vol. 46, No.55, 18026-
18038, 3/23/81 
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River Valley. This information is being analyzed by the EIS third-party contractor to recommend 
the modification of alternative routes to avoid the lands under TNC stewardship. 

Where reasonable and feasible, routing will be located using existing linear features, such as 
established utility (transmission and pipeline) and transportation (freeway and railroad) 
corridors.  

In addition to documentation in the Draft EIS, alternatives both (a) carried forward into the EIS 
for further evaluation and (b) identified but eliminated from further consideration will also be 
identified and documented in a Feasibility Siting Study published following the scoping phase of 
the project, but prior to the Draft EIS. 

7.4. Resource Inventory, Impacts, and Mitigation 

A large volume of scoping comments received concern the environmental resources within the 
study area, especially relating to: migratory birds, listed species, habitat fragmentation, 
preservation of wilderness and wilderness-like areas, cultural resources, aesthetics, private 
property/property values, and local economies. Although these key issues were frequently cited 
in the scoping comments, all resources relating to the natural, human, and cultural environment 
will be addressed in the EIS. 

First to be addressed is the identification of the environmental resources, or resource inventory. 
Scoping comments received that identified specific resources potentially affected by the 
proposed project merit further investigation. GIS data will be requested, if needed, and the 
inventory for each resource will be documented in the Draft EIS. GIS data coordination with 
TNC and the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District, for example, has been undertaken as a 
result of scoping. 

Due to the significance of the Rio Grande on migratory birds in New Mexico, as identified 
through the scoping process, a special avian study in support of the EIS has been designed. 
Further, other biological surveys, breeding season issues, and permits will be addressed in the 
biological resources section of the EIS. Any biological impacts and mitigation, in coordination 
with state and federal resource agencies, will be detailed in the EIS. 

Inventories, impacts, and mitigation to cultural resources will be addressed in the EIS. To this 
end, and as discussed in Section 4, consultation with state cultural -resource agencies and Native 
American tribes, pursuant to Section 106 of the NHPA, was initiated during project scoping. 
Section 106 consultation will be ongoing throughout the EIS process. 

Regardless of the specific resource(s) identified in any specific scoping comment, the issue of 
cumulative impacts as a result of the proposed project was reiterated. Pursuant to NEPA, all 
resource impacts – direct, indirect, and cumulative – will be addressed in the resource sections of 
the Draft EIS. Any required mitigation will also be addressed in the EIS resource sections, 
as well. 
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8. ISSUES THAT WILL NOT BE ADDRESSED 

Not all comments with issues received during the proposed project’s scoping period will be 
addressed in the development of the SunZia Project EIS. Such issues are those that fall outside of 
the scope of an EIS, or are otherwise not subject to environmental analysis. Pursuant to CEQ’s 
NEPA regulations, the scope of an EIS includes the extent of the action, the range of alternatives, 
and the types of impacts to be evaluated (40 CFR 1508.25). Thus, comments that are not focused 
on the purpose and need of the proposed action, the proposed alternatives, the assessment of the 
environmental impacts of those alternatives, and the proposed mitigation are beyond the scope of 
the EIS. 

The following out-of-scope comments (italicized) were received and will not be addressed in the 
EIS. The rationale for considering these comments out-of-scope is included. 

 Institution of a requirement for annual compliance reporting of verifiable renewable 
energy sources.  

The proposed project’s purpose and need clarifies that renewable energy sources are the 
focus. Verification requirements, however, is not within the purview of the BLM and is not 
applicable to the BLM’s decision to grant right-of-way for the project Applicant. 

 It would be better to strive to not build more power plants, and instead encourage less 
consumption (conservation). The replacement of electrical generation from fossil fuel 
sources with electrical generation from renewable sources in the Southwest [is 
favorable], but only if the large energy markets in this region are also subject to rigorous 
conservation standards [and] if [the project] is carried out in the context of rigorous 
residential and commercial energy conservation programs.  

Regional and national energy policy relating to conservation requirements are not within the 
purview of the project Applicant nor the BLM. The project proposal does not either support 
or negate the merit of energy conservation, a policy issue that is beyond the scope of 
this EIS. 

 What is needed is local-level power generation instead of interstate transmission; 
electrical power should be decentralized; energy production should be accomplished 
locally.  

As addressed in the proposed project’s purpose and need, interstate transmission specifically 
between Arizona and New Mexico is a documented need. The Applicant’s proposal is 
serving an unmet need. The project proposal does not either support or negate assertions 
relating to local-level power generation or decentralization/centralization, which is beyond 
the scope of this EIS. 

 The project should provide a direct tie into small communities.  

The Applicant’s purpose and need is to provide transmission capacity for primarily 
renewable energy sources to be delivered to utility companies. It is the role of utility 
companies (private or public) in the U.S. utility market to serve the end users in 
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communities. Service to end-users (communities) is not part of the proposed project’s 
purpose and need, and is thus outside the scope of this EIS. 

 Government money would be better invested in schools, etc.  

The proposed project has no government funding at this time. However, the issue of 
discretionary funding by governmental organizations is not within the purview of the BLM 
and is not applicable to the BLM’s decision making concerning the Applicant’s right-of-way 
grant application. Further, fiscal policy issues are not addressed within the NEPA 
regulations, and are thus out-of-scope for this EIS. 

 General for or against “vote” for the project.  

As noted in the CEQ A Citizen’s Guide to the NEPA, “Commenting is not a form of 
“voting” on an alternative. The number of negative comments an agency receives does not 
prevent an action from moving forward. Numerous comments that repeat the same basic 
message of support or opposition will typically be responded to collectively. In addition, 
general comments that state an action will have “significant environmental effects” will not 
help an agency make a better decision unless the relevant causes and environmental effects 
are explained.”4 This comment is not relevant within the context of NEPA analysis. 

 I wonder about our mental health if we live with and must always look at the "monster 
marchers" which carry high voltage. The "monsters" create a feeling of unease and 
perhaps even fear in some people. 

NEPA requires the analysis of a proposed project’s effects on the quality of the human 
environment. Per NEPA guidelines, the human environment refers to the natural and physical 
environment and the relationship of people with that environment (40 CFR 1508.14.) 
Psychological effects are not considered to be within the realm of the physical environment 
under NEPA. Thus, mental health issues are outside the scope of the EIS. 

 I am extremely opposed to all of the proposed and alternative routes. 

A general sentiment concerning the proposed project does not lend itself to the analysis of 
the potential effects on the physical environment as required under NEPA. This comment is 
not within the scope of the EIS. 

 Concerned about AC, want DC transmission line. 

The project proposes either two AC transmission lines, or one AC and one DC transmission 
line. The EIS will provide an overview of these types of transmission. However, the general 
nature of this comment does not specify what the concern is and does not provide the 
necessary context needed to address any environmental issue.  

                                                 
4 Council of Environmental Quality A Citizen’s Guide to the NEPA – Having Your Voice Heard. December 2007.  
p. 27. 
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 There are too many transmission lines running across Highway 25 between San Antonio 
and the Rio Grande River.  

The general nature of this comment does not specify what the concern is and does not 
provide the necessary context needed to address any environmental issue. However, an 
impact analysis that addresses cumulative impacts of multiple transmission lines (new and 
existing) will be included in the EIS. 

 Transmission lines that will invade that environmentally sensitive pristine virgin land 
defeats the purpose of “clean energy.” 

The nature of this comment is subjective. Development of clean energy is a matter of 
national and international policy, the merits of which are not debatable under NEPA. 
However, the effects of a renewables energy project on the physical environment will be 
addressed in the EIS. Because a project may have significant environmental effects does not 
mean the project should or should not be approved under NEPA. 

 Many Corona, New Mexico ranchers are eager to lease their land for the project for the 
potential earnings.  

In general, land use will be addressed in the project EIS. However, the acquisition of specific 
privately owned right-of-way for the construction and operation of the proposed transmission 
line is an issue for the Applicant and not the BLM.  

 I am not in favor of the proposal for the New Mexico SunZia Project. Most especially, I 
am against the so called the Mason Draw solar field. The basis for my objection to the 
location of the field is that it will be destroying valuable grassland habitat. 

The Mason Draw solar field is an unaffiliated, unrelated project to the SunZia project, and is 
thus outside the scope of the SunZia EIS. The BLM’s decision on granting right-of-way for 
the proposed transmission line project is dependent upon the particulars of the SunZia EIS 
analyses, which will evaluate any impacts to grasslands within the project’s study area. As a 
matter of process, cumulative impacts to grasslands will be included. 

 This project lends itself to the perpetuation of centralized power grids which pose a 
threat to national security. 

The purpose and need of the proposed project is to provide transmission capacity of 
renewable energy sources in New Mexico and Arizona, thereby enhancing domestic energy 
security. The merits of centralized or decentralized renewable energy transmission is not 
subject to NEPA analysis, and is thus not relevant to the BLMs’ decision to grant right-of-
way for the proposed project. 

 The SunZia Project should be buried. 

The project proponent is not considering burial of the transmission lines as an alternative. 
Excessive costs, technological and design issues, excessive ground disturbance, and 
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operation and maintenance concerns are among the factors that would make undergrounding 
the entire project infeasible.   
 
 The SunZia Project should be buried at the Rio Grande River crossing. 

The Applicant is not proposing burial of the transmission lines as an alternative to overhead 
lines for crossing the Rio Grande River. However, in response to public comments, an 
evaluation of a buried crossing of the Rio Grande River near San Antonio, New Mexico is 
being conducted and will be included as part of the engineering and environmental analysis, 
in addition to the consideration of other potential mitigation measures for the river crossings.     

 
 
 



 

 

Appendix A  Notice of Intent 
 



25764 Federal Register / Vol. 74, No. 102 / Friday, May 29, 2009 / Notices 

opportunity to request assistance under 
the Rural Water Program. No form is 
required to be filled out in order to 
submit a statement of interest. The 
statement of interest will include 
information regarding the eligibility of 
the project sponsor to participate in the 
program, whether the proposed project 
meets the program eligibility 
requirements, and the extent to which 
the proposed project meets the 
prioritization criteria. 

(3) Assistance to Conduct a Feasibility 
Study. To request technical or financial 
assistance to conduct a feasibility study, 
the project sponsor must have already 
completed an appraisal investigation. 
Since a statement of interest will have 
already been submitted, project 
sponsors seeking to conduct a feasibility 
study may simply complete a full 
proposal without having to complete 
another statement of interest. No form is 
required to be filled out in order to 
submit a full proposal. The full proposal 
will be used by Reclamation to 
determine whether the project sponsor 
is eligible to participate in the program, 
whether the proposed project meets the 
program eligibility requirements, the 
extent to which the proposed project 
meets the prioritization criteria, and to 
evaluate the proposal in general to 
determine whether it is reasonable and 
can be successful. The content of a full 
proposal will be described in detail in 
the program announcement and will 
typically include a detailed scope of 
work for the proposed study. 

Frequency: Once annually, in 
response to the program announcement. 

Respondents: States, tribes, 
municipalities, water districts, and 
other entities created under State law 
with water management authority. 

Estimated Annual Total Number of 
Potential Respondents: 185. 

Estimated Number of Responses per 
Respondent: 1.0. 

Estimated Total Number of Annual 
Responses: 56.0. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden on 
Respondents: 2,100 hours. 

Comments 
We invite your comments on: 
(a) Whether the proposed collection of 

information is necessary for the proper 
performance of our functions, including 
whether the information will have 
practical use; 

(b) The accuracy of our burden 
estimate for the proposed collection of 
information; 

(c) Ways to enhance the quality, 
usefulness, and clarity of the 
information to be collected; and 

(d) Ways to minimize the burden of 
the information collection on 

respondents, including the use of 
automated collection techniques or 
other forms of information technology. 

An agency may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is not required to 
respond to a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB 
control number. A 60-day comment 
period soliciting comments on this 
collection of information was published 
in the Federal Register (73 FR 67778, 
Nov. 17, 2008) in an interim final rule. 
No public comments were received. 

Before including your address, 
telephone number, e-mail 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. 

Roseann Gonzales, 
Director, Policy and Program Services, Bureau 
of Reclamation. 
[FR Doc. E9–12525 Filed 5–28–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–MN–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[NM–114438; AZA–35058; L51010000 
ER0000 LVRWG09G0690] 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
Possible Resource Management Plan 
Amendments for the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project in Arizona and 
New Mexico 

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

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), New Mexico State 
Office, announces its intent to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS), and by this notice is announcing 
the beginning of the scoping process 
and soliciting input on identification of 
issues and proposed planning criteria in 
response to a right-of-way application 
filed by SunZia Transmission, LLC 
(SunZia). 

DATES: Comments should be submitted 
no later than 45 days after publication 
of this Notice in the Federal Register. 
The BLM will announce public scoping 
meetings to identify relevant issues 
through local news media, newsletters, 
and the BLM Web site (see below) at 
least 15 days prior to each meeting. We 

will provide additional opportunities 
for public participation upon 
publication of the Draft EIS, including a 
90-day public comment period. 
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
or resource information by any of the 
following methods: 
Web site: http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/ 

prog/more/lands_realty.html. 
E-Mail: NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov. 
Mail: Bureau of Land Management, New 

Mexico State Office, SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project, P.O. 
Box 27115, Santa Fe, NM 87502– 
0115. 

Courier/Hand Delivery: Bureau of Land 
Management, SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project, 1474 Rodeo 
Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505. 
Documents pertinent to the right-of- 

way application may be examined at: 
Bureau of Land Management New 
Mexico State Office, Public Room, 1474 
Rodeo Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505, 
Telephone (505) 438–7471. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: For further 
information and/or to have your name 
added to the mailing list, contact Adrian 
Garcia, SunZia Southwest Transmission 
BLM Project Manager, at the New 
Mexico State Office, P.O. Box 27115, 
Santa Fe, NM 87502–0115, or by e-mail 
at NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: SunZia 
has submitted a right-of-way application 
to construct, operate, and maintain two 
new single-circuit overhead 500 kilovolt 
(kV) transmission lines originating at a 
new substation in either Socorro County 
or Lincoln County in the vicinity of 
Bingham or Ancho, New Mexico, and 
terminating at the Pinal Central 
Substation in Pinal County near 
Coolidge, Arizona. The overall 
transmission line route would be 
approximately 460 miles in length, a 
substantial part of this length on BLM 
lands, and two separate transmission 
lines would be located on BLM, State, 
and private lands. 

SunZia’s proposal is to transport 
electricity generated by power 
generation resources, including 
primarily renewable resources, to 
western power markets and load 
centers. The SunZia project would 
enable the development of renewable 
energy resources, including wind, solar, 
and geothermal generation, by creating 
access to the interState power grid in 
the Southwest and providing increased 
transfer capacity. The proposed project 
would also increase power reliability 
across the southwestern United States, 
allow communities in southern Arizona 
and southern New Mexico to 
economically access energy generated 
from renewable sources, provide power 

VerDate Nov<24>2008 17:24 May 28, 2009 Jkt 217001 PO 00000 Frm 00068 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\29MYN1.SGM 29MYN1m
st

oc
ks

til
l o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
66

 w
ith

 N
O

T
IC

E
S



25765 Federal Register / Vol. 74, No. 102 / Friday, May 29, 2009 / Notices 

to help meet growing demand in the 
western United States, and enhance 
domestic energy security. 

The Southwest Area Transmission 
Group—a regional transmission 
planning organization—identified a 
need for the project. Its importance is 
demonstrated by the abundance of 
proposed projects that have submitted 
interconnection requests to transmission 
owners within the proposed project 
area, and the potential for renewable 
energy sites within the SunZia project 
area. Additional transmission would be 
required to support development of 
potential renewable energy projects in 
Arizona and New Mexico. In addition, 
the requirement of each State to meet 
Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS) 
and national interests in energy, 
demonstrate the need for the proposed 
project. 

The proposed transmission line route 
and alternatives developed through the 
NEPA process would cross BLM lands 
in Arizona and New Mexico, as well as 
State and private lands. To the extent 
feasible, the proposed route would use 
existing transmission line corridors and 
designated utility corridors located on 
Federal land. One of the 500 kV 
transmission lines would be constructed 
and operated as an alternating current 
(AC) facility. SunZia may construct and 
operate the other proposed transmission 
lines as either AC or direct current (DC). 
The SunZia transmission lines would 
interconnect with planned substations 
along the route. Equipment additions 
and modifications would be required at 
each of the interconnecting substations. 
Engineering studies would determine 
those requirements as part of the 
project. A right-of-way of up to 1,000 
feet in width and a lease-term of 50 
years would be required to construct, 
operate, and maintain the transmission 
lines, structures and appurtenances. If 
constructed, the project would be in 
operation year-round, transporting 
electrical power to major substation 
hubs in Arizona and New Mexico. The 
project would have a bi-directional 
transmission capacity of approximately 
3,000 megawatts or greater of electrical 
power. 

The proposed project would take 
approximately three years to construct 
and would likely be constructed in 
phased segments with an in-service date 
of 2013. Specific acreages of access 
roads and temporary work areas would 
be determined through the NEPA 
process and project design. 

In Arizona, approximately 43 miles of 
the proposed route would cross public 
land administered by the Safford and 
Tucson BLM Field Offices. In New 
Mexico, approximately 128 miles of the 

proposed route would cross public land 
administered by the BLM Las Cruces 
District Office and BLM Socorro Field 
Office. The proposed route would pass 
in the general vicinity of the following 
locations: 
Arizona: Coolidge, San Manuel, Safford, 

Willcox, Bowie, and San Simon; and 
New Mexico: Lordsburg, Deming, Hatch, 

Derry, Arrey, Truth or Consequences, 
San Antonio, Bingham, Ancho, and 
Carrizozo. 

The BLM is the lead Federal agency for 
the NEPA analysis process and 
preparation of the EIS. Cooperating 
agencies identified at this time could 
include: The Bureau of Reclamation, the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the New 
Mexico State Land Office, and the 
Arizona State Land Department. Other 
State and local governments will be 
invited to participate in the process, and 
consultation will occur with local, State, 
and tribal governments. 

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 process for 
developing the EIS. At present, the BLM 
has identified the following preliminary 
issues: The potential effects of the 
proposed action on wildlife habitat, 
plants, and animals including 
threatened, endangered, and sensitive 
species, visual resources, National 
Historic Trails and related viewsheds; 
Native American traditional cultural 
properties and sacred places; soils/water 
from surface disturbing activities; local 
and regional socioeconomic conditions; 
consistency with local government land 
use plans; and future reclamation/ 
mitigation from transmission line 
construction or location. The BLM 
encourages the public to send comments 
concerning the project as proposed, 
other feasible alternative locations, 
possible mitigation measures, and any 
other information relevant to the 
proposed action. 

Authorization of this proposal may 
require amendments to one or more 
RMPs. By this notice, the BLM is 
complying with requirements in 43 CFR 
1610.2(c) to notify the public of 
potential RMP amendments, predicated 
on the findings of the EIS. If RMP 
amendments are necessary, the BLM 
will integrate the RMP process with the 
NEPA process for this project. 

Your input is important and will be 
considered in the public scoping 
process. All comment submittals must 
include the commenter’s name and 
street address. Comments including the 
names and addresses of the commenter 
will be available for public inspection at 

the above offices during business hours 
(7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
Before including your address, phone 
number, e-mail address, or any other 
personal identifying information in your 
comment, be advised that your entire 
comment, including your personal 
identifying information, may be 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold from public review your 
personal identifying information, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

William Merhege, 
Acting Deputy State Director, Lands and 
Resources. 
[FR Doc. E9–12512 Filed 5–28–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–FB–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

Notice of Intent To Prepare a 
Feasibility Study and Environmental 
Impact Statement for Everglades 
National Park (Park) To Evaluate 
Modifications to the Tamiami Trail 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), 
that the NPS is preparing a Feasibility 
Study and EIS to ‘‘evaluate the 
feasibility of additional bridge length, 
beyond that to be constructed pursuant 
to the Modified Water Deliveries to 
Everglades National Park Project (16 
U.S.C. 410r-S), including a continuous 
bridge, or additional bridges or some 
combination thereof, for the Tamiami 
Trail (United States Highway 41) to 
restore more natural water flow to 
Everglades National Park and Florida 
Bay and for the purpose of restoring 
habitat within the Park and the 
ecological connectivity between the 
Park and the Water Conservation Areas’’ 
(2009 Omnibus Appropriations Act). 
The NPS is the lead agency on this 
federal action; however, the NPS has 
requested the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers (USACOE) be a cooperating 
agency on this effort, with the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) 
providing technical assistance. 
DATES: Written comments regarding the 
proposed project must be postmarked 
no later than 30 days from the 
publication of this Notice of Intent 
(NOI) in the Federal Register. As part of 
this process, public workshops will be 
held to solicit public input about the 
proposed project. The date, time, and 
location of the public workshops will be 
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Newsletter 1  may 2009

Introduction

This is the first newsletter regarding the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
(SunZia Project), a proposed high-
capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission 
project planned between Arizona and 
New Mexico. SunZia Transmission, LLC 
has submitted a right-of-way application 
to the Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) for the SunZia Project. The 
BLM will prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 for the SunZia Project. The EIS 
will provide a detailed analysis of the 
potential environmental impacts of the proposed action and 
a range of reasonable alternatives, including any necessary 
mitigation measures. Amendments to BLM land use plans 
may also be required.

As part of this process, the BLM will conduct public scoping 
meetings to request public input and identify possible issues 
and concerns that may result from the SunZia Project.

Participants

The BLM is the lead federal agency for the EIS. EPG, 
as the third-party consultant, will prepare the EIS under 
BLM direction. The SunZia Southwest Project proponents 
are SouthWestern Power Group, Energy Capital Partners, 
Salt River Project, Shell WindEnergy, and Tucson Electric 
Power.

Cooperating agencies will be invited to participate in the 
EIS and may include the Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. 

Army Corps of Engineers, New Mexico State Land Office, 
and Arizona State Land Department. Other state and local 
governments will be invited to participate in the process, 
and consultation will occur with local, state, and tribal 
governments.

Project Description 

The SunZia Project will consist of up to two 500kV 
transmission lines, with key interconnections to the existing 
extra high voltage grid in Arizona and New Mexico. Two 
configuration options are being considered: two alternating 
current (AC) 500kV transmission lines or one 500kV AC 
line and one direct current 500kV line. SunZia will provide 
an expected 3,000 megawatts or more of new transmission 
capacity, depending on the configuration option used. 

The proposed route will traverse approximately 460 miles. 
The proposed western terminus is an interconnection to the 
planned Pinal Central Substation in Pinal County, Arizona. 

#0

#0

A R I Z O N A N E W  M E X I C O

Proposed SunZia -
East Substation

Pinal Central
Substation

SunZia Transmission
Study Corridor

I

Western Renewable Energy Zones

Solar Thermal Resources

Wind Resources

Qualified Resource Areas

Transmission Project

June 22, 2009
Santa Cruz Valley Union  
High School - Cafeteria
900 North Main Street

Eloy, Arizona 

June 23, 2009
Oracle Community Center
685 East American Avenue

Oracle, Arizona 

June 24, 2009
Manor House Convention Center

415 East Highway 70             
Safford, Arizona

June 29, 2009
Valley Telephone Company

Community Room
752 East Maley
Willcox, Arizona

June 30, 2009
Special Events Center

504 2nd Street
Lordsburg, New Mexico 

July 1, 2009
Mimbres Valley  

Special Events Center
2300 East Pine Street
Deming, New Mexico

July 7, 2009
New Mexico Institute  

of Mining and Technology
Fidel Center Atrium

801 Leroy Place
Socorro, New Mexico

July 8, 2009
Carrizozo Municipal Schools

800 D Avenue
Carrizozo, New Mexico

July 9, 2009
Elephant Butte Inn

Banquet Room
401 Highway 195

Elephant Butte, New Mexico

4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102
Phoenix, AZ 85018

Transmission Project

All meetings are in an open house format from 5 p.m. - 8 p.m. 

ATTENTION: Public Scoping Meetings In Your Area

Solar and Wind Potential
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NOT TO SCALE

Preliminary Transmission
Line Routes

Alternative

Proposed

k
Scoping Meeting 
Locations

The proposed eastern terminus, the SunZia-
East Substation, will be in either Socorro 
County or Lincoln County, New Mexico. 
Intermediate substations may be constructed in 
Graham County, Arizona and Luna County, 
New Mexico. Right(s)-of-way of up to 1,000 
feet in width with a lease-term of 50 years 
will be required to construct, operate, and 
maintain the transmission lines, structures, 
and appurtenances. Once constructed, the 
project would be in operation year-round, 
transporting electrical power to major 
substation hubs in Arizona and New Mexico. 

Purpose and Need

The purpose of the SunZia Project is to 
transport electricity generated by power 
generation resources, including primarily 
renewable resources, to western power 
markets and load centers. The Southwest 
Area Transmission Group, a regional 
transmission planning organization, 
has identified the need for a new 500kV 
transmission line between Arizona and 
New Mexico. The SunZia Project would 
enable the development of renewable 
energy resources, including wind, solar, and 
geothermal generation, by creating access 
to the interstate power grid in the Desert 
Southwest and providing increased transfer 
capacity. This would enable several states 
to meet their Renewable Energy Standards 
(RES [see table]). The SunZia Project 
would also increase power reliability across 
the southwestern United States, allowing 

communities in southern Arizona and 
southern New Mexico to economically access 
energy generated from renewable sources, 
while providing power to help meet growing 
demand in the western United States and 
enhance domestic energy security. 

Public Comments Sought 
for Environmental Analysis

The EIS will address the construction, 
operation, and maintenance of the SunZia 
Project’s proposed high-voltage transmission 
lines, new substations, access roads, and related 
facilities. Additional studies undertaken as part 
of this EIS process will determine the final 
configuration and route of the transmission 
lines and final location of the proposed 
substations. Potential environmental issues to 
be addressed in the EIS analysis include:
• Land use and recreation resources
•  Visual resources
•  Biological resources, including special  

status species
• Cultural and historical resources
• Air, soil, and water resources
• Floodplains and wetlands

The BLM invites you to comment on specific 
issues and concerns relating to the proposed 
SunZia Project, alternative routes, and 
potentially affected resources, or suggest other 
topics that should be evaluated in the EIS.

See sidebar (left) for project contact and comment 
submittal information.

Project Mailing List  
and Newsletter

Throughout the course of the project, updates 
will be sent to individuals on the mailing list. 
To receive newsletters or request to be placed on 
the mailing list, forward your information to: 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov  
or submit via the project website at:
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/
lands_realty.html

SunZia Southwest Tr ansmission Study AreaProject Contact

Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest  
Transmission Project 
BLM New Mexico State Office 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115 
(505) 438-7424 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov

Comment Submittal
Opportunities to submit written 
public comments during the 45-day 
public scoping period are available by:

•  Attending a public scoping 
meeting and registering 
comments in person (See 
the Public Scoping Meeting 
Schedule on back cover)

•  Emailing comments to: 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov

•  Mailing comments to:  
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
SunZia Southwest  
Transmission Project  
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115

•  Courier/Hand Delivery:  
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Southwest  
Transmission Project 
1474 Rodeo Road  
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502

PROJECT TIMELINE

Scoping

Draft  
Environmental  

Impact 
Statement

Final  
Environmental  

Impact 
Statement

Record of  
Decision

Right-of-Way Permit

Construction  
& Operation

SPRING 2009 SUMMER 2010 SPRING 2011 FALL 2011 2013

 State RES Year

 AZ 15% 2025

 CA 33% 2020

 NM 20% 2020

 NV 20% 2015

RENEWAbLE  
ENERGY StANDARDS

The percentage of a regulated utility’s 
retail sales that must be generated by 
renewable energy sources. The RES  

must be met by a certain year.

45-Day  
Public Comment Period/ 

Scoping Meetings

90-Day  
Public Comment Period

30-Day  
Public Review Period



 

  OVER 

United States Department of the Interior 
                    

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
New Mexico State Office 
       1474 Rodeo Road 
         P.O. Box 27115 

Santa Fe, New Mexico  87502-0115 
www.blm.gov/nm 

In Reply Refer To: 

 
 
  
 
 
 
2800 (93200)               May 29, 2009 
NM-114438 
 
   PUBLIC SCOPING NOTICE FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN 
     ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT      

             for the 
      SUNZIA SOUTHWEST TRANSMISSION PROJECT 
 

Dear Interested Party: 
 
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), New Mexico State Office, invites you to participate in 
the public scoping process and is soliciting comments for the preparation of an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project.  SunZia Transmission 
LLC has applied to the BLM for a right-of-way to construct, operate, and maintain transmission 
line facilities across portions of southern New Mexico and Arizona. Counties in Arizona affected 
by the proposal include Pinal, Pima, Graham, and Cochise. Counties in New Mexico affected by 
the proposal include Hidalgo, Grant, Luna, Dona Ana, Sierra, Socorro, and Lincoln.   
 
The BLM is preparing the EIS to assess the potential environmental impacts resulting from 
SunZia’s proposal to construct and operate up to two, parallel overhead 500 kilovolt transmission 
lines.  The proposed transmission line route would be approximately 460 miles in length and 
located on Federal lands, State lands, and private lands.  The final agency decision for the 
proposed route, which would involve decisions on federal right-of-way designations, will only 
affect public lands administered by the BLM.  The purpose of the proposed project is to transport 
electricity generated by power generation resources, including primarily renewable resources, to 
western power markets and load centers.  The EIS will form the basis for the BLM’s decision on 
the issuance of the requested right-of-way by SunZia.  Information on the project, including a 
map and a comment form is enclosed. 
 
The BLM will host nine scoping meetings to provide an opportunity for the public to learn about 
the proposed project and to share any comments or concerns.  Additionally, the public may 
submit information and identify issues and alternatives to be considered during the EIS process.  
The scoping meetings will be in an open house format to allow the public to visit with BLM and 
SunZia representatives.  The scoping meetings are scheduled from 5:00 – 8:00 pm at the 
following locations:     
 
Arizona Communities   Date        Meeting Location     
Eloy       June 22, 2009   Santa Cruz Valley Union High School  
              Cafeteria, 900 North Main Street 
Oracle       June 23, 2009   Oracle Community Center  
              685 American Avenue 
 





Comment Form
U.S. Department of Interior

Bureau of Land Management
New Mexico State Office

NAME

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP

Organization (if applicable)

Add to mailing list   Yes  No

Withhold personal information*  Yes  No

Receive notification of  
EIS availability?  Yes  No

COMMENTS:

SENd COMMENTS TO:  

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project  |  c/o EPG, Inc.  |  4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102  |  Phoenix, AZ 85018

*Copies of comments will be available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check “YES” in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law.

Transmission Project

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project  
Environmental Impact Statement
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project
c/o EPG, Inc.
4141 North 32nd Street, Suite 102
Phoenix, AZ 85018

FROM

FOLD HERE



 

 

Appendix D  Newspaper Scoping Notices 
(Initial) 

 































































Car-Seat Safety
Class Is Wednesday

Healthy Family Initiative offers
a child safety seat class the last
Wednesday of each month, the
next one being 10 a.m.
Wednesday, July 29. HFI is locat-
ed at 107 Faulkner St. 

Participants who need a car
seat are required to bring $15 in
either cash or money order made to
Safer New Mexico Now. For more
information, call Betty Cline at
835-8709. 

Federation Hosts
Dinner, Auction

People can help support wild
turkey and wildlife conservation,
the Socorro County 4-H Club and
other community-based causes by
attending the upcoming Hunting
Heritage Super Fund auction and
dinner. 

The San Agustin Long-beards
Chapter of the National Wild
Turkey Federation will host the
event at Rancher’s Steakhouse on
Saturday, Aug. 8. Doors will open
at 5:30 p.m., so people can enjoy
a gobbling hour before sitting
down for a meal at about 7 p.m.

All ticket holders will be eligible
to win valuable prizes exclusive to
NWTF events. Highest bidders
could go home with sporting art,
guns, hunting or fishing trip,
knives, calls, outdoor equipment
and more. 

Tickets to the San Agustin
Long-beards Chapter’s annual
Hunting Heritage Super Fund
banquet is $40 for singles (mem-
bership), $50 per couple (one
membership) or $20 for a guest
ticket (non-member). 

Membership will help the
NWTF support wildlife manage-

ment on public, private and corpo-
rate lands, community-based
events, scholarships, support for
youth organizations and to pre-
serve hunting as a traditional
North American support. 

To purchase tickets or for more
information, call Kevin Carson at
505-550-2675, Mike Jasper at
575-420-9480, Bob Ireland at
835-0160 or Carlos Madril at
418-8765.

Nursing Excellence
Nominations Wanted

An awards program for the
nursing profession in the state is
accepting nominations for the

2009 New Mexico Nursing
Excellence Awards. The program
is hosted by the New Mexico
Center for Nursing Excellence,
and this year features two new
awards categories – Excellence in
Rural Practice and a Community
Service Award.

The program will honor out-
standing nurses in 20 different cat-
egories, divided among Excellence
in Practice, Awards of Distinction,
Leadership and Student Nurse.
Nominations will be accepted
through Aug. 5. Winners will be
honored at a dinner Oct. 24.

People interested in nominating
a nurse may download the nomi-
nation form online at www.
nmnursingexcellence.org or call
505-889-4518.
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BLM Extends Scoping Comment Period  
on Proposed SunZia Southwest 

 Transmission Project

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has extended the 
public scoping comment period for the proposed SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Line Project Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS). Comments will be accepted through 
August 28, 2009.
Comments can be made to the BLM via the BLM  
Project Website at http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/
more/lands_realty.html, via the project email address at 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov, or in writing to the Bureau 
of Land Management, SunZia Transmission Line Project, 
P.O. Box 27115, Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115.  Deliveries will 
be accepted via courier/hand delivery to the Bureau of Land 
Management, SunZia Transmission Line Project, 1474 Rodeo 
Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505.  

To review in full the BLM news release announcing the 
comment period extension and/or be added to the mailing list, 
please visit the project website above or contact BLM Project 
Manager Adrian Garcia at (505) 438-7424.   
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News Release July 2009

Transmission Project

BLM Extends Comment Period on Public Input 
on Proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project

Santa Fe, N.M. – The Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) is extending the public comment period on the 
proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Line Project 
through August 28, 2009.  The initial public scoping 
comment period was scheduled to end July 13, 2009; 
however, due to numerous requests from interested groups, 
organizations and citizens, the BLM has made a decision 
to grant an extension to the formal comment period.

“The extended scoping comment period will give the 
public more time and an additional opportunity to 
share comments and concerns and identify issues and 
alternatives to be considered during the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) process,” said Linda Rundell, 
BLM New Mexico State Director.  The BLM is the lead 
federal agency for a proposal by SunZia Transmission 
LLC to construct, operate, and maintain a high-voltage 
500 kilovolt (kV) power transmission line (or two 
parallel lines) across southern New Mexico and Arizona. 
SunZia’s proposed transmission line would be about 460 
miles in length and originate at a new substation site in 
either Socorro or Lincoln County, New Mexico; it would 
terminate in Pinal County, Arizona. The proposed line – 
or parallel lines - would be located on federal, state, and 
private lands.  The purpose of the project would be to 
transport electricity, generated primarily from renewable 
resources, to western power markets and centers.

The BLM, as the lead federal agency, will oversee the 
preparation of the EIS that will identify environmental 
impacts and evaluate alternatives for the project.  The 
final agency decision for the proposed route, which would 
involve decisions on federal Right-of-Way designations, 
will only affect public lands administered by the BLM.

Cooperating agencies invited to participate include the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Bureau of Reclamation, 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the New Mexico State 
Land Office and the Arizona State Land Department 
and other state agencies and local governments.  
Consultation will also occur with tribal governments.

Comments can be made to the BLM via the BLM 
Project Website at http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/
prog/more/lands_realty.html, via the project email 
address at NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov, or in 
writing to the Bureau of Land Management, SunZia 
Transmission Line Project, P.O Box 27115, Santa Fe, 
NM 87502-0115.  Deliveries will be accepted via courier/
hand delivery to the Bureau of Land Management, 
SunZia Transmission Line Project, 1474 Rodeo Road, 
Santa Fe, NM 87505.

To be added to the mailing list or if you have questions 
contact BLM Project Manager Adrian Garcia at  
(505) 438-7424.   



4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102
Phoenix, AZ 85018
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NEWSLETTER #2 OCTOBER 2009

Transmission Project

PROJECT UPDATE
Additional Scoping Meetings 
in New Mexico
� e Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is holding additional 
scoping meetings to discuss with the public the proposed study 
area expansion of the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
(SunZia Project) in the following New Mexico communities:
■ Las Cruces, October 26, 2009
■ Alamogordo, October 27, 2009
■ Chaparral, October 28, 2009

See the back of this newsletter for meeting details. 

As a result of the proposed study area expansion, the BLM has 
opened an additional 30-day public comment period ending 
November 27, 2009.

Background
� is is the second newsletter regarding the SunZia Project, a 
proposed, high-capacity transmission project planned between 
New Mexico and Arizona. � e SunZia Project would include the 
construction and operation of up to two 500 kilovolt (kV) lines 
and new intermediary substations within a 460-mile or greater 
corridor. � e project is focused on delivering renewable energy 
resources to the western United States by providing an expected 
3,000 megawatts or more of new transmission capacity. � e 
BLM is considering a right-of-way application submitted by the 
project proponent, SunZia Transmission, LLC, and is preparing 
an environmental impact statement (EIS) in accordance with 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). 
Cooperating agencies include the Army Corps of Engineers, 
White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico State Land Offi  ce, 
Arizona State Land Department, New Mexico Department 
of Game and Fish, and Arizona Game and Fish Department. 
Others have also been invited. Consultation with local, state, 
and tribal governments will continue.

For more background information on the SunZia Project 
and EIS process, visit the BLM project website at 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty.html.

Public Scoping Overview
� e Notice of Intent to prepare the SunZia Project EIS was issued 
May 29, 2009, followed by a formal scoping comment period 
that closed August 28, 2009. Nine scoping meetings within the 
preliminary study area were held June 22 through July 9, 2009, 
to gather public input. During the initial scoping process for 
the SunZia Project, the BLM received numerous comments 
regarding the proposed and alternative transmission line routes. 
� e results of scoping are being used to determine the appropriate 
study plan for the EIS. In order to address the issues and concerns 
identifi ed by the public and agencies, the scope of the study must 
include an adequate range of alternatives. Alternative routes or 
sub-route segments will be added, modifi ed, or deleted from 
further study. 

Primary Topics Addressed 
in Comments
Of the comments received thus far, the primary topics were the 
following:
■ � e purpose of and need for the project
■ Potential impacts resulting from the proposed transmission 

line(s) in the areas of the San Pedro River Valley, Aravaipa/
Klondyke, Bosque del Apache/San Antonio, and the Rio 
Grande corridor

■ Support for location of the proposed transmission line project 
within existing linear corridors

■ Potential impacts to wilderness, grazing/ranching operations, 
and private lands/property values

■ Potential for unauthorized off -road traffi  c and impacts to 
wildlife habitat and corridors due to the proposed project’s 
new access roads

■ Potential visual impacts as a result of new transmission lines 
and structures in scenic areas

■ Potential eff ects on biological resources, especially waterfowl/
migratory birds, special status species, and vegetation/grasslands

■ Potential impacts to cultural resources
■ Potential economic impacts as a result of new 

transmission lines

4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102
Phoenix, AZ 85018

ATTENTION: PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS IN YOUR AREA

Transmission Project

October 26, 2009

Court Youth Center
402 West Court Avenue
Las Cruces, NM 88005

October 27, 2009

First National Bank
414 Tenth Street

Alamogordo, NM 88310

October 28, 2009

Chaparral High School 
800 County Line Drive 
Chaparral, NM 88081

All meetings will be in an open house format from 5 p.m. – 8 p.m.



Project Contact
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager
SunZia Southwest
Transmission Project
BLM New Mexico State Offi  ce
P.O. Box 27115
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115
(505) 954-2199
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov

Comment Submittal
Opportunities to submit written 
public comments are available by:

•  Attending a public scoping 
meeting and registering 
comments in person (See 
the public scoping meeting 
schedule on back cover)

•  Emailing comments to: 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov

•  Mailing comments to:
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Offi  ce 
SunZia Southwest
Transmission Project
P.O. Box 27115
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115

•  Courier/Hand Delivery:
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Southwest
Transmission Project
301 Dinosaur Trail
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87508

■ Requests for extending the initial 45-day 
public comment period beyond the 
July 13, 2009, deadline

� is last item was addressed by the BLM, 
which extended the public comment period 
for a total of 90 days, which closed August 28, 
2009. 

Comments on Arizona Study Area

Numerous comments were received that 
expressed concern for key areas in the Arizona 
portion of the SunZia Project’s study area, 
namely:

■ San Pedro River Valley
■ Galiuro Wilderness
■ Sulphur Springs Valley
■ Aravaipa/Klondyke
■ Mt. Graham/Saff ord
■ US 191 Corridor/San Simon Valley

To address these concerns, the proposed and 
alternative routes are undergoing a review to 
adjust the routing of alternative transmission 
lines to avoid or reduce impacts in these areas. 
� e resulting modifi cations will be evaluated 
in the EIS.

Comments on New Mexico Study Area

Among the many public and agency comments 
received to date regarding the New Mexico 
portion of the SunZia Project, numerous 
comments noted concerns regarding the 
location of the proposed route crossing the 
Rio Grande in the vicinity of the San Antonio 
community, north of the Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge, and included 
requests to consider alternatives that avoid 
that location. Suggested transmission line 
corridors for consideration are:

■ A route along the western boundary and 
in the northwest corner of the White 
Sands Missile Range (WSMR).

■ A route south of the WSMR in Doña Ana 
County and along the eastern boundary of 
the WSMR in Otero and Lincoln counties. 

� ese corridors in the New Mexico area 
could provide alternative routes between 
the proposed Midpoint Substation site near 

Deming, and the proposed SunZia-East 
Substation termination site in Lincoln County. 
In response to these comments, additional 
alternative transmission line corridors for the 
proposed SunZia Project will be considered 
within the expanded study area, as shown on 
the map (opposite).

Public Participation Sought

� e EIS will address the construction, 
operation, and maintenance of the SunZia 
Project’s proposed 500kV transmission line(s). 
Studies undertaken as part of this EIS process 
will determine the fi nal confi guration, route, 
and substation location. To be addressed in the 
EIS are potential impacts to environmental 
resources, including: land use and recreation, 
visual, biological, cultural and historical, 
paleontological, geological, water (including 
fl oodplains and wetlands), and air.

� e BLM is seeking to discuss the proposed 
study area expansion with the public, 
especially those potentially aff ected by the 
SunZia Project. � ree additional public 
scoping meetings have been scheduled within 
the expanded study area for this purpose, and 
your attendance is welcome. (See the back 
page for meeting details.)

As a result of the proposed study area 
expansion, the BLM has opened an 
additional 30-day public comment period 
ending November 27, 2009. Comments will 
be documented in a scoping report following 
the scoping period.

Additional comments may still be submitted 
for consideration by the BLM after this date.

Project Mailing List and 
Newsletter
During the course of the SunZia Project, 
updates will be sent to individuals on the 
mailing list. To have your name included in 
the mailing list, forward your information to:

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
or submit via the project website at: 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/
lands_realty.html
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BLM Seeks Additional Public Input on Proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Proposed Study Area Expansion Announced  

- Three Additional Public Scoping Meetings to be Held in New Mexico - 
 
 
Santa Fe, N.M. – The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is holding additional public scoping 
meetings to seek input and discuss with the public a proposed study expansion area for the SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project.  The project is a proposed 460 mile high capacity 500 kilovolt 
(kV) transmission line (or two parallel lines) across New Mexico and Arizona. The project 
proponent, SunZia Transmission LLC, is proposing to transport electricity generated by power 
generation resources, including primarily renewable resources, to western power markets and load 
centers. The BLM is the lead Federal agency which will oversee the preparation of the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that will identify environmental impacts and evaluate 
alternatives for the project.   
 
The BLM initially held nine public scoping meetings in June and July of this year in New Mexico 
and Arizona throughout communities along the proposed transmission line route. The purpose of 
public scoping is to allow the public to share comments and concerns, and identify issues and 
alternatives to be considered during the EIS process. During the initial public scoping process, the 
BLM received numerous comments regarding the proposed and alternative transmission line routes.   
 
The results of scoping aid in determining an appropriate study plan and analysis for the EIS. In 
order to address the issues and concerns identified by the public and agencies, the scope of the study 
must include an adequate range of reasonable alternatives. Alternative routes or sub-routes will be 
added, modified, or deleted from further study. Among the many public and agency comments 
received to date regarding the New Mexico portion of the SunZia proposal were concerns regarding 
the location of the proposed route crossing the Rio Grande in the vicinity of the San Antonio 
community, north of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge. Numerous comments also 
included requests to consider alternative routes that avoid that location. Suggested transmission line 
corridors for consideration in New Mexico are potential routes south of the White Sands Missile 
Range (WSMR) in Dona Ana County and along the eastern boundary of the WSMR in Otero and 
Lincoln counties. These corridors in the New Mexico area could provide alternative routes between 
the Midpoint Substation site near Deming, and the proposed SunZia-East Substation termination  
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site in Lincoln County.  The BLM announces the expansion of the project study area so that these 
potential transmission line routes can be considered in the EIS process.  (For a map of the 
Expansion Study Area, see BLM Project Website at address below)  The BLM is holding an 
additional three scoping meetings to discuss with the public the proposed study expansion area and 
subsequent alternative routes being considered.  The scoping meetings will provide the public an 
opportunity to learn more about the project’s proposed study expansion area, and share comments 
and concerns. As a result of the proposed study area expansion, the BLM has opened an additional 
30-day public comment period ending November 27, 2009. 
 
Three open-house public scoping meetings along the expanded study area will be held in the 
following New Mexico communities. All meetings will be from 5:00 pm to 8:00 pm.   
 
Community   Date   Meeting Locations 
 
Las Cruces   October 26, 2009 Court Youth Center  

402 West Court 
 

Alamogordo   October 27, 2009 First National Bank 
       414 Tenth Street 
        
Chaparral   October 28, 2009 Chaparral High School 

 800 County Line Drive 
        
 In addition to comments given at each meeting, comments can also be made to the BLM via the 
BLM Project Website at http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty.html via the project 
email address at NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov or in writing to the Bureau of Land Management, 
SunZia Transmission Line Project, P.O Box 27115, Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115.  Deliveries will be 
accepted via courier/hand delivery to the Bureau of Land Management, SunZia Transmission Line 
Project, 1474 Rodeo Road, Santa Fe, NM or after October 26, 2009 to 301 Dinosaur Trail, Santa Fe, 
NM. 
 
To be added to the mailing list or if you have questions, please contact BLM Project Manager 
Adrian Garcia at (505) 438-7424, or at (505) 954-2199 after October 26, 2009. 
 

 
x       x       x 



Comment Form
U.S. Department of Interior

Bureau of Land Management
New Mexico State Office

NAME

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP

Organization (if applicable)

Add to mailing list   Yes  No

Withhold personal information*  Yes  No

Receive notification of  
EIS availability?  Yes  No

COMMENTS:

SENd COMMENTS TO:  

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project  |  c/o EPG, Inc.  |  4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102  |  Phoenix, AZ 85018

*Copies of comments will be available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check “YES” in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law.

Transmission Project

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project  
Environmental Impact Statement
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project
c/o EPG, Inc.
4141 North 32nd Street, Suite 102
Phoenix, AZ 85018
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TRICARE
Every year the costs for TRICARE-

covered inpatient services are reviewed
and are subject to change. For the com-
ing fiscal year 2010, which runs from
Oct. 1 to Sept. 30, 2010, the increase for
some out-of-pocket costs paid by TRI-
CARE Standard beneficiaries at civilian
hospitals for inpatient care and inpatient
behavioral health services is small.

For active duty family members
using TRICARE Standard and TRI-
CARE Extra, the daily cost share for
inpatient admissions at civilian hospi-
tals have increased from $15.65 to
$16.30 per day or $25 per admission,
whichever is greater. There is no charge
for separately billed professional servic-
es. 

The daily cost share for retirees, their
families and other eligible beneficiaries

using TRICARE Standard for inpatient
admissions at civilian hospitals has
increased from $535 to $645 per day or
25 percent of the total charge, whichev-
er is less. Additionally, these beneficiar-
ies pay 25 percent of the TRICARE-
allowable charge for separately billed
professional services. 

The out-of-pocket costs for retirees,
their families and other eligible benefi-
ciaries for inpatient behavioral health
services at low-volume civilian hospi-
tals has increased from $193 to $197 per
day or 25 percent of the billed charge,
whichever is less.

For additional information about
copayments and cost-shares for TRI-
CARE-covered services, visit the TRI-
CARE Web site at
www.tricare.mil/costs.

HEADQUARTERS
• HUGE SELECTION OF MASKS • WIGS 
• MAKE-UP • ACCESSORIES • PROPS
• PARTY SUPPLIES • FOG MACHINES 

• TOMBSTONES & MUCH MORE!

99886611 DDYYEERR •• 775577--22221122
WWEESSTTSSIIDDEE

5044 Doniphan
581-0206

EEAASSTTSSIIDDEE
8280 Gateway E.

594-1422
LLAASS CCRRUUCCEESS

1021 E. Amador • 505-524-7600
w w w . a b c p a r t y w o r l d . c o m

CCOOSSTTUUMMEESS FFOORR AALLLL AAGGEESS

ANY*
PURCHASEOFF

*ANY PURCHASE OVER
$30.00. ONE COUPON
PER CUSTOMER

$5
El Paso Owned For 23 Years

18C • OCTOBER 15, 2009 • FORT BLISS MONITOR

SAVE THE EARTH!
RECYCLE FT. BLISS

TRICARE inpatient costs increase slightly for fiscal 2010
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WELCOMEWELCOME

Scoping Meeting Open House

Welcome to the public open house for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  p ( )

Purpose

This open house is to provide an opportunity for the public to review the proposal and project 

information, ask questions, and offer input. The format is designed to encourage one-on-one 

communications about the project.  With this format, there will not be a presentation.

The Council of Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations require scoping meetings to be 

conducted in support of the EIS process pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 

1969 (NEPA).  Scoping is the process by which the BLM is soliciting input on the issues, 

impacts, and potential alternatives that will be addressed in the SunZia Southwest Transmission 

Project EIS as well as the extent to which those issues and impacts will be analyzedProject EIS, as well as the extent to which those issues and impacts will be analyzed.

Stations

Stations are set-up around the room to provide details about the project.  Representatives from 

the project team are available to answer questions and listen to your comments.

Register Comments 

Please submit your written comments either:

 Before you leave today

 Using comment form, or

 Speaking with attending court reporter

Online at http // blm go /nm/st/en/prog/more/lands realt html or Online at http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty.html, or

 By mail

Please submit written comments by July 13, 2009 even if you have spoken to a project team 

representative, as this will help us keep track of the input we receive.

Thank you for your interest in this project.
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opportunity to request assistance under 
the Rural Water Program. No form is 
required to be filled out in order to 
submit a statement of interest. The 
statement of interest will include 
information regarding the eligibility of 
the project sponsor to participate in the 
program, whether the proposed project 
meets the program eligibility 
requirements, and the extent to which 
the proposed project meets the 
prioritization criteria. 

(3) Assistance to Conduct a Feasibility 
Study. To request technical or financial 
assistance to conduct a feasibility study, 
the project sponsor must have already 
completed an appraisal investigation. 
Since a statement of interest will have 
already been submitted, project 
sponsors seeking to conduct a feasibility 
study may simply complete a full 
proposal without having to complete 
another statement of interest. No form is 
required to be filled out in order to 
submit a full proposal. The full proposal 
will be used by Reclamation to 
determine whether the project sponsor 
is eligible to participate in the program, 
whether the proposed project meets the 
program eligibility requirements, the 
extent to which the proposed project 
meets the prioritization criteria, and to 
evaluate the proposal in general to 
determine whether it is reasonable and 
can be successful. The content of a full 
proposal will be described in detail in 
the program announcement and will 
typically include a detailed scope of 
work for the proposed study. 

Frequency: Once annually, in 
response to the program announcement. 

Respondents: States, tribes, 
municipalities, water districts, and 
other entities created under State law 
with water management authority. 

Estimated Annual Total Number of 
Potential Respondents: 185. 

Estimated Number of Responses per 
Respondent: 1.0. 

Estimated Total Number of Annual 
Responses: 56.0. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden on 
Respondents: 2,100 hours. 

Comments 
We invite your comments on: 
(a) Whether the proposed collection of 

information is necessary for the proper 
performance of our functions, including 
whether the information will have 
practical use; 

(b) The accuracy of our burden 
estimate for the proposed collection of 
information; 

(c) Ways to enhance the quality, 
usefulness, and clarity of the 
information to be collected; and 

(d) Ways to minimize the burden of 
the information collection on 

respondents, including the use of 
automated collection techniques or 
other forms of information technology. 

An agency may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is not required to 
respond to a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB 
control number. A 60-day comment 
period soliciting comments on this 
collection of information was published 
in the Federal Register (73 FR 67778, 
Nov. 17, 2008) in an interim final rule. 
No public comments were received. 

Before including your address, 
telephone number, e-mail 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. 

Roseann Gonzales, 
Director, Policy and Program Services, Bureau 
of Reclamation. 
[FR Doc. E9–12525 Filed 5–28–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–MN–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[NM–114438; AZA–35058; L51010000 
ER0000 LVRWG09G0690] 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
Possible Resource Management Plan 
Amendments for the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project in Arizona and 
New Mexico 

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

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), New Mexico State 
Office, announces its intent to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS), and by this notice is announcing 
the beginning of the scoping process 
and soliciting input on identification of 
issues and proposed planning criteria in 
response to a right-of-way application 
filed by SunZia Transmission, LLC 
(SunZia). 

DATES: Comments should be submitted 
no later than 45 days after publication 
of this Notice in the Federal Register. 
The BLM will announce public scoping 
meetings to identify relevant issues 
through local news media, newsletters, 
and the BLM Web site (see below) at 
least 15 days prior to each meeting. We 

will provide additional opportunities 
for public participation upon 
publication of the Draft EIS, including a 
90-day public comment period. 
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
or resource information by any of the 
following methods: 
Web site: http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/ 

prog/more/lands_realty.html. 
E-Mail: NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov. 
Mail: Bureau of Land Management, New 

Mexico State Office, SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project, P.O. 
Box 27115, Santa Fe, NM 87502– 
0115. 

Courier/Hand Delivery: Bureau of Land 
Management, SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project, 1474 Rodeo 
Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505. 
Documents pertinent to the right-of- 

way application may be examined at: 
Bureau of Land Management New 
Mexico State Office, Public Room, 1474 
Rodeo Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505, 
Telephone (505) 438–7471. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: For further 
information and/or to have your name 
added to the mailing list, contact Adrian 
Garcia, SunZia Southwest Transmission 
BLM Project Manager, at the New 
Mexico State Office, P.O. Box 27115, 
Santa Fe, NM 87502–0115, or by e-mail 
at NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: SunZia 
has submitted a right-of-way application 
to construct, operate, and maintain two 
new single-circuit overhead 500 kilovolt 
(kV) transmission lines originating at a 
new substation in either Socorro County 
or Lincoln County in the vicinity of 
Bingham or Ancho, New Mexico, and 
terminating at the Pinal Central 
Substation in Pinal County near 
Coolidge, Arizona. The overall 
transmission line route would be 
approximately 460 miles in length, a 
substantial part of this length on BLM 
lands, and two separate transmission 
lines would be located on BLM, State, 
and private lands. 

SunZia’s proposal is to transport 
electricity generated by power 
generation resources, including 
primarily renewable resources, to 
western power markets and load 
centers. The SunZia project would 
enable the development of renewable 
energy resources, including wind, solar, 
and geothermal generation, by creating 
access to the interState power grid in 
the Southwest and providing increased 
transfer capacity. The proposed project 
would also increase power reliability 
across the southwestern United States, 
allow communities in southern Arizona 
and southern New Mexico to 
economically access energy generated 
from renewable sources, provide power 
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to help meet growing demand in the 
western United States, and enhance 
domestic energy security. 

The Southwest Area Transmission 
Group—a regional transmission 
planning organization—identified a 
need for the project. Its importance is 
demonstrated by the abundance of 
proposed projects that have submitted 
interconnection requests to transmission 
owners within the proposed project 
area, and the potential for renewable 
energy sites within the SunZia project 
area. Additional transmission would be 
required to support development of 
potential renewable energy projects in 
Arizona and New Mexico. In addition, 
the requirement of each State to meet 
Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS) 
and national interests in energy, 
demonstrate the need for the proposed 
project. 

The proposed transmission line route 
and alternatives developed through the 
NEPA process would cross BLM lands 
in Arizona and New Mexico, as well as 
State and private lands. To the extent 
feasible, the proposed route would use 
existing transmission line corridors and 
designated utility corridors located on 
Federal land. One of the 500 kV 
transmission lines would be constructed 
and operated as an alternating current 
(AC) facility. SunZia may construct and 
operate the other proposed transmission 
lines as either AC or direct current (DC). 
The SunZia transmission lines would 
interconnect with planned substations 
along the route. Equipment additions 
and modifications would be required at 
each of the interconnecting substations. 
Engineering studies would determine 
those requirements as part of the 
project. A right-of-way of up to 1,000 
feet in width and a lease-term of 50 
years would be required to construct, 
operate, and maintain the transmission 
lines, structures and appurtenances. If 
constructed, the project would be in 
operation year-round, transporting 
electrical power to major substation 
hubs in Arizona and New Mexico. The 
project would have a bi-directional 
transmission capacity of approximately 
3,000 megawatts or greater of electrical 
power. 

The proposed project would take 
approximately three years to construct 
and would likely be constructed in 
phased segments with an in-service date 
of 2013. Specific acreages of access 
roads and temporary work areas would 
be determined through the NEPA 
process and project design. 

In Arizona, approximately 43 miles of 
the proposed route would cross public 
land administered by the Safford and 
Tucson BLM Field Offices. In New 
Mexico, approximately 128 miles of the 

proposed route would cross public land 
administered by the BLM Las Cruces 
District Office and BLM Socorro Field 
Office. The proposed route would pass 
in the general vicinity of the following 
locations: 
Arizona: Coolidge, San Manuel, Safford, 

Willcox, Bowie, and San Simon; and 
New Mexico: Lordsburg, Deming, Hatch, 

Derry, Arrey, Truth or Consequences, 
San Antonio, Bingham, Ancho, and 
Carrizozo. 

The BLM is the lead Federal agency for 
the NEPA analysis process and 
preparation of the EIS. Cooperating 
agencies identified at this time could 
include: The Bureau of Reclamation, the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the New 
Mexico State Land Office, and the 
Arizona State Land Department. Other 
State and local governments will be 
invited to participate in the process, and 
consultation will occur with local, State, 
and tribal governments. 

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 process for 
developing the EIS. At present, the BLM 
has identified the following preliminary 
issues: The potential effects of the 
proposed action on wildlife habitat, 
plants, and animals including 
threatened, endangered, and sensitive 
species, visual resources, National 
Historic Trails and related viewsheds; 
Native American traditional cultural 
properties and sacred places; soils/water 
from surface disturbing activities; local 
and regional socioeconomic conditions; 
consistency with local government land 
use plans; and future reclamation/ 
mitigation from transmission line 
construction or location. The BLM 
encourages the public to send comments 
concerning the project as proposed, 
other feasible alternative locations, 
possible mitigation measures, and any 
other information relevant to the 
proposed action. 

Authorization of this proposal may 
require amendments to one or more 
RMPs. By this notice, the BLM is 
complying with requirements in 43 CFR 
1610.2(c) to notify the public of 
potential RMP amendments, predicated 
on the findings of the EIS. If RMP 
amendments are necessary, the BLM 
will integrate the RMP process with the 
NEPA process for this project. 

Your input is important and will be 
considered in the public scoping 
process. All comment submittals must 
include the commenter’s name and 
street address. Comments including the 
names and addresses of the commenter 
will be available for public inspection at 

the above offices during business hours 
(7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
Before including your address, phone 
number, e-mail address, or any other 
personal identifying information in your 
comment, be advised that your entire 
comment, including your personal 
identifying information, may be 
publicly available at any time. While 
you can ask us in your comment to 
withhold from public review your 
personal identifying information, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

William Merhege, 
Acting Deputy State Director, Lands and 
Resources. 
[FR Doc. E9–12512 Filed 5–28–09; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–FB–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

Notice of Intent To Prepare a 
Feasibility Study and Environmental 
Impact Statement for Everglades 
National Park (Park) To Evaluate 
Modifications to the Tamiami Trail 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), 
that the NPS is preparing a Feasibility 
Study and EIS to ‘‘evaluate the 
feasibility of additional bridge length, 
beyond that to be constructed pursuant 
to the Modified Water Deliveries to 
Everglades National Park Project (16 
U.S.C. 410r-S), including a continuous 
bridge, or additional bridges or some 
combination thereof, for the Tamiami 
Trail (United States Highway 41) to 
restore more natural water flow to 
Everglades National Park and Florida 
Bay and for the purpose of restoring 
habitat within the Park and the 
ecological connectivity between the 
Park and the Water Conservation Areas’’ 
(2009 Omnibus Appropriations Act). 
The NPS is the lead agency on this 
federal action; however, the NPS has 
requested the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers (USACOE) be a cooperating 
agency on this effort, with the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) 
providing technical assistance. 
DATES: Written comments regarding the 
proposed project must be postmarked 
no later than 30 days from the 
publication of this Notice of Intent 
(NOI) in the Federal Register. As part of 
this process, public workshops will be 
held to solicit public input about the 
proposed project. The date, time, and 
location of the public workshops will be 

VerDate Nov<24>2008 17:24 May 28, 2009 Jkt 217001 PO 00000 Frm 00069 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\29MYN1.SGM 29MYN1m
st

oc
ks

til
l o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
66

 w
ith

 N
O

T
IC

E
S



Page 1 of 2 
 

SUMMARY OF MAJOR REVIEWS ON EMF & HEALTH EFFECTS 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
Over the past 25-30 years there has been some public 
concern that exposure to Power Frequency Electric and 
Magnetic Fields (EMF) may be a health concern, for 
example; linked to cancer and in more recent years, 
childhood leukemia.  This concern stems from some 
epidemiological studies that have suggested an 
association between exposure to these fields and health 
effects.  Several thousand research studies have been 
performed and published over the past 30 years on EMF 
and health effects, but the vast majority of this research 
does not support a health effects association. 
 
EMF and health effects studies is a very large and 
complex body of research material to objectively assess, 
fortunately this work has already been performed and is 
available for review by the scientific community and the 
general public.  Numerous major reviews of the total 
body of scientific research on EMF have been performed 
by independent advisory groups composed of scientists 
from a wide variety of disciplines with expertise in EMF. 
Criteria for EMF research to be considered in the review 
effort; studies should have completed a peer review 
process and be published in scientific and medical 
journals. 
 
MAJOR U.S. REVIEWS 
 
Two major reviews have been performed in the U.S.  
The first major review was performed and published by 
the National Academy of Science (NAS) in 1996, and 
the second was performed by the National Institute of 
Environmental Health Scientists (NIEHS) and published 
in 1999. 
 
In 1991, the U.S. Congress requested the National 
Academy of Science review the EMF research literature, 
evaluate the studies and prepare a report on the state of 
the science.  The NAS, under the direction of Dr. Charles 
F. Stevens, assembled a committee of 16 eminent 
scientists from a broad background including 
epidemiology, medicine, biology, physics, chemistry, 
etc.  This committee reviewed more than 500 studies 
spanning a period of 17 years with a primary focus on 
residential exposure. 

 
In 1996, the NAS published their findings titled:  
“Possible Health Effects of Exposure to Residential 
Electric and Magnetic Fields” [1].   From the 
publications Executive Summary:  “Based on a 
comprehensive evaluation of published studies relating 
to the effects of power-frequency electric and magnetic 
fields on cells, tissues, and organisms (including 
humans), the conclusion of the committee is that the 
current body of evidence  does not show that exposure to 
these fields presents a human-health hazard.  
Specifically, no conclusive and consistent evidence 
shows that exposure to residential electric and magnetic 
fields produce cancer, adverse neurobehavioral effects, 
or reproductive and developmental effects.” 
 
The second major U.S. review was performed by the 
National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences 
(NIEHS).  In response to the U.S. Congress “1992 
Energy Policy Act”, the National Institute of 
Environmental Health Sciences was directed to 
undertake and manage a program of research and 
analysis aimed at providing scientific evidence to clarify 
the potential for health risks from exposure to ELF-EMF.  
The scope of this review was broader than the effort by 
the NAS.  The NIEHS was asked to: 1) review the 
existing body research literature, including 
epidemiology; 2) perform additional laboratory research 
(NIEHS oversaw more than 100 cellular and animal 
studies); and 3) perform public outreach, a goal to 
communicate these results to the general public.  This 
effort is known as the EMFRAPID Program with the 
Department of Energy (DOE) having overall 
administration of the program.  A product of the public 
outreach program is the DOE Publication:  “EMF 
Questions & Answers, June 2002”, this publication may 
be viewed at the following web site: 
 www.niehs.nih.gov/health/topics/agents/emf/. 
 
The NIEHS assembled a Working Group of over 30 
scientists to review the total body of scientific evidence.  
Under the direction of Dr. Kenneth Olden the task was 
performed and their findings published in the following 
1999 NIEHS/DOE Report; “NIEHS Report on Health 
Effects from Exposure to Power-Line Frequency Electric 
and Magnetic Fields” [2]. 

http://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/topics/agents/emf/�
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The NIEHS conclusions from page ii of the Executive 
Summary state: “The scientific evidence suggesting the 
ELF-EMF exposures pose any health risk is weak”.   
Furthermore, on page iii the committee stated:  “In our 
opinion, this finding is insufficient to warrant aggressive 
regulatory action.” 
 
MAJOR INTERNATIONAL REVIEWS 
 
In addition to the U.S., major reviews have been 
performed by numerous European, Scandinavian, Asian 
Countries and International agencies such as the World 
Health Organization (WHO), International Commission 
on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP), and the 
International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC). 
 
For example, the most current review was published by 
the National Radiological Protection Board (NRPB) in 
the United Kingdom.  The NRPB advisory group on non-
ionizing radiation periodically reviews new 
developments in EMF research and reports its findings.  
The NRPB published reports in 1993, 1999, 2001, and 
again in 2004.  From the NRPB’s 2004 Report:  “It is 
concluded that currently the results of these studies on 
EMFs and health, taken individually or as collectively 
reviewed by expert groups, are insufficient either to 
make a conclusive judgment on causality or to quantify 
appropriate exposure restrictions.”[3] 
 
SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS 
 
Key considerations in these findings are: 
 

• Weakness of Epidemiological evidence and 
associations.   

 
• Lack of consistent Epidemiological findings.  In 

addition to studies suggesting a weak 
association, numerous studies have concluded 
“No Association” or “Less Risk”. 

 

• Failure to identify a Dose-Response 
relationship.   

 

• Epidemiology has limitations and cannot 
demonstrate a cause and effects relationship. 

 

• No plausible biological mechanism identified. 
 

• Lack of support from laboratory research. 
 

What is the scientific criterion used to evaluate if an 
environmental agent poses a risk to human health?  A 
scientist by the name of Bradford Hill proposed that the 
total body of scientific research needs to be considered.   
 
Appling Bradford Hill’s criteria, to support an 
assessment that EMF may have adverse health effects; 
the total body of scientific evidence must be considered.  
To establish a cause and effect relationship, the total 
evidence from Epidemiology, Clinical Studies (Human 
Volunteers), Cellular Research, and Animal Studies 
needs to show that an effect occurs.  EMF & Health 
Effects research does not meet this criterion because the 
only existing evidence comes from weak epidemiology 
studies and lacks support form laboratory research. 
 
Based on an examination of the major reviews starting 
with the NAS 1996 publication to the more current 
United Kingdom’s NRPB 2004 report, the majority of 
the findings are consistent.  Almost without exception, 
these major reviews have concluded that the current 
body of research evidence does not show that exposure 
to power-frequency electric and magnetic fields poses a 
human health risk, should be considered unsafe, or 
require exposure standards. 
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HIDALGO COUNTY

RESOLUTION 2OO9-59

wHEREAS, the sunZia Southwest Transmission 
'Project 

(SunZia) is proposing to construct up to
two high voltage 500 kv transmission lines and related interconnecting substations within an
areas lying between centralArizona and central New Mexico, which will provide new delivery
capacity for renewable energy resources, primarily wind, solar, and geothermal projects in New
Mexico; and

WHEREAS, New Mexico is rich in these renewable energy resources and state and local
communities stand to benefit greatly from the creation of new jobs, economic development
and resulting revenues for the necessary provision of localgovernmental services; and,

WHEREAS, New Mexico's renewable energy development resources are located primarily in the
central and southern parts of the state where available transmission capacity is extremely
limited, and SunZia will provide from 3,000 to 4,500 megawatts of needed transmission
capacity; and,

WHEREAS, renewable energy projects are good for the environment and help to minimize our
dependence upon foreign oil, reduce pollution and diversify energy generation sources; and

WHEREAS, SunZia has submitted a right-of-way apptication to the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) for the project and BLM is currently preparing an Environmental lmpact statement (Els);
and

wHEREAS, the Els will provide a detailed analysis of potential environmental impacts of the
project and a range of mitigation measures to such impacts, including reasonable routing
alternatives; and

wHEREAS, the BLM has conducted nine public scoping meetings throughout sunZia,s study
area, including Hidalgo county, and has held meetings to request public input; and,

WHEREAS, SunZia has recently expanded the project study area and the BLM will conduct three
additional meetings to solicit additional public input; and,

WHEREAS, the BLM is seeking comments on specific issues and concerns related to alternative
routes for the project's transmission facilities, affected environmental resources, or related
matters; and,

WHEREAS, statements from localgoverning bodies such as Hidalgo County are very important
to the development of a complete record for the ElS.



Now' THEREFoRE' BE lr RESoLVED that the board of Hidalgo county commissioners supportthe construction and operation of additional transmission infrastructure to provide capacity forthe area's renewable energy projects; and

BE lr FURTHER RESOLVED THATTHE BOARD OF HTDALGO COUNW COMMtSStoNERS urge allcooperating agencies to judiciously expedite the sunZia southwest rransmission project,sEnvironmental tmpact statement to expand regional economic development opportunities incentraf and southwestern New Mexico, by creating the necessary transmission capacity todeliver these areas' renewabre resources to western customers and markets.
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THIS 1OTH DAY OF NOVEMBER, 2009.

ATTEST:
--.

# ' _ . HAROLD KUENSTLER, CHAIR

HIDALGO COUNry COMM ISSION

CARMEN ACOSTA CLERK
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Appendix K  Tribal Consultation 
 



 

United States Department of the Interior 
                    

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
New Mexico State Office 
       1474 Rodeo Road 
         P.O. Box 27115 

Santa Fe, New Mexico  87502-0115 
www.blm.gov/nm 

In Reply Refer To: 

 
 
  
 
 
 
2800 (93200) 
NM-114438 
 
CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
 
Dear Honorable (name of tribal leader): 
 
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), New Mexico State Office, wishes to initiate 
consultation with the (XXXX name of tribe  XXXXX) regarding the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Line Project.  
SunZia Transmission LLC has applied to the BLM for a right-of-way to construct, operate, and 
maintain transmission line facilities across portions of southern New Mexico and Arizona. 
Counties in Arizona affected by the proposal include Pinal, Pima, Graham, and Cochise. 
Counties in New Mexico affected by the proposal include Hidalgo, Grant, Luna, Dona Ana, 
Sierra, Socorro, and Lincoln.   
 
The BLM is preparing the EIS to assess the potential environmental impacts resulting from 
SunZia’s proposal to construct and operate up to two, paralleling overhead 500 kilovolt 
transmission lines.  The proposed transmission line route would be approximately 460 miles in 
length and located on Federal lands, State lands, and private lands. The purpose of the proposed 
project is to transport electricity generated by power generation resources, including primarily 
renewable resources, to western power markets and load centers.  The EIS will form the basis for 
the BLM’s decision on the issuance of the requested right-of-way by SunZia.  The right-of-way 
designation will only affect public lands administered by the BLM.  Information on the project, 
including a map and a comment form is enclosed. 
 
This project is an undertaking subject to review under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800).  In accordance 
with 36 CFR § 800.2(a)(2), BLM will serve as the lead agency for the purposes of Section 106 
review.  We are inviting you to comment on the proposed action in accordance with Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) and the American Indian Religious Freedom Act to ensure that any concerns you may 
have about the proposed project are fully considered.   
 
Cultural resources are among the important environmental resources that will be addressed 
during the planning and the preparation of the EIS for the proposed project.  We want to ensure 
that any important cultural and natural resources and/or places with traditional cultural 
significance for your Tribe within the project area are considered and addressed in the NEPA and 
Section 106 reviews.  We hope that you will let us know, in particular, if there are any resources 
or places of traditional cultural or religious importance to members of your tribe that might be 
affected by the proposed action. In our capacity to consult in a government-to-government 



 

manner, we are soliciting input from tribes regarding cultural concerns about this project. If there 
are any traditional cultural or religious leaders you feel we should consult, please provide us with 
their names, addresses and telephone numbers so that we can contact them directly. 
 
A Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the SunZia project is being developed to facilitate 
compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA.  If you would like to be a concurring party to this PA 
or assist in its development, please let us know. If the project area or scope is beyond areas that 
concern your tribe and you do not wish to receive further information on the project, please let us 
know.  As this project progresses, unless you inform the BLM that you do not want to be 
involved or kept informed, we will continue to keep your tribe informed.    
 
In addition to the consultation process, we would also like to invite you to participate as a 
Cooperating Agency.  BLM regulations state that only state agencies, local governments, tribal 
governments, and other federal agencies may serve as Cooperating Agencies during the planning 
process if they can bring special expertise or have jurisdiction by law.  Your involvement would 
help us consider the proposed action and its effects on BLM public lands, including management 
actions needed to achieve our goal of stewardship of the land.  
 
The BLM will host nine scoping meetings to provide an opportunity for the public to learn about 
the SunZia Transmission Line Project and to share any comments or concerns.  The scoping 
meetings will be in an open house format to allow the public to visit with BLM and SunZia 
representatives.  The scoping meetings are scheduled from 5:00 – 8:00 pm each evening at the 
following locations. These scoping meetings are designed to facilitate public participation during 
the EIS process and tribal officials and members are invited to attend.  However, to further 
facilitate tribal participation and government-to-government consultation responsibilities, 
arrangements can be made for a presentation to the (XXXX  name of tribe XXXX) about the Sun 
Zia project, or a meeting can be arranged to discuss potential cultural concerns.   
 
Arizona Communities   Date        Location     
Eloy       June 22, 2009   Santa Cruz Valley Union High School 
              Cafeteria, 900 North Main Street  
Oracle       June 23, 2009   Oracle Community Center 
              685 American Avenue  
Safford      June 24, 2009   Manor House Convention Center  
              415 East Highway 70 
Willcox      June 29, 2009   Valley Telephone Company  
              Conference Room, 752 East Maley 
New Mexico Communities 
      
Lordsburg      June 30, 2009   Special Events Center  
              504 2nd Street  
Deming      July 1, 2009   Mimbres Valley Special Events Center 
              2300 East Pine Street 
Socorro      July 7, 2009   NM Mining Institute and Technology 
              Fidel Center Atrium, 801 Leroy Place 
Carrizozo      July 8, 2009   Carrizozo Municipal Schools  
              800 D Avenue 
Elephant Butte     July 9, 2009   Elephant Butte Inn, 401 Highway 195 



 

               
 
Thank you for your time and attention to this project. We look forward to hearing from you and 
would like to have your representative(s) on our planning team as a Cooperating Agency.  If you 
elect not to become a Cooperating Agency, we would still like meet with you during the 
planning process to update you on our progress and to ask for your input through consultation.  
 
If you have any questions, require any additional information or to arrange a presentation or a 
meeting, please contact Jane Childress at the address above, by phone (575) 525-4324 or by 
email at jane_childress@blm.gov. 
 
  
 
 
               William Merhege  
               Acting Deputy State Director 
               Lands and Resources 
                
 
Enclosures 



 
TRIBAL LIST FOR SUNZIA TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT 
 
Benjamin Nuvamsa, Chairman  
Hopi Tribal Council 
The Hopi Tribe 
1 Main Street 
Kykotsmovi, Arizona 86039 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Mr. Leigh Kuwanwisiwma, Director 
Historic Preservation Office 
Same address as above 
 
Wendsler Nosie, Sr., Chairman 
The San Carlos Apache Tribe 
P.O. Box 0 
San Carlos, Arizona 85550 
cc. letter with complete package to:  
Vernelda Grant, Historic Preservation 
Same address as above 
 
Ned Norris, Jr. 
Chairperson 
Tohono O’odham Nation 
P.O. Box 837 
Sells, Arizona 85634 
cc. letter with complete package to:  Peter Steere, Historic Preservation 
Same address as above 
 
Ms. Joni M. Ramos, President 
Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 
10005 East Osborn Road 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85256 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Dezbah Hatathli 
Same address as above 
 
Mr. William R. Rhodes, Governor 
The Gila River Indian Community 
P.O. Box 97 
Sacaton, Arizona 85247 
 cc. letter with complete package to:  
Barnaby Lewis 
Same address as above 
 



Terry Enos, Chairman 
Ak-Chin Indian Community 
42507 West Peters & Nail Road 
Maricopa, Arizona 85239 
cc. letter with complete package to:  
Nancy Wilson 
Same address as above 
  
Ronnie Lupe, Chairman 
White Mountain Apache 
P.O. Box 700 
Whiteriver, Arizona 85941 
 cc. letter with complete package to:  
Mark Altaha  
P.O. Box 507 
Whiteriver, Arizona 85941 
 
Mr. Ivan Smith, Chairman 
Tonto Apache Tribe 
Tonto Apache Reservation #30 
Payson, AZ 85541 
 
Mr. Thomas Beauty, Chairman 
Yavapai-Apache Nation 
2400 W Datsi 
Camp Verde, AZ 86322 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Rebecca Smith, Director of Apache Cultural Program 
Same address as above 
 
Katherine Marquez, Director 
Yavapai Cultural Program 
PO Box 1143 
Clarkdale, AZ 86324 
 
Mr. Peter Yucupicio, Chairman 
Pascua Yaqui Tribe 
7474 S. Camino de Oeste 
Tucson, AZ 85746 
cc. letter with complete package to:  
Amalia Reyes, Language & Cultural Preservation Specialist, Education Department 
Same address as above 
 
 
 



Wallace Coffey, Chairman 
Comanche Indian Tribe 
P.O. Box 908 
Lawton, Oklahoma 73502 
cc. letter with completed package to:   
Mr. Jimmy Arterberry 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Same address as above 
 
Jeff Houser, Chairman 
Fort Sill Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
Route 2, Box 121 
Apache, Oklahoma 73006 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Michael Darrow, Historic Preservation  
Same address as above 
 
Billy Evans Horse, Chairman 
Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 369 
Carnegie, Oklahoma 73015 
 
Wallace Bitsedy, Tribal Administrator 
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
P.O. Box 1220 
Anadarko, OK 73005 
 
Frank Paiz, Governor 
Ysleta del Sur Pueblo 
119 S. Old Pueblo Road 
P.O. Box17579 Ysleta Station 
El Paso, Texas 79917 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Rick Quezada, Historic Preservation 
same address as above 
 
Carleton Naiche-Palmer, President 
Mescalero Apache Tribe 
P.O. Box 227 
Mescalero, New Mexico 88340 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Holly Houghten, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer  
same address as above 
 
 



Robert Benavides, Governor 
Pueblo of Isleta 
P.O. Box 1270 
Isleta, New Mexico 87022 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Ben Lucero,  Historic Preservation  
1621 A SR 314 
Albuquerque, NM 87105 
 
Joe Shirley, Jr., President 
The Navajo Nation 
P.O. Box 9000 
Window Rock , AZ 86515 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Dr. Alan S. Downer  
P.O.Box 4950 
Historic Preservation Dept. 
Navajo Nation Inn Office Complex 
Navajo Blvd., W008-247 
Window Rock, Arizona 86515 
 
Scott Apachito, President 
c/o Denise Ganadonegro, Community Services Coordinator 
Alamo Chapter, Navajo Nation 
P.O. Box 827 
Magdalena, NM 87825 
   
Chandler Sanchez, Governor 
Pueblo of Acoma 
P.O. Box 309 
Acoma, NM 87034 
  
John Antonio, Sr., Governor 
Pueblo of Laguna 
P.O. Box 194 
Laguna Pueblo, NM 87026 
   
Norman Cooeyate, Governor  
Pueblo of Zuni 
P.O. Box 339 
Zuni, NM 87327 
cc. letter with complete package to:   
Kurt Dongoske, Acting Director  
Zuni Heritage and Historic Preservation 



PO Box 1149 
Zuni Pueblo, NM 87327 
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CODE 010.00 Purpose and Need 

1 

The proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project appears to be 
conceived of environmentally based concerns and forethought. As 
Arizona and New Mexico do enjoy of the most abundant solar thermal 
resources in the United States, and New Mexico is rich in wind 
resources, harnessing that power and routing it to Southwestern 
population centers is a logical ambition. In these days of growing 
concern over greenhouse gases and the changing climate of the 
petroleum industry, alternative energy is obviously a necessary product 
to develop, and energy independence is a necessary goal for which to 
strive. With assistance from Federal and State incentives, SunZia seems 
to be the innovative conglomerate that is positioned to undertake the 
task, and deliver the power. Any company that takes such initiative and 
risk obviously would ultimately capitalize on its efforts, and enjoy profits 
for year and years to come. 

21/454 

There is no need to transport solar energy into Arizona from New 
Mexico; we have plenty of our own!! Solar energy falls everywhere, no 
one should have a "corner" on its use. The money needed to build the 
transmission line would be better used to construct sites for the 
production of solar energy in Arizona. The future solar energy will be to 
de-centralize the production of energy in our nation which will make it 
stronger: less prone to terrorist attacks!! 

24 

I am opposed to the proposed SunZia Project transmission line placement 
in New Mexico. While profit for the company requesting the project 
construction is the driving force behind this matter, I do not believe that 
New Mexico's landscape should be forfeited for the sake of electricity to 
be supplied to Arizona and it's growing population. The mere cost of 
constructing such a lengthy transmission line illustrates the amount of 
profit that must be involved and it is unclear to me why New Mexicans 
should be providing free land for such a venture. 

29 

Control of air quality, reduction of pollution, carbon emissions and green 
house gases are issues of national and public interest. BLM should not 
promote and enable the generation of electricity utilizing fossil fuels in 
one region for use by another region. If this proposal is approved, I 
would recommend that a requirement regarding what portion of the 
energy transmitted via this transmission line be generated utilizing 
renewable energy technologies be quantified versus a general intent 
statement ("primarily") and that the requirement also require annual 
verifiable reporting/compliance and define penalties for any violations. 
For Example: "No less than 90% of all power transmitted via this 
transmission line be generated from verifiable Renewable Energy 
sources as defined by Arizona Corporation Commission rules. The 
owner-operator of the transmission line shall submit certified and 
verifiable annual statements no later than 30 days after the end of each 
annual period documenting their compliance with this requirement. 
Violations will be subject to a fine of not less than 5 cents per KHW and 
may not be passed on to, paid or absorbed by users/Ratepayers in any 
manner. 

33 
We recognize that new transmission lines are an integral part of the shift 
to renewable energy supplies in the Southwest, TNC 

34 

Interstate power grid is inefficient and costly. With due diligence to the 
true cost in environmental impact of the power line project, we see that 
an interstate power grid is not the best way to provide green power. It is 
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not necessary to undo conservationist measures already in place such as 
protected lands in the San Pedro River Valley or the Bosque del Apache 
in order to implement green energy projects. Protection of wildlife 
habitat can continue along with production and delivery of green energy 
if we act locally and think smaller projects rather than large. Everybody 
can win, including the birds, animals, rural conservationists and city 
dwellers. Two principles of environmental conservation are helpful in 
pursuing due diligence as to options for green energy production and 
delivery:  
1. Thinking globally, and acting locally. 
Green energy projects will be less environmentally destructive and less 
expensive if they are developed at local levels instead of being carried 
from afar. There is abundance of both wind and sun energy production 
sites in Arizona as well as New Mexico. Arizona can generate plenty of 
its own energy in its own jurisdiction. Arizona environmentalists 
sensibly want their state to provide energy for its own jurisdiction, close 
to home. There is an absurdity to the idea of Arizona, known as "The 
Sun State" buying solar power from New Mexico! Wind sites also 
abound in AZ, such as the Mammoth Mine in San Miguel in eastern 
Arizona, which closed down leaving a severely depressed local economy 
and lots of tailings bare to the wind and sun. Why not convert these 
fields of desolation to fields of energy production and jobs for people 
near the metropolitan centers of greater Phoenix and Tucson. The EPA is 
producing maps pairing other contaminated land with development of 
renewable energy projects on contaminated lands in the U.S. 

34c 

2. Small tends to be more efficient than large. 
The proposed transportation lines are relics of a past system of energy 
delivery which depended on large coal-fired or nuclear plants to provide 
for the needs of a large area. In contrast, energy harvesting from wind 
and sun can be done with multiple smaller production units closer to the 
concentrations of usage. An example of this is Germany which has 
successfully harnessed rooftops of its urban citizens to provide for the 
electrical needs of its cities. This kind of local production cuts down on 
the cost of transportation as well as environmental impacts of 
transportation. 

76 

We are living in a period of Earth crisis. Crises in climate, water 
resources, food shortages and species extinction tell us that our way of 
living on Earth is destroying the planet upon which we depend for life. 
Energy conservation and locally-scaled energy projects must be given 
priority over large, multi-state projects that are destructive to human and 
natural communities and waste energy over long distances. 

81 

It seemed that [SunZia Project] conceived of its job as moving power to 
California. Actually, it would be more accurate to say that it wanted to 
move power somewhere, and, as in the present case, one wasn't quite 
sure what was being proposed. 
With regard to the current proposal, one variously hears that it is going to 
be dedicated to mainly green power or to 100% green power. Power will 
be moved from New Mexico to Arizona. Arizona has better sites for the 
collection of solar power than New Mexico (see http:/www.nrel.gov/csp/ 
pdfs/csp sw.pdf), and if one is talking about large-scale power then to 
suggest that anything other than solar thermal makes sense for Arizona is 
really foolishness. We don't need transmission lines that cross the state. 
So much of Arizona is sun-friendly that we can generate power virtually 
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anywhere. SunZia is just interested in getting governmental finances to 
construct the lines and not in what makes sense. 
I would prefer that we begin to think in terms of thinking of conserving 
and employing energy efficiency in lieu of more energy. The money to 
be spent on these transmission lines could just as easily be spent to 
provide energy conservation and efficiency for the residents of Arizona 
and New Mexico – to the tune of over $SO per man, woman and child.  

81c 

The federal government already has some energy programs out there that 
encourage these actions. More could be done in lieu of these lines. I have 
two major concerns with respect to siting. The broader concern is that 
should these transmission lines be built in lieu of locally generated 
power, that they not disrupt wildlife.  

90 

The [Arizona Game and Fish] Department does not support this project 
at this time due to the following concerns: The construction of SunZia 
will clearly promote the growth of renewable energy development in 
New Mexico in a manner consistent with identified resources. It is 
unclear; however, what impact this project will have on Arizona's 
renewable energy growth in an area that has been identified as having 
significant natural resources and limited renewable energy resource 
potential. Arizona's renewable energy potential is primarily located along 
the state’s western region, while Arizona's southeast region provides 
some of the most biologically diverse habitat in the state.  AZGFD 

120 

The proposal to construct a 460 mile transmission line to deliver 
"proposed" renewable energy developed in New Mexico to other states is 
contrary to the premise upon which renewable energy is based. As the 
brochure for the Project points out, the legislatures of Arizona, Nevada 
and California, as well as New Mexico, have established renewable 
energy requirements. However, those requirements should be met from 
local renewable resources. One of the great advantages of renewable 
energy resources is their relatively low environmental impact. It simply 
makes no sense to develop renewable resources and then transport them 
via large transmission towers requiring 1000 ft. rights-of-way to urban 
centers hundreds of miles away. Clearly the Project proponents are 
looking to take advantage of the large expanses of undeveloped land in 
New Mexico for a comparatively cheap supply of renewable energy to 
meet state renewable requirements elsewhere. In conclusion, the SunZia 
Project as proposed is incompatible with the concept of renewable 
energy development. To be truly beneficial, renewable energy sources 
should be developed locally and not exploited to distant urban centers. 
As the stewards of our federal lands, the BLM should deny the right-of-
way application for the SunZia Project. 

127 

I attended the open house meeting in Carrizozo and was very impressed 
with the presentation concerning the SunZia transmission line. If we are 
going to increase our capacity in renewable energy this line needs to be 
built as soon as possible. 

158 

Practically, it does not make sense to generate a large amount of power 
and then have to transport it ~460 miles, even if a bit of that power will 
be used by communities along the transmission corridors. It makes a lot 
more sense to have more power being generated locally. The amount of 
money that it would cost to build the power stations in eastern New 
Mexico, acquire the right of ways for the transmission lines, and build 
those, could be much better spent on local solar and wind farms in the 
various communities that need power. 
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It seems that there are many ways in which the government could help 
people consume less power, and thus mitigate the need for more power 
plants. Part of that could be in spending this money to help homeowners 
be more energy efficient. Part of it could be in encouraging/helping 
businesses to consume less as well. The point is that we consume more 
power, per person, than any other country in the world. At what point are 
we going to try and do better? Maybe it would be better to strive to not 
build more power plants, and instead encourage less consumption. 

163 

Sharp Ranch [located in southeastern Torrance county about 10 miles 
north of Corona NM] is very much in favor of clean energy and we 
believe this area could produce a great amount of electricity for the 
country. So we say full speed ahead and develop the project as soon as 
possible! 

198 

I am all for alternative forms of energy production including wind and 
solar but think that in these cases the power source can be nearer the final 
user. Certainly in New Mexico as in Arizona the sun shines on the entire 
state so that the power source can be nearer the final user. 

203 

This [Aravaipa Canyon] is no place for any type of power line project. 
There is a way already in existence that should be used for this purpose 
and that is along the I-10 corridor. This area is already disturbed by 
various human uses and adding in another use is the only thing that 
makes any sense at all. Actually we suspect the power you want to move 
west will be going to our big, fat, hungry, overusing state of California 
and they can just find their own clean power source, wind or whatever. 
We are not convinced by your references to clean power sources as we 
know there are plans to invade and destroy the Mojave Desert with 
horrendous solar panels. Please do not plan any more projects that 
involve destroying our precious land heritage. Please do not take this 
power line anywhere near Aravaipa Canyon. 

209 
This is a much needed project. I like the idea of bringing wind from NM 
to AZ.  

214 

Arizona does not need this system. Arizona needs education on building 
homes that need little or no mechanical heating or cooling devices, 
thereby reducing their energy needs to the point that much fewer 
photovoltaics will be necessary to power a home. Passive-solar design 
and build is the answer. 

220 

In principal I am opposed to these transmission lines on the basis of 
wasting green energy by transmitting it hundreds of miles unnecessarily. 
Arizona has more sunny days than eastern New Mexico why isn't 
Arizona putting up solar panels (and wind generators) to provide the 
energy locally? This would include having solar panels (and perhaps 
wind generators) on every rooftop, including every home and private and 
public building and solar panels on the roof of every parking lot. If they 
are unable to produce sufficient energy locally only then we should we 
consider alternatives. We must stop thinking in the past and past methods 
and start thinking of a new paradigm. 

221 

My initial thought is wouldn't it make more sense, use less resources, and 
cost less money to help fund solar panels on most businesses and homes 
in this region? And wouldn't that be more practical? 

224 

I am in favor of the transmission line and the proposed wind projects in 
NM. I strongly believe in alternative energy. I think that it is vital that we 
become energy independent and this would get us headed in the right 
direction. I also think that this would be a great opportunity for NM 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-6 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

because it would create revenue and jobs in a time when jobs are few and 
far between. I look forward to seeing this project progress. 

228 

We are ranchers north of Capitan and are very much in favor of the 
potential wind project in that area. We feel that wind energy is a clean, 
renewable source of energy that can help reduce our dependency on 
foreign oil. This will also help create green jobs and give a boost to the 
local economy. It will also create tax revenue for state and local 
government. As far as we are concerned it is a win, win situation. 

246/261/348/366/3
75 

 I also question the wisdom of stringing the country with new power 
lines without a significant effort at conservation in use of electrical 
resources. 

254 

Project Goal and Need: I favor the replacement of electrical generation 
from fossil fuel sources with electrical generation from renewable 
sources in the Southwest, but only if the large energy markets in this 
region are also subject to rigorous conservation standards. I do not favor 
simply adding more energy production to compensate for growth and the 
lack of energy efficiency. Thus, I only favor the goal of this project if it 
is carried out in the context of rigorous residential and commercial 
energy conservation programs promoted by the Southwest Area 
Transmission Group and the power companies who would benefit from 
the SunZia Southwest project.  

259 

We really need this power line and we need to do the EIS study for 2 
[transmission lines] in the same right of way. We have to do all we can to 
become less dependent upon fossil fuel especially imported fuel which 
we buy from people who hate us sometimes. We are held hostage by 
them. The US Dept of Interior and BLM need to do all they can to help 
procure this corridor so private industry can build alternative energy 
power sources. 

262 

I questions the needs and purposes stated. Photovoltaic solar seems better 
than solar thermal in balance. Transmitting power over long distance 
should be obsolete soon. If a new transmission must be established it 
should align with already established ROWs and not degrade more land. 
Since NM has wind, let NM use wind power. Arizona has sun and some 
wind. Decentralize electrical power. 

302 

This seems like an excellent idea to increase renewable energy within the 
United States, especially New Mexico and Arizona. With such a high 
amount of expected renewable energy in New Mexico (20%), this will 
provide a great start, and continuation.  

306 

The SunZia line will bring needed transmission for development of wind 
energy that is only waiting for transmission. I feel it will help the 
economy and the nation to have this renewable energy developed. I see 
no concerns to developing this transmission line. 

307 

The proposed transmission line is definitely a necessary infrastructure 
requirement to develop the wind and solar resources of the area. All we 
need is transmission. Build it – the sooner the better. I see no major 
problems or concerns to this proposal. 

311 

Frio Ridge Energy Development Assn. LLC (FREDA) consists of 127 
landowners representing over 178,000 acres with others expected to join. 
Each landowner is anxious to help solve the energy problems seeing our 
country by offering their land and support to the development of wind 
and solar energy. The only holdback we see at the present time is the 
lack of an energy transmission grid to get our product to market. We 
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have some of the best wind and solar possibilities of any place you could 
find with the greatest people in the world to work with. We respectfully 
ask your help in getting these transmission grids that are so vital to our 
development. Thank you for your help in obtaining this goal. 

345 

Your proposal to build windmills and power lines through southern 
Arizona is just plain wrong. I bought 36 acres in the Eureka Springs 
Ranch near Willcox and Safford, Arizona and it is so clean and beautiful 
right now. I do not want you to screw it up for the pleasure of the idiots 
that live in California. Let them build more windmills over there. When 
you drive the southern route to the Los Angeles area and you go through 
the area where they have all the thousands of windmills it makes you 
want to puke. Don't ruin my land for the pleasure of others. I paid for it 
with hard earned money and it is mine. 

347 

From a business point of view I know that the wind doesn't blow 
continuously. An intermittent source of power such as wind could lead to 
bankruptcy of SunZia Southwest and resulting loss to investors. It makes 
far more sense to build gas-fired or nuclear powered generating plants 
where they are needed. Gas can be delivered via underground pipelines 
and nuclear fuel can be trucked to the generating plant eliminating the 
need for unsightly, long distance high voltage power lines. 

379 

As a member of the South Corona Landowners Association and current 
Secretary/Treasurer of same, I feel that we definitely need this proposed 
line. Renewable energy has to become a vital part of our countries 
energy future. 

425 

Why are we generating electricity in one state to be sent to or thru 
another? Generate it at home – cover you flat roofs with solar panels. 
There’s no need to degrade an environment under the politically correct 
banner of Green. 

440 

I am in favor of developing local decentralized sources of sustainable 
"green" power to replace existing____ (illegible) and polluting power 
plants. Decentralized power generation would lessen the need to build 
costly, ugly and imposing transmission lines in areas that are pristine and 
in areas that have larger human populations.   

455 

The SunZia Southwest Transmission Project would be an extremely bad 
investment for Arizona, with abundant solar resources near the locations 
that require energy; Arizona has no need to bear the substantial financial, 
economic, and environmental costs of importing and developing the 
renewable energy of New Mexico. Considering the imminent 
technological advancements that will allow full use of sunlight's 
tremendous potential, the smart money is on the local generation and 
distribution of solar power, and not on 2006 ideas like SunZia. Rather 
than pay for the unnecessary and costly SunZia project, we should invest 
in the valuable solar resources in Arizona's own backyards...and front 
yards... And rooftops. 

461 

Arizona Congressman Raul Grijalva and Congresswoman Gabrielle 
Giffords are totally committed to solar power development in Arizona 
and have been instrumental in bringing this industry to our state. Two 
large scale solar energy developments are planned for LaPaz, Yavapai 
and Maricopa counties. Solar power development will bring new 
industries and new jobs to Arizona. Consequently, Arizona importing 
solar energy from New Mexico is a ridiculous idea and could jeopardize 
the success of these solar energy generating plants in Arizona. The 
location of these planned projects are adjacent to the load center planned 
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for Pinal county; the destination of the proposed SunZia transmission 
lines. 

481 

 They are talking specifically about solar energy and wind energy and 
possibly geothermal, but there's nothing that has been mentioned in 
regard to nuclear energy, and I think that that is a real – it's a real 
mistake, that that should be part of the energy. We had a meeting with 
Senator Tom Udall, which he indicated that we have more nuclear 
energy in the United States than France does, and France, basically, 
generates all of the their energy requirements via the nuclear method. I 
would have to say that it has proven to be very effective, inasmuch as the 
United States Navy uses it for propelling aircraft carriers and 
submarines, so, therefore, it would seem to me that this is a very viable 
source of energy for this country. It certainly lends itself to the green 
effect. 

543 

New Mexico has the potential for producing a good position on the 
nation's renewable energy. The development of renewable energy would 
create jobs, improve the environment and reduce our dependence on 
fossil fuels. The production of the energy depends on the ability to 
transmit that energy to where it is needed. SunZia is proposing to build 
the transmission lines that will link the renewable energy projects in New 
Mexico with the grid that provides service to the areas of large 
population. Approval of transmission lines like SunZia's, will create 
much needed jobs in New Mexico as wind farms, solar and geothermal 
plants will locate here. We need to send a statement to these developers 
that New Mexico is supportive of the expansion of renewable energy 
development. 

544 

My first reaction is always that generating facilities, however 
progressive, should be located as close as possible to the users of the 
power. The geographical reasons are obvious, too much energy is wasted 
in transport. The philosophical ones may be even more compelling: 
Users need to see what their power consumption entails in production. It 
is my impression that the sun still shines in Arizona and the wind still 
blows. Tucson and Phoenix, etc. should have their needed generating 
facilities in their own backyard. 

556 
Wind farms should be local and serve a limited area, i.e., Socorro for 
Socorro. 

558 

I hope that the BLM can look to the future and not make decisions based 
on past land use practices and 100 year old electrical transmission 
technology. New investment is needed in renewable energy sources, but 
it should not come off the back of rural New Mexicans! Renewable 
energy technology is rapidly expanding and future technologies such as 
the "smart" grid and distributed generation are more appropriately geared 
to serving societies energy needs than construction of massive 
transmission facilities to take power across vast areas of rural landscapes 
to serve metropolitan areas.  

565 

I wanted to write to express my strong support for the Sun Zia 
transmission project. This project will be a big step in meeting the 
renewable energy goals of the west 

570 

The future of our energy policies depends on swift proactive policies 
implemented by agencies like yours to ensure that our locally created 
sustainable green energy is able to be transmitted to the appropriate 
markets. 

571 Let the people who need the power build a power plant in their area. It is 
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our understanding that the state of CA and the Phoenix area will benefit 
from this action. Let CA build their own power plant and let Phoenix 
build a facility near them. We are a three hour car ride from the major 
Phoenix area. It makes no sense to run lines all over the place when there 
is a better solution. Whoever needs the service should build something in 
their back yard, not mine. Everyone is crying for jobs. Here is the 
opportunity to supply jobs to the area that will be the end user. 

597 

The proposed parallel power line easement discussed below will have an 
effective width of 1,000 feet, when one considers there is no realistic 
possibility of any functional value between the two sets of lines. It is of 
great concern to the MRGCD that this easement would carve a 1000-foot 
wide strip and bisect the bosque forest, the agricultural productive lands 
and the cultural center of this region. These facts raise the question of 
whether in this time of rethinking our methods for generation and 
distribution of energy, it would be useful to compare the value of 
localized energy production using clean technologies and smaller 
interlocking grids with the traditional methods of massive energy 
production with substantial localized impacts and multiple miles of 
transmission lines affecting thousands of acres. For this reason, initially 
the Board would request that you consider this global issue first in 
making this review.  MRGCD 

598 

Purpose and Need for the Proposal and Provide for a Reasonable Range 
of Alternatives. [Center for Desert Archaeology] CDA and the National 
Trust strongly support the development of renewable energy and its 
efficient delivery to end users. However, we are concerned that the 
SunZia proposal has been developed in the absence of a defined 
comprehensive plan for integrating renewable energy in the Southwest. It 
seems that such a comprehensive plan would help to not only define the 
purpose and need for the proposed project, but also to establish directions 
for future renewable energy projects, as well as projects that employ 
traditional forms of energy generation and transmission. Furthermore, the 
development of renewable generation and transmission can, and should, 
utilize to the greatest extent possible existing transmission corridors and 
facilities before considering new corridors, which could potentially 
further impact sensitive resources. Such consideration would ensure that 
a wide range of alternatives are identified and evaluated in the context of 
both NEPA and NHPA. A comprehensive renewable energy 
development plan also would assist in identifying opportunities to co-
locate transmission facilities and, thus, eliminate the need for new rights-
of-way. These efforts would support NEPA alternatives that minimize 
impacts to significant natural, historic and cultural resources. CDA/NTHP 

692 

The question I would like the Environmental Impact Statement to 
address is "Why not end the SunZia transmission line at the Winchester 
substation in Arizona?" The Tucson metropolitan area has a population 
of over 1 million people and is run substantially on electricity generated 
from coal in the Four Comers region. At the Winchester substation, coal-
generated power from the Four Comers region heads for Tucson. By 
investing in the Winchester sub-station as a termination point, renewable 
energy carried by the SunZia lines could substitute for coal energy at that 
point and proceed to Tucson on existing transmission lines. 

715 

In the forthcoming analysis, a range of alternatives should analyze and 
disclose the capacity of the current Infrastructure and provide evidence 
of the 'need' for new developments. 

AZ Native 
Plant Society 
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853 

In New Mexico, military land and airspace occupies a substantial amount 
of the state's real estate. The military has understandably been 
traditionally resistant to civilian presence on or near their bases and 
operations. However, in the context of renewable energy development, 
cooperation between the military and other stakeholders is vital to 
developing many of our best renewable resources which are located near 
military land. Building a cleaner energy portfolio for the United States 
directly supports national security goals for energy independence. 
Collaboration on transmission and generation of renewables around 
defense facilities will be critical to achieving energy independence and 
reducing our reliance on hostile and oppressive regimes abroad. NRDC 

852 

While recognizing the importance of the project and the need to transmit 
renewable power in New Mexico to markets in the western united States, 
Fort Bliss has serious concerns about the impacts to our mission if you 
select the alternate eastern route. Ft Bliss 

826 

I. Clearly Define the Project Purpose and Need and Develop a 
Reasonable Range of Alternatives. 
NMAC and AAC are concerned that the SunZia transmission corridor is 
being developed to provide the bulk of renewable power to states other 
than New Mexico and Arizona. A related concern is that even if the 
project will provide access to renewable power for New Mexico and 
Arizona, large population centers in both states will have priority of 
access, rather than the small communities that the May 29, 2009 Notice 
of Intent (NOI) lists as being located along the transmission corridor. If 
these small communities are to bear the burden of impacts from wind 
turbines, generating stations, and transmission lines, they should be 
among the first to benefit from the proposed project by having priority 
access to energy generated from renewable sources served by the SunZia 
transmission line. 
We believe that BLM must clearly articulate the project purpose and 
need in order to develop a reasonable range of alternatives for balancing 
the specific need for renewable power transmission facilities with the 
burdens on small communities, impacts to remote landscapes, and effects 
on cultural resources within the project corridor. The range of 
alternatives must minimize impacts to significant archaeological, 
historical, and traditional cultural properties within and around the 
proposed project area and to the cultural and natural landscapes that 
make New Mexico and Arizona so unique. 

NM and AZ 
Archeological 
Councils 

825 

The Department recognizes that wind and solar power, and a reliable 
transmission system, are essential for our nation's energy security. DOD 
supports the Bureau of Land Management's efforts to site energy 
infrastructure in locations that will provide efficient generation and 
transmission of electrical power to major load centers. At the same time, 
DoD must ensure that energy infrastructure does not adversely impact 
the testing and training activities on our ranges and installations. We are 
Submitting specific comments with this letter and these comments reflect 
the views of individual DoD installations. However, the issues are 
complex and the Department stands ready to work with all concerned to 
see that this project goes forward with a solution that successfully 
balances both energy security and national defense. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

CODE 020.00 Engineering/Design 

12 
PLEASE extend the deadlines so that alternative routes and BETTER 
options such as line burial can be studied and proposed. As a resident of 
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Southern California, I can attest to how much my heard breaks every 
time I drive past our states hundreds and hundreds of Giant Power Lines 
and Bitter-Start White Metal Wind Machines scarring acres and acres of 
our most precious fragile dessert and high desert areas near Joshua Tree 
National Park and Tehachapi. 

14/204/466 

The proposed route [in vicinity of Aravapai Canyon Wilderness] 
includes more than 15 miles of mountainous terrain, making construction 
quite difficult, unduly expensive, environmentally degrading, and very 
undesirable for maintenance. This difficult terrain is a major reason why 
there are not roads or transmission lines presently crossing this area.  

33 

ARIZONA SPECIFIC COMMENTS: We recognize that some 
transmission towers can be installed with helicopters, and we encourage 
that practice. Enough aerial placements would need to be done to avoid 
creating new travel routes in conservation lands. Second, the placement 
and size of individual transmission towers will significantly affect the 
overall environmental impact of a route. The footprints of towers should 
avoid riparian zones, especially those with perennial water, and stream 
crossings should incorporate towers of sufficient height to avoid any tree 
removal required to meet safety regulations. Of particular concern are the 
riparian forests along the San Pedro River, which support a rich 
biological community, including the endangered Southwest Willow 
Flycatcher. Many properties along the lower San Pedro River have been 
set aside as mitigation for environmental damage elsewhere, and are 
managed specifically to benefit the Willow Flycatcher and generally for 
the native riparian community. The cottonwood and mesquite trees along 
perennial reaches of the river grow to sufficient height that regulations 
for 500 kV transmission lines would likely require tree removal for 
clearance beneath the lines. Thus, towers on either side of a river 
crossing in those reaches would need to be extremely tall to avoid 
clearing a swath of trees beneath the lines. Third, linear disturbance 
features such as utility corridors become avenues for the spread of 
invasive plant species. This can be minimized by prompt revegetation, 
but subsequent new disturbance, such as maintenance of an access route, 
reopens that avenue. TNC 

33c 

The ADOT/AGFD Wildlife Linkages Assessment identifies the portion 
of the valley between the Catalina/Rincon Mountains and the Galiuro 
Mountains as a potential linkage zone and the river corridor as a riparian 
habitat/linkage zone. It also identified areas south of the Galiuro 
Mountains, and south of the Pinaleno Mountains. A more detailed 
analysis modeled wildlife movement corridors between the Galiuro and 
Pinaleno Mountains. All of these are crossed by one or more of the 
routes under consideration. In these cases, protecting wildlife linkages 
does not require total avoidance. Rather, they are areas where protecting 
the ability of wildlife to move should be considered in the design of 
fencing and other infrastructure.  TNC 

33c 

NEW MEXICO SPECIFIC COMMENTS: Design elements for the 
proposed and alternative routes can be used to minimize the mitigation 
needed to address impacts to these species. The EIS should also evaluate 
design alternatives that include burying the transmission line as it crosses 
the migratory corridor and off-site mitigation to compensate for lost 
habitat.  TNC 

42 
Line burial would protect all concerned … farmers and birds. And assure 
that this magnificently beautiful area [Bosque del Apache] would remain 
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as such. 

53 

It is possible to use the spin-off electricity to power transmissions below 
the high-tension wire line. What do you think this extra electrical energy 
does to our electrical system?  

70 

 If you absolutely must put the cables in, (as I know how money plays a 
part in things) you absolutely MUST put those cables underground and 
out of an area where they would influence the river or any other 
wilderness [in vicinity of Klondyke, AZ.]  

85 

With the preliminary information provided, ADEQ would like to make 
you aware of some water quality issues that may need to be considered in 
the planning stage. I) Stormwater Construction General Permit: 
Stormwater discharges associated with construction activities (clearing, 
grading, or excavating) which disturb one acre or more must obtain a 
general permit for coverage of stormwater discharges under the Arizona 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System's (AZPDES) Construction 
General Permit. As part of permit coverage, a Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared, and implemented during the 
course of construction. Because the proposed construction will occur in 
20I3, the project proponent will need to be cognizant of the most current 
permit in existence at the time it seeks coverage for the construction 
activities. 2) Impaired Waters: Planning should consider any waters in 
the area of the proposed route that are listed as impaired according to 
Section 303(d) of the federal CWA. Listing as an impaired water may 
impact surface water quality permits, such as the Construction General 
Permit. ADEQ 

90 

General Recommendations for Construction of Transmission Lines 
• Transmission lines must be designed to prevent or minimize risk of 
electrocution of raptors. 
• Limit project activities during the breeding season for birds, generally 
May through late August, depending on species in the local area. Raptors 
breed in early February through May. Conduct avian surveys to 
determine bird species that may be utilizing the area and develop a plan 
to avoid disturbance during nesting season. 
• Limit removal of deadfall/snags since many wildlife species use snags 
for refuge. 
• Avoid work near bridges with bats during maternity season, usually 
May through late August. If possible, complete work at night when the 
least amount of bats are roosting. 
• If riparian areas are present be aware aquatic species breed at different 
times throughout the year. Review the biology of each species to 
determine a timeframe and actions (e.g. limiting sediment input into the 
river during construction) that would minimize impact to the species. 
• Coordinate plant salvage efforts with the Arizona Department of 
Agriculture, in accordance with the Arizona Native Plant Law. In 
addition, the applicable land management agencies should be consulted 
regarding guidelines for revegetation efforts. 
• Contact the Army Corp. of Engineers for Best Management Practices 
and guidelines for minimizing and mitigating impacts to riparian areas. AZGFD 

94 

NMDGF strongly recommends that the SunZia power lines and 
substations should be designed and constructed in full conformance with 
the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee· publications Suggested 
Practices for Raptor Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 
2006, and Mitigating Bird Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the NMDGF 
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Art in 1994 (both available at http://www.aplic.org). 
Bird diverter devices should be installed on the lines at potential collision 
hazard locations, and support towers should be lighted only where 
required by law, using red or red-and-white blinking or strobe lights. 
Towers should be erected without guy lines if possible; if a guyed design 
is necessary, the guy wires should be provided with bird diverters. 
Project planning should include development of a project specific post-
construction Avian Protection Plan (see APLIC Suggested Practices 
document for guidance.) 

95 

Placing the lines to the east of the Picachos [Pinal County, AZ] provides 
better co-location opportunities with the proposed Tucson Electric Power 
"TEP" project participant, TEP is currently planning a 500kV 
transmission line from the Tortolita Substation into the Pinal Central 
Substation. TEP's proposed alternatives allow for co-location of these 
two projects to the' east of the Picacho Mountains. We encourage BLM 
to require TEP and the Project to work together to co-locate their 
alignments. If the Project interconnects with the Tortolita Substation then 
it should be sited to avoid the large planned projects immediately north 
of Tortolita. 

138 

It [transmission line(s)] really should go underground as it is not 
something that enhances nature's beauty, which is what the 
Klondyke/Aravaipa area is all about. 

159 

[Potential mitigation]: Careful review of the height and type of power 
line towers; Careful location of power line towers so as to minimize their 
impacts; Color and reflectivity of facilities; and landscape treatment 
within the right-of-way and at other places that screen structures.  CDTA 

180 I would like to see burial of the lines explored. 

207 
Consider transmission line routing needs for local utilities when making 
the connection at Pinal Central Substation. 

Electrical 
District #2 

226 

Since your lines are for future (primarily) large environmental 
sustainable energy systems, what if anything is being proposed for 
smaller low voltage PV and wind systems? Do they get on the grid 
locally? The vision is at least 4-fold (off-grid residential, off-gird 
industrial, on-grid local, and on-grid industrial (power plants.)) Also, 
you'll need some rough ____ [illegible] estimates on a 20 year cost-vs-
benefits of AC 500 kV to DC 500kV, including losses, substation costs, 
etc. Thanks for the presentation, your people were helpful. 

231 Concerned about AC, want DC transmission line. 

232 

I know the expense of underground burial of lines is probably 
prohibitive, but somewhere along the line consideration of wildlife and 
the scenic views need consideration. I hope you will give them their due. 

242 

2) I suggest using existing corridors as much as possible to minimize 
disturbance to more pristine areas and also make construction and 
maintenance easier. 3) Get enough right-of-way and choose routes that 
allow you room to expand in the future plus grant operational flexibility 
(temporary facilities, forgiving topography, minimal interference with 
high density population areas.) 4) Get big areas for your substations with 
gated outer perimeter fences as well as an inner fence to keep kids and 
terrorists out. We had eco-terrorist here even go thru the trouble of 
digging up the new power line on Mt. Graham. 

243 
I have Frye Mesa Ranch south of Safford and 1/2 way up Mt. Graham 
form the city limits and I already have enough off road problems with 
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this line. We will have more side roads, more gate problems. This is a 
bad place to put a power line thru to the San Pedro River rough country, 
few roads, wilderness country.  

253 
Might a portion of these lines be put underground? Could that be a 
consideration?  

266 
EVERY effort should be made to run these lines somewhere other than 
along migration routes or better yet, put them underground. 

298 

Please suggest SunZia look into vertical access wind turbines, if they 
haven't already. They're quieter, generate power at lower wind speeds, 
can sustain performance at higher wind speeds, and appear to be a solid 
mass to birds, thus eliminating the mass carnage of migrating birds that 
fly into traditional fan generators. 

301 

Don't like the proposed distance between lines. The country will look 
awful. Put easements and lines next to existing easements when possible 
to narrow the width of transmission corridors. 

304 

The impact to avian species in a major migratory flyway from high 
tension wires could be severe. Impacts at night to flying birds is a 
problem even now. More lines located even higher above ground could 
be a major threat. Bird watching and ecotourism are a major economic 
plus to our area in San Antonio. The proposed above ground lines would 
hurt us economically. No expense should be spared to bury these lines 
wherever they cross the Rio Grande corridor. 

322 

Oracle already has a complex network of gas transmission lines and a 
turbine station – any concern about placing lines where they could – in a 
storm – come down and ignite the gas lines? Oracle is designated as one 
of the highest potential wildlife areas in the state. Why add to the danger 
with lines – or endanger your lines by locating them here? 

429 

I live in the San Pedro Valley off of Gamex Road. The existing power 
line cross my land and are visually not very pretty but to erect 160' tall 
towers? These would be visually obscene and totally destroy the value of 
my property not to mention destroy the natural beauty of an almost 
pristine area of land. Also I'm not pleased with health hazards I've heard 
about – and ROWs 1000' wide that would eat up a huge amount of 
property (the lower portion of my land) if in fact it follows existing 
carrier lines (wood poles). 

469 

I was wondering if they were planning on incorporating some fiber optic 
neutral built into this line. If so, I believe a fellow over there told me they 
were planning on putting in some neutral for the control circuits and 
stuff. But there would be an option with this fiber to lease it or sell it to 
the State or whoever, try to incorporate this fiber ring that the State is 
trying to put together. 

471 

They built a transmission line through our ranch, and before it was even 
finished, it was full. They couldn't add any more for wind. My 
recommendation is you build them big enough for future expansion.  

481 

And before we can really report intelligently in terms of the effect that 
this is going to have on us is, where are those lines going to go? We don't 
know for sure exactly what those lines are going to be, whether they're 
going to be AC lines or whether they're going to be DC lines and exactly 
where they are, how many of them, and what the impact is going to be. 
So I guess the other issue that I would talk about is that a long time ago 
there was a very famous scientist called Tesla, and the transmission of 
energy was not via wires. So has anybody looked into that kind of energy 
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transmission, using the Tesla technology which is certainly available 
now? 

516 

I am also concerned that as property owners we are not allowed to have 
any lines weather phone, power etc above ground. We have to bury the 
lines. 

528 

The suggestion that the lines will run under the Rio Grande raises the 
question of the silvery minnow and how much disturbance there will be 
to that species if the present proposal is implemented. 

550 

We [Windmill Ranch] have covenants that prohibit any structures over 
35 feet in height and buildings should fit with the environment. We 
would not want any development that does not meet with these 
environmental concerns. 
We are in a power class 2 according to the government's own studies. 
Look at Renewable Resources Data Center. I also have a weather station 
and anemometer. We average between 6 and 8 miles per hour winds. I do 
not believe anyone did any research before coming up with what they 
thought would be a real moneymaker.  

556 

1. What is the rate of energy/power loss per transmission mile? 
2. What are the estimated costs for construction of: Wind farm? 
Transmission towers and lines? 
3. What agency or entity fronts the cost of construction? 
4. What is dollar rate of return and over how long an interim? 
5. What agency will maintain wind farm and service power lines? 

595 

Burying Lines in Key Places – Underground transmission lines could be 
used to avoid impacts from large-scale transmission development along 
the SunZia route. Where consistent with environmental goals such as 
conservation of soil quality and plant life, the option to bury transmission 
lines should be considered where lines pass through high quality desert 
viewsheds or sensitive wildlife habitat of birds and/or bats. While 
undergrounding Extra High Voltage (EHV) lines poses some additional 
technical challenges related to reactive power management and resistive 
heating losses, these can ultimately met through appropriate 
compensation and increased conductor cross-sections/conductivities. 
Ultimately the technical hurdles associated with installing underground 
lines are cost and engineering issues, not fundamental constraints. 
Furthermore, if underground portions are limited to short distances where 
impact is most acute, additional compensation requirements can be 
minimized or eliminated.  

Wilderness 
Society 

595 

Underground lines can also be insulated with gas or cross-linked 
polyethylene (XPLE), which may have fewer potential environmental 
risks. BLM should study the potential impacts of both burying lines 
(including analysis of all available technologies for burying lines, 
including but not limited to oil cooled, gas cooled, and XPLE insulated 
lines) and keeping them above ground, weigh the pros and cons of these 
alternatives, and make recommendations in the EIS for the most 
environmentally sensitive alternative. 

Wilderness 
Society 

597 

It is of great concern to the MRGCD that this easement would carve a 
1000-foot wide strip and bisect the bosque forest, the agricultural 
productive lands and the cultural center of this region. These facts raise 
the question of whether in this time of rethinking our methods for 
generation and distribution of energy, it would be useful to compare the 
value of localized energy production using clean technologies and 
smaller interlocking grids with the traditional methods of massive energy MRGCD 
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production with substantial localized impacts and multiple miles of 
transmission lines affecting thousands of acres.  

601 

The construction of these transmission lines must not occur above 
ground, or if they are above ground they must be rerouted to pathways 
approved and promoted by the scientific staff of the Bosque del Apache 
Wildlife Refuge. I understand that some of the promoters of the Sun Zia 
Southwest Transmission Project dismiss these perfectly viable 
alternatives as being prohibitively expensive. That is not an acceptable 
argument when we are talking about saving money by putting species, 
especially migratory species limited to wetland habitats, at additional risk 
of population declines. Protecting natural species is simply a cost of 
business. 

609 

The era when the most cost effective way to generate electric power was 
to do it in coal fired power plants, hydroelectric generating stations, and 
nuclear power plants is, I believe, drawing to a close. We now are 
developing the technology to generate electricity using renewable and 
sustainable means, and as a taxpayer, I believe that my money would be 
better spent developing power generation systems on a local scale, and 
abandoning the old ways of doing things. 

623 

I also believe that the transmission lines should be run under ground, in 
either case. I am a general contractor, and I believe this could be done. I 
understand it would cost more to construct, but I'm sure you have the 
technology, and in the long run, an underground application would save 
costs in maintenance and repair. 

692 

The question I would like the Environmental Impact Statement to 
address is "Why not end the SunZia transmission line at the Winchester 
substation in Arizona?" The Tucson metropolitan area has a population 
of over 1 million people and is run substantially on electricity generated 
from coal in the Four Comers region. At the Winchester substation, coal-
generated power from the Four Comers region heads for Tucson. By 
investing in the Winchester sub-station as a termination point, renewable 
energy carried by the SunZia lines could substitute for coal energy at that 
point and proceed to Tucson on existing transmission lines. 

826 

We are also concerned about the suggested right-of-way (ROW) width. 
Presentations suggest a 200-footwide study corridor is sufficient, 
whereas BLM policy for linear ROWs requires a 50-foot study area on 
either side of the corridor in addition to the corridor itself. Restatement 
of this policy will clarify required survey and use corridors. 

NM AZ 
Archeo 
Councils 

CODE 030.00 Corridor Alignment/Alternatives 

10 

The DEIS Must Provide A Meaningful Range of Alternatives That Avoid 
Significant Impacts. NEPA requires that a range of meaningful 
alternatives be explored in the environmental review process 42 U.S.C. 
432(C)(iii),(E). The agency must "study, develop, and describe 
appropriate alternatives to recommend courses of action in any proposal 
which involves unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of 
available resources". 42 U.S.C. 4332 (2)(E). Significant impacts to the 
environment from conflicting land uses should be avoided where 
possible. The alternatives analysis in the DEIS should first fully explore 
avoidance of significant impacts through a range of alternatives and then 
engage in an analysis of measures to minimize and mitigate any 
remaining impacts. In most cases, avoidance can best be accomplished 
through alternative project siting and/or project design. The DEIS should 
include at least one, and preferable more than one, alternative that would 
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avoid all impacts to designated critical habitat and listed species in the 
project area.  

21 

I am against the construction/location of transmission lines. The 
transmission line should not traverse and destroy pristine land. Enough is 
enough! This nation does not need more wires across the open spaces. If 
a line must be erected place it where other transmission lines already 
exist!!  

141 
 I am opposed to the site selection as presented. Too much lack of 
concern for the land, animals, and birds. 

159 

As a proud partner of the USFS, BLM and NPS, [the Continental Divide 
Trail Alliance] CDTA recognizes the need for additional transmission 
lines to accommodate the growing industry of alternative energy sources 
available in New Mexico. We would like to minimize the impacts of 
utility developments and their associated facilities on the Trail's 
resources. We support and encourage the following guidelines when 
identifying areas, where when necessary to cross, parallel or otherwise 
include the CDT, utility lines and facilities may be located as to reduce 
their impacts to the CDT: 1. Location is where the CDT crosses areas 
that are already developed, and classified as Rural or Urban by the USFS 
Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS); 2. Location is where the CDT 
crosses an existing state or federal highway or highway intersection. 3. 
Passage through an area where Trail values, such as a sense of 
remoteness, would not be compromised.  

244 

We have spent our entire lives building our home and property to raise 
our children in a safe environment. The proposed route for these lines 
runs practically over our house. We have a great concern about the 
known EMF/cancer links. We are close to retirement and plan on our 
children living on our ranch after we are gone. This project, if built as it 
is proposed now, will totally destroy the lives of my wife, children, 
grandchildren, etc. I would really like to see an alternate route 
implemented. 

278 

Need to avoiding potential radio frequency interference with the Long 
Wavelength Array Project from the proposed transmission lines The 
LWA will be an array of 53 "stations", centered on the Plains of San 
Agustin in west central New Mexico. The first point at issue, then, is to 
determine which of our proposed sites fall within 10 miles of the 
preferred and alternate routes.  

299 

Proposed route looks like the best choice. Ranchers should be very 
carefully considered on (1) disruption of grazing (2) lose related to cattle 
being displaced by helicopter movement (3) consider gates, right of 
ways, etc. 

300 
The proposed route is the best one in my opinion. It is direct and 
generally along other established routes. 

308 

I'm glad SunZia is taking on this project. I hope you will extend a feeder 
leg up into the Curry, Quay County area. We have very little state land, 
no BLM, no tribes and a very receptive population to wind energy 
development, NMSU has a met tower with over 2 years of history and I 
have a private met tower with over 1 year of history. Our land owner 
association has 178,000 acres of contiguous land and we are very 
anxious for development. 

322 
A great deal of work went into the Pinal County Comprehensive Land 
Use Plan. Please avoid putting transmission lines inside rural community 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-18 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

or other specially designated areas. 

325 

Having these huge power lines crisscross along the countryside isn't 
something anyone wants. They are an eyesore, the amount of land that 
has to be disturbed in order for them to be installed and the health issues 
that arise when power lines are close to livestock and humans. 
If they must be installed – there already exists, on the east side of the San 
Pedro River, SWTC lines. These lines run along the foothills, have 
existing roads that are already established for maintenance access. This 
would be the best economical choice for the new transmission lines. 
Saving money and saving the land! 

332 

On behalf of my family and relatives who live and hunt in the area, 
especially on behalf of my deceased father who enjoyed over forty years 
of hunting and camping in the area. We adamantly oppose this project. 
To damage, destroy and ruin land to save money on your project is 
egregious. The impact on the land and wildlife is massive and 
irreparable. Follow the highways that are already established to install 
these lines. There are other ways to successfully complete your project 
while protecting and preserving the animals, environment and all who 
cherish the land. 

338 

If it does not go across my property it's ok. I do not want it on my 
property.  
Seems to me it would be too dangerous to have close to my home and 
animals. 

393 

Enclosed is a copy of a map that shows the boundary of the Conservation 
Easement and the boundary of property owned by Ancho Cattle Co. Also 
enclosed is a copy of the first page of the Deed of Conservation 
Easement that specifies the desire and intent of the Conservation 
Easement. I request that the intent of the Conservation Easement would 
be honored as plans are made to construct the SunZia power transmission 
line. The area presently under consideration for the construction of the 
East Substation includes much of the area in the Conservation Easement 
of Ancho Cattle Co. The construction of the substation or the 
construction of the power line on the Conservation Easement property 
would be a violation of the intent of the Conservation Easement. As a 
general request, I hope that the location of substation and power line 
would be secluded as possible from the view from public roads and 
private homes. You should also be aware of the existence of Windmill 
Ranch Subdivision to the west of the Easement. 

426 

The [proposed]route is unacceptable in northeastern Luna County 
because it goes through the "Nutt Grasslands" for miles and miles. The 
"Nutt Grasslands" have always been linked to the "Otero Mesa" because 
both are sensitive areas with unusual natural characteristics. Oil and gas 
activity has been unable to continue on "Otero Mesa" due to the pristine 
nature of that environment along with environmental and land owner 
objections. The "Nutt Grasslands" lay along both sides of NM Hwy 26 
and NM Hwy 27, south, west and north of Nutt, New Mexico in 
northeast Luna County and southwest Sierra County. It is a large area of 
pure grassland with no invasive species of brush or other undesirable 
vegetation. It extends to the foothills of the Cooks Range and Black 
Range mountains to the west and offer views not found often in 
southwest New Mexico. It would be a travesty to have two 500kV lines 
followed by wind towers, other related structures, roads, etc. in this 
particular sensitive area of Luna County known as the "Nutt Grasslands." 
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470 

Extend that corridor east of Highway 54. And the purpose and reason for 
that, that way, between the two major groups, there will be an even share 
between it. And Corona does split. And if they can get east of Highway 
54 – and there' s a lot of State land there – that would be easy for access 
of the transmission line. If they could go east of Highway 54, they would 
help the project up there.  

472 

What we're concerned about is, we live in the town of Bingham. There' s 
two houses there. The proposed route that this is going to take runs right 
along – this is Bingham, and this is 380 over here – this is Bingham, and 
this is 380. The proposed route is running right along here and draws 
back this way towards up above the hill. It's going to run along the 
highway here. These are big towers with megatons of frequencies 
running through it. Not only are they going to be ugly, they're going to 
ruin the view. 

474 

I have a ranch here in Corona. We've leased wind farms, and we feel that 
we'd rather see wind farms than subdivisions, and ranches are no longer 
sustainable anymore under agriculture. So we have got to make, you 
know, something – do something else in order to stay in business. And so 
we think that wind and renewable energies are very positive. So we're 
very much in favor of developing the wind and whatever it takes for 
transmission, wind towers, whatever it takes to do wind. 

478 

[Windmill Ranches] have 18,000 acres, 326 lots, people that – you know, 
it's not fully developed, just some people live out there. Maybe 20 people 
live out there right now, 20 homes. Other people are building as we 
speak. There are people that live all over the United States, when they 
retire or whatever, they'll come and build out there. But the biggest 
concern is – if you got that before about the views, the other concern is 
the noise, if there's any noise. 

490 

I live in Oracle and it' s a small town. And I deliberately moved out here 
to be in a rural area in the country. And if I wanted to live next to a high 
transmission line I would have moved next to one. So if this does go 
through I would like it to be as far away from Oracle as possible.  

509 

We are concerned about the location of the proposed transmission lines 
for the Sun Zia project, as it may affect our property at Windmill Ranch 
near Carrizozo, New Mexico.  

515 

Windmill Ranch owners are currently living at the development and 
more of us intend to live there in the future. This type of project needs to 
be located away from people.  

549 

Habitat Fragmentation – Transmission line corridors and renewable 
generation create habitat fragmentation. Analysis needs to be done to 
identify intact habitat types that will be segmented by the proposed route 
and associated development. This analysis needs to evaluate the expected 
impacts of fragmentation versus a range of alternatives such as 
distributed load based generation. 

569 

Our property borders BLM which was the main reason we purchased it 
... wide open spaces! We are land owners at Windmill Ranches. This is 
approximately a 20 thousand acre Homes Owners Association Ranch. 
We are right across Hwy 54 from Ancho, NM. We all purchased the land 
to enjoy the beautiful views and if the massive transmission lines are 
constructed we will have lost literally everything we've dreamed of. 

866 
I recommend a No Build alternative that analyzes reducing the need for a 
new transmission line through localized, small renewable energy systems 
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and real conservation measures to be implemented by providers of 
energy. 

857 

NMDGF is not recommending a specific route for the project at this 
time, however it does appear that the expanded project area east of White 
Sands Missile Range may have less potential for adverse impact to 
wildlife. In general, we recommend the use of existing transportation 
and/or utility corridors. NMDGF 

852 

I recommend you include an in-depth analysis of the impacts to the 
military from the routes proposed in the EIS. Fort Bliss will continue to 
assess potential impacts from the proposed alternate eastern route, but 
the initial assessment at the landscape level is the eastern route you are 
analyzing would be detrimental to the expanding Fort Bliss mission. Ft. Bliss 

848 

Recommendations: 
• Remove the northernmost proposed alignment in New Mexico from 
consideration because of its anticipated impacts to significant prehistoric 
pueblo sites in the Rio Grande River Valley. 
• Remove all routes west of the proposed Willow substation from 
consideration except those that follow the existing 345kV line. 
Select the easternmost route in New Mexico as the preferred alternative 
for SunZia development but make a concerted effort to avoid or 
minimize adverse impacts to trails and other significant cultural 
resources, which are generally concentrated near rivers. NTHP/CDA 

851 

Referencing the BLM map labeled “Proposed and Alternative Routes 
Oct09,” we have identified that the alternative route with the least overall 
threat to wildlife and conservation values is the far eastern route that runs 
along the eastern border of White Sands Missile Range and crosses the 
Rio Grande just north of the Texas border. The Nature Conservancy’s 
only major concern with this alternate route [far eastern route that runs 
along the eastern border of White Sands Missile Range and crosses the 
Rio Grande just north of the Texas border] is that it directly crosses the 
Lordsburg Playa in Hidalgo County. If this portion of the transmission 
line could be directed either north to connect to the original proposed 
route or possibly south to follow along I-10, the impacts to these 
important playa lakes could be greatly reduced. TNC 

851 

We continue to support a route along existing rights of way through 
Tucson as a way to avoid these sensitive areas [Lower San Pedro River 
Valley.]  TNC 

825 

The Near West Route of the proposed SunZia Project will have an 
adverse effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated and DoD 
recommends no development of this route. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

The Northern Route of the proposed SunZia Project will have an adverse 
effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated as proposed and 
DoD recommends no development of this specific route. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

The Eastern Route of the proposed SunZia Project will have an adverse 
effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated and DoD 
recommends no development of this route. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

The two Middle West routes [between WSMR and Rio Grande] connect 
to the Northern Route portion and therefore these routes will also have an 
adverse effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

FAR WEST ROUTE (passing west of Truth or Consequences). DoD 
Impact Summary: The Far West Route by itself will potentially have the 
least direct impacts to DoD activities of any of the western routes, but 

DOD 
Consolidated 
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impacts associated with transmission line placement on the Northern 
Route make the Far West Route adverse effect and cannot be mitigated 
by SunZia.  

825 

Development of a Possible Alternative Northern Route: If the Northern 
Route transmission lines are moved farther north out of White Sands 
Missile Range airspace impact area and/or the transmission lines are 
placed underground to remove impacts to military ground testing and 
training and airspace usage, coupling this altered route with the Far West 
Route might be compatible with DoD activities in New Mexico. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Development of the SunZia power transmission line routes along the 
northern edge of 1-10 through the valleys encompassing the greater 
Wilcox, Benson, Tucson corridor will have serious adverse impacts on 
the Ft Huachuca Electronic Test missions. Impacts include but are not 
limited to the following: 
• Unintentional transmission of Radio Frequency (RF) noise by the 
power lines will mask and prevent the detection and use of weak signals 
necessary to characterize the performance of C4ISR systems and 
networks. 
• The transmission lines also function as unintentional antennas, picking 
up signals generated during testing. These could impact operational 
security by allowing identification of operational scenarios and 
countermeasures used.  
• Electronic Warfare Scenarios could produce signals which couple onto 
the power lines to interfere with the control of the power grid across 
Arizona and New Mexico, causing adverse impact to power distribution. 
The power line will also create an electronic path which will circumvent 
the special protections mentioned above. Any route located within the 
EMR area will seriously degrade testing scenarios causing increased 
cost, extended timelines, and dilute testing sensitivity required by C4ISR 
systems. Alternate solutions not affecting Ft Huachuca missions would 
have to run through Mexico to Green Valley or remain above the 
northern boundary of the MER.  

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

162nd Fighter Wing, Arizona Air National Guard (Transmission lines 
near Lordsburg, Safford, Duncan, Willow and San Manuel) DoD Impact 
Summary: These transmission lines and towers of the proposed SunZia 
route will have an adverse impact on military activities that cannot be 
mitigated and DOD recommends no development of this route. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

CODE 031.01 Eloy (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

95 

Walton is one of the largest landowners in Pinal County, Arizona, and is 
currently in the process of planning tens of thousands of acres in and 
around Eloy, Arizona for mixed use development including residential, 
commercial, office and industrial uses. We believe these two alignments 
best meet the Project's goals while minimizing the Project's impact on the 
City of Eloy, Pinal County and Walton's existing development plans. 
Importantly, Walton agrees with Eloy and Pinal County and feels very 
strongly that the Project's transmission lines should only be sited on the 
east side of the Picacho Mountains. Both the City of Eloy and Pinal 
County have taken official actions indicating they also only support 
sitings to the east of the Mountains and are opposed to any alignment to 
the west of the Picachos.  

206 

City of Eloy adopted resolution No. 08-1154 on Oct. 13, 2008, which 
declared the city's position with respect to preferred locations for 
transmission line corridors proposed in Tucson Electric Power's Tortolita 
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to Pinal Central Substation and the SunZia Southwest Transmission 
project.  

233 

The purpose of this letter is to notify you that we support the alignment 
identified on Exhibit A as Alignment A, which traverses east of the 
Picacho Mountains. 

CODE 031.02 San Pedro River Valley (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

18 

...a very sensitive area where wildlife traverse from the Galiuro, 
Winchester Mountain Ranges on the East side of the San Pedro Valley, 
to the Paige Canyon, Rincon and Catalina Mountain Ranges on the 
Western side. There is no other area in the San Pedro Valley, where so 
many large mammals traverse, it's because much of the wildlife depend 
on the differing elevations during the seasonal changes, for food and 
sustenance. Among the habitats they depend upon a good deal of the year 
are, riparian habitats. Cascabel has some of the most substantial native 
Mesquite Bosque Riparian Habitats in Arizona. Over 90% of the 
Riparian Habitats in Arizona have been destroyed. Hot Springs Canyon 
is the second largest tributary to the San Pedro River – so it's a very 
healthy habitat for all Sonoran inhabitants – at the present time. Any 500 
kV high capacity transmission lines in this area; Hot Springs Canyon and 
Cascabel, would be against everything these agencies had sought in their 
original intent. The Nature Conservancy, the BLM, the USF and WS and 
the NRSC; I would contend, do not believe in this particular proposed 
alternative SunZia transmission line route, near Cascabel and the Hot 
Springs Canyon, to be in line with their intended goals. I am vehemently 
opposed to this particular alternative route, not if it goes through the 
Cascabel area.  

33 

Our ecoregional assessments [identified] the Lower San Pedro River 
Valley, including the watershed of Aravaipa Canyon, as a high priority 
for biological conservation in the Southwest. Among the results of those 
efforts are several large nature preserves and cooperatively managed 
areas that we own or manage in the Lower San Pedro River and Aravaipa 
Canyon watersheds which could be affected by some of the routes that 
have been identified. All the identified routes across the Galiuro 
Mountains and Aravaipa watershed or down the San Pedro River Valley 
will likely cause significant environmental impact, either directly or 
indirectly, and we recommend avoidance of these areas. We strongly 
suggest consideration of additional routes to connect the Winchester and 
Tortolita substations while avoiding the Galiuro Mountains and north-
south alignments in the Lower San Pedro River Valley.  
Many properties along the lower San Pedro River have been set aside as 
mitigation for environmental damage elsewhere, and are managed 
specifically to benefit the Willow Flycatcher and generally for the native 
riparian community. The ADOT/AGFD Wildlife Linkages Assessment 
identifies the portion of the valley between the Catalina/Rincon 
Mountains and the Galiuro Mountains as a potential linkage zone and the 
river corridor as a riparian habitat/linkage zone. It also identified areas 
south of the Galiuro Mountains, and south of the Pinaleno Mountains. A 
more detailed analysis modeled wildlife movement corridors between the 
Galiuro and Pinaleno Mountains. We have worked with the BLM and 
Forest Service to establish both the physical and institutional conditions 
that would allow natural fires to run their course in that region. That is 
critical to its ecological health, both for the upland vegetation 
communities and the riparian and aquatic systems that are affected by TNC 
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watershed condition. We are concerned that a transmission corridor 
would require fire suppression to prevent damage to towers and lines.  

81 

 The broader concern is that should these transmission lines be built in 
lieu of locally generated power, that they not disrupt wildlife. One of the 
medleys of lines proposed through the San Pedro valley takes advantage 
of an existing right of way for a lower power transmission line. That 
right of way goes through a fair amount of private property, including 
mine. Neither my neighbors nor I relish the idea of looking up and seeing 
a huge power structure! In any event, the San Pedro River valley has 
been declared one of the "last great places" by the Nature Conservancy. 
Although the valley has suffered the ill effects of excessive groundwater 
pumping and the once fully flowing river, rich with wildlife is a mere 
shadow of its former self, it remains the last free-flowing river in the 
Southwest and a hugely important wildlife corridor. Please don' t allow 
any further degradation of its natural resource values.  

90 

The Department opposes any route that follows the San Pedro River 
Valley and the FourMile Creek area between the Galiuro and Aravaipa 
Wildernesses which is currently undeveloped. The Department has 
identified an important wildlife corridor between the Galiuros and 
Aravaipa to connect bighorn sheep habitat in that area. 
The proposed route also appears traverse the Department's newly 
acquired lands along the San Pedro River at the Aravaipa confluence. 
The lands were acquired by the Department to protect important breeding 
habitat for Southwest willow flycatcher (WIFL) and numerous other 
species. It has a high density of WIFL nesting areas, includes critical 
habitat for spike dace and loach minnow, and is habitat for a number of 
sensitive species including lowland leopard frog and yellow-billed 
cuckoo. This route would negatively impact the wildlife and their habitat 
in this new wildlife area. AZGFD 

92 

While Pima County does not have any major objections to the proposed 
SunZia transmission line route, the County does, however, have concerns 
over a proposed alternative route that would cross through the San Pedro 
Valley. The San Pedro River is the last free-flowing river in the state of 
Arizona, and was identified as one of the ten most endangered rivers in 
the United States by American Rivers in 1999. Due to the river and its 
associated wetlands, it contains the highest quality riparian gallery forest 
in all of southern Arizona and remains a critical area for seasonal 
migratory birds between North, Central and South America. The 
Bingham Cienega Natural Preserve was purchased specifically for 
protection of the mesquite bosque and associated wetlands, and is 
proposed as mitigation land under Section 10(1) of the Endangered 
Species Act. I urge that care be taken to avoid direct or indirect impacts 
to not only County-owned land, but also other areas of riparian 
vegetation along the San Pedro River owned by the Nature Conservancy 
and others. Ultimately, the County prefers that the segment of alternative 
route that crosses through the San Pedro Valley in Pima County be 
removed. Pima County 

111 

It is an area rich in biological and archeological resources, and as the last 
free-flowing river in AZ, a very major migratory bird corridor as well as 
having areas that are protected by Conservation Easements held by the 
USBR to protect the Southwest Willow Flycatcher. The valley is 
sparsely populated, allowing the cross-corridors between the Winchester 
and Galliuro mountain ranges to the east and the Rincon and Santa 
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Catalina ranges on the western side of the watershed to serve as very 
viable "sky island" connections for wildlife migration. 

112 

Southern Arizona is constantly working to over-come the desecration of 
our cherished and pristine lands that have been designated to be 
preserved. The community has thus far resisted putting a trucking route 
through the San Pedro Valley, which is home to the San Pedro River and 
extensive wild life.  

114 

I am writing to say how appalled I am to read that you are considering 
the middle San Pedro River valley and Aravaipa Canyon as possible 
routes for the SunZia transmission lines. It reminds one of the song that 
said "they paved paradise to make a parking lot." Any building along the 
middle San Pedro or Aravaipa Canyon would destroy ecological, 
archaeological and cultural resources which the federal government, the 
BLM, the Nature Conservancy, and many private entities have spent 
millions of dollars to preserve. I hope these terrible route choices will be 
totally removed from consideration. The fact that there are electrical 
transmission lines here (at the cost of great environmental and 
archaeological destruction) doesn't justify causing more destruction in an 
area that has been called "one of the world's last great places."  

170 

We are in opposition to the placement of 500KV electrical lines thought 
the San Pedro valley contemplated by the NM SunZia project. As owners 
of approximately 5,000 acres of private property and 25,000 acres of 
BLM and State lease land we feel these lines will adversely affect the 
environment, adversely affecting our cattle ranching operation, and 
greatly diminish the value of our private property. 

199 

I sincerely hope that the planned transmission line doesn't run through 
the San Pedro River Valley in Cascabel. As a Cascabel land owner, I 
value the pristine environment and wildlife of the area. 

215 

The San Pedro River Valley is unspoiled. There are few places like it left 
in America. Those of us who have chosen to live in beautiful and 
untouched areas strive to preserve these qualities which attracted us, and 
which are in increasingly short supply. The lines will destroy the 
untarnished vistas. They have no place in this location. They should run 
along previously established major routes where major roads, telephone 
lines etc. already run. 

223 

It seems the I-10 corridor is the ideal line to follow. It’s already messed 
up, pretty flat and relatively direct. It will save many square miles of 
pristine desert and wildlife areas. I object to the Saguaro-Oracle-San 
Manuel route the most. The views, wildlife and condition of the desert is 
that area is already in a distressed state because of development in that 
area. 

248 

As a resident of the San Pedro River Valley, I can assure you that there 
will be considerable opposition to the routing of a 500KV line anywhere 
near residences. I do feel, however, that a route at least 2-3 miles east of 
the river may well be acceptable. If the San Pedro route is chosen over 
routes much further to the east, I urge you to consider a route from the 
Winchester substation northwest that stays as far from existing homes as 
possible. 

254 

In addition, the San Pedro River valley option would destroy one of the 
last remaining waterways in the state and disturb the existing uses of 
agriculture and wildlife conservation there. These wildlife corridors have 
been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and 
others. Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had 
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an infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 
Running these power lines and the associated service road through the 
proposed regions is not necessary and is contrary to the conservation 
aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. It sends the wrong corporate 
and governmental message to invade our dwindling wilderness areas 
with major infrastructure projects, while claiming to pursue "green" 
goals, particularly, when alternative routes are available.  

315 
Saguaro Oracle San Manuel route – I want to state my objection to this 
route. It will soon be in the midst of populated areas. 

317 

I am against the proposed route of the 500 kilovolt (kV) high-capacity 
transmission lines through the San Pedro river valley. I feel there will be 
a significant environmental impact to the valley on a number of levels if 
the lines are routed through it. I would first like to comment on the 
depiction of the valley as a "low" area of concern by the Biological 
Resources and Cultural and Paleontological Opportunities and 
Constraints posters. Although there may be fewer cultural opportunities 
and concerns in the valley as compared to other sites in Arizona, there 
are certainly more paleontological opportunities in the San Pedro Valley 
than along other proposed routes for the transmission lines. 
The San Pedro Valley and Aravaipa Canyon are unique to the Tucson 
area affording residents and visitors the unique opportunity to see a 
natural free flowing river. The environment is a valuable riparian area 
and a migratory route for a number of bird species. The environmental 
impact of the lines would be substantial. The valley is also home to a 
number of mammalian species including coyotes, deer, javelina, bobcats, 
and mountain lions. These animals regularly travel from the foothills to 
the San Pedro River for food and water throughout the year. Placement 
of the power lines in tandem and creating new access roads will certainly 
have a negative impact on their natural habitat. 
The addition of new access roads will alter the natural run off patterns of 
the large volumes of rain water the land receives during the monsoon 
season that could result in unintended flooding. The roads may also 
change the natural pattern of wild fires by acting as firebreaks, allowing 
increase growth of highly combustible vegetation that could result in 
more severe wild fires at a later time.  

317 

We have a family cemetery that sites on a small bluff overlooking the 
valley's bottom land and the river. At least five generations are buried in 
the cemetery. When visiting a unique peace and calm is provided to the 
soul by the view of the surrounding country, the river, the clear blue sky 
with raptors circling overhead. That type of view is afforded to all 
residents and visitors to the valley. Placing the power lines in the valley 
will destroy that view and our environment. 
There are no foreseeable economic benefits to the valley and its 
residents. The sole economic benefit is to the transmission company. 

318 

The placement of these high towers holding the power lines will cause 
irreparable damage to the environment. With the large equipment, 
number of people trampling the land, and amount of earth moving 
required to set up the towers the San Pedro will be ruined forever. In the 
past the citizens have made known their desire to save the San Pedro. 

320 

We are strongly opposed to the placement of any additional transmission 
lines in the San Pedro Valley. From our house we have a great view of 
the current transmission line. It is a visual blight in an otherwise pristine 
area. Two more lines would be horrible. The entire valley is covered with 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-26 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

untouched archaeological ruins from over 800 years ago. We wish to 
state our strong opposition to any further destruction of this very 
beautiful and unique area. 

326 

I am a landowner in the Cascabel region of the San Pedro River Valley, 
and a board member of the Cascabel Working Group. An alternative 
route for the proposed SunZia transmission lines runs through our valley. 
I support alternative energy sources which these lines purport to carry, 
primarily for their reduced environmental impact. But it would be 
counter that concern to negatively impact one of the most 
environmentally critical areas in the southwest. 
Contrary to your poster of the Biological Resources and Cultural and 
Paleontological Opportunities and Constraints on display at the scoping 
sessions, the San Pedro Valley is not a "low" area of concern. The 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), The Bureau of Reclamation, The 
Nature Conservancy (TNC), Pima County, Center for Desert 
Archaeology and others have invested heavily here because they 
recognize it as an area of critical environmental and cultural concern. 
And it is not just the main stem San Pedro River; scientists have become 
more cognizant of how ecosystems work together, and how 
fragmentation depletes their sustainability. 
Roads will invite trespass by off road vehicles. Controlled burns for 
grassland enhancement performed by BLM and TNC in the area will be 
compromised. The clearing required beneath the transmission line rows 
will further impact native flora and fauna. 
I wish to make clear that this is not a NIMBY concern. IA group of 
neighbors, of which I am a part, recently donated some 1700 acres of 
conservation easements to TNC, through which the proposed SunZia 
route map passes. Locals are educated about the specialness of this area, 
and are willing to give of their time and resources to protect it. 

330 

I have lived in Cascabel, 25 miles north of Benson, in the Lower San 
Pedro River Valley for the past 40 years. I have come to appreciate and 
begin to understand the ecologic values here along this reach of the river 
and its tributaries; in fact, for the entire watershed. It is one of the few 
remaining intact natural systems in the Southwest. Because of the 
relatively pristine conditions here, the valley supports endangered 
species and the highest density of neo-tropical migratory birds in the 
West. The topography supports the convergence of several ecoregions 
which in turn provide habitat for an amazing diversity of resident species 
of mammals, birds, fish, amphibians, and reptiles. 
In addition to a conservation ethic shown by the rural residents, many 
governmental agencies and private organizations have invested 
substantial amounts of time and money to help protect the ecosystem 
here.  
Power line construction and long-term maintenance necessitates access 
roads that will lead to soil erosion, invasive plant species, water quality 
degradation/non-point pollution, and off-road vehicle misuse that will 
further these problems. The need to protect the infrastructure by 
suppressing wildfire or preventing proscribed burns will hamper 
vegetation management tools that are useful to improve upland 
watershed conditions. 
Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation 
of tall vegetation) of the very trees that provide habitat for endangered 
species, bank and floodplain stabilization for soil and water quality, and 
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the valued global ecoservices of transpiration and carbon exchange. 
It is time to match the implementation of renewable energy sources with 
transmission infrastructure that does not degrade the very environment it 
purports to enhance. 

334 

A new power line through the middle San Pedro Valley would be an 
environmental, ecological, and archaeological crime of stunning 
proportions! The Nature Conservancy spent literally millions of dollars 
to buy lands here to protect what it describes as "one of the world's last 
great places." the BLM has spent millions of dollars to buy preservation 
lands here as well. At particular hazard are wildlife corridors reaching 
from the Galiuro Mtns to the Catalina Mtns via canyons crossing the San 
Pedro River as well as numerous archaeological sites (including a village 
visited by Padre Kino), endangered species and riparian bird habitat 
together with desert bird species, particularly raptors. Please remove the 
San Pedro and Aravaipa/Galiuro from any further consideration as 
potential routes. 

339 

Although we think using and producing renewable energy is a good 
thing, we are very much opposed to running power lines through pristine 
environmental areas and through non-renewable cultural sites. The San 
Pedro River Valley is a very special place that has unique and well 
preserved cultural sites, is an important migration route for birds and is a 
wildlife corridor. 

362 

It was recently determined that the San Pedro Valley was an extremely 
sensitive and rare ecosystem and that building an I-10 bypass route 
would upset the balance of nature. This destruction of such a fragile 
environment to build an unsightly power line in this pristine area is 
unthinkable!! 

381 

The San Pedro River Valley is one of the lynch pins of North American 
biodiversity. The stated desire of the SunZia Transmission Project to 
avoid negative environmental effects should immediately eliminate the 
San Pedro and Aravaipa Canyon from consideration. 

385 

I live in the San Pedro River Valley. I have read about the SunZia 
Transmission project and I am opposed to the idea. Not only for the fact 
that it will add a different view of our landscape, but also the impact it 
will have on the environment. Putting in new roads will destroy natural 
habitat and make it easier for trespassing. 

387 

There are more intrusions on public land that don't reflect the true cost of 
a project of this size. The area here in the San Pedro River Valley should 
be of particular importance in protecting the Sky Island migratory routes. 

409 

I do not want the San Pedro River Area disturbed by transmission lines. 
This area is an important corridor for wildlife. These long transmission 
lines should not be placed in wildlife areas that we need to preserve for 
the safety of animals, plants, ecoenvironment for the future.  

410 

We moved here a year ago from Utah to enjoy the beauty of the Sonora 
desert. We believe the transmission poles and wires would distract the 
beauty of the Redington Conservation area. 

412 

It is our opinion that the power lines should run along existing roads and 
highways. Stay clear of the San Pedro Valley and the beautiful Galiuros. 
If we keep using the natural areas we will soon look like NYC. There 
will be nothing natural left for wildlife or for those who love wildlife and 
nature. Why is the San Pedro Valley always targeted every time 
something new pops into someone's mind? There should be some area 
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left in its natural state. 

413 

I live on the San Pedro River Valley. My husband and I along with our 
neighbors have placed over 200 acres of riparian land into permanent 
conservation. We have done this to protect and preserve one of the last 
remaining wilderness areas in the southwest. The San Pedro River is an 
important migratory path for over 4 million birds a year. We are 
concerned about the impact that this new transmission project will have 
on both the bird migration – but also all the wildlife and our pristine 
wilderness area. Unless you plan to run these new lines along the 
existing power grid and use the existing roadways to access this grid – I 
am opposed to this transmission project. 

417 

I would fight (with legal means) to prevent electric lines along the San 
Pedro River itself. So far I know of no reason not to use the electric lines 
already in place on the Cascabel Road (put in and maintained by 
SSVEC) to distribute electric power to this areas, whatever the source of 
that electricity. 
I am a strong supporter of solar – and wind – generated electric power, 
particularly as part of a package of electricity, sources, as I have seen in 
Germany. Too bad the proposed project is under the auspices of an out of 
state for profit corporation. We need to preserve public utilities. 

418 

I own a private air strip in the San Pedro Valley near milepost 22 on the 
Cascabel Road. It is currently operated as a private airport, but it has a 
special use permit issued by Cochise County that would allow air park or 
commercial air operations. (The permit was originally obtained for an air 
park development; the airport was public until 2003.) Construction of 
high-capacity power transmission lines, especially within 3-4 miles of 
the Cascabel Road, would seriously endanger air traffic in and out of the 
air strip, and would substantially lower the value of my property and the 
special use permit associated with it. 

424 

We are against these 2 proposed power line routes thru our scenic 
pristine San Pedro River Valley Watershed for the following primary 
reasons: 
*scarring of the landscape with roads and the visual impact of 2 ugly 
powering stretching across our pristine landscape 
*granting legal access now across the land will open the door for more 
future power lines running parallel to these 2 proposed lines. 

425 

The San Pedro Valley is the only major flyway for migrating birds in the 
west because of the damage to other river systems. The valley must be 
preserved as a biological gem. Service roads will bring all manner of 
vehicles deep into the last wild territories. Stay out of the San Pedro 
Valley. 

429 

I live in the San Pedro Valley off of Gamex Road. The existing power 
line cross my land and are visually not very pretty but to erect 160' tall 
towers? These would be visually obscene and totally destroy the value of 
my property not to mention destroy the natural beauty of an almost 
pristine area of land. Also I'm not pleased with health hazards I've heard 
about – and ROWs 1,000' wide that would eat up a huge amount of 
property (the lower portion of my land) if in fact it follows existing 
carrier lines (wood poles) 

458 

I write to object to the routes that SunZia proposes that would place 
high-capacity transmission lines through the Middle San Pedro Valley 
(north of Benson, AZ and south of San Manuel, AZ,). The San Pedro 
valley is a national (indeed international) treasure of both natural and 
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cultural value. The Nature Conservancy, the BLM and other 
conservation groups have spent literally millions of dollars trying to 
protect the valley. Of primary importance are the migration and wildlife 
corridors, both up and down the San Pedro Valley (linking Mexico with 
more Northern areas) and across the valley at many points (linking the 
"sky islands" of the Galiuro Mountains Wilderness Area and the 
Winchesters to the National Forests in the Santa Catalina Mountains and 
the National Park in the Rincons). 
The much smaller power lines that are already in the valley create 
significant erosion and have damaged many archeological sites. The 
local community and other people who care about the valley fought very 
hard to defeat a proposal for a four-lane interstate by-pass last year. We 
did not succeed in that fight just to lose the valuable ecological and 
cultural values to another project. While you will find many in the San 
Pedro valley who support the greater use of renewable energy, you will 
find that most people support placing the infrastructure for that energy 
transmission in more developed, already spoiled areas. 

460 

The currently proposed alternative route through the San Pedro River 
valley is a very poor and destructive choice for the SunZia transmission 
lines. The San Pedro River valley contains extremely important wildlife 
corridors; a multitude of irreplaceable species would be severely 
impacted and even made extinct. The enormous cultural, historical and 
archaeological value of the valley would be destroyed. Many people 
living in this area would lose their homes, their land and their livelihood. 
The towers would be ugly and visually disruptive, ruining the beautiful 
sky and mountain views. The land would be crisscrossed with road and 
side roads to access the towers for repair; these roads would invite 
vehicular traffic including ATVs, and would create soil erosion, air 
pollution, noise pollution and general destruction of the peace of the 
people and animals in the San Pedro River valley. Don't do it here! 

461 

Arizona Congressman Raul Grijalva and Congresswoman Gabrielle 
Giffords are totally committed to solar power development in Arizona 
and have been instrumental in bringing this industry to our state. Two 
large scale solar energy developments are planned for LaPaz, Yavapai 
and Maricopa counties. Solar power development will bring new 
industries and new jobs to Arizona. Consequently, Arizona importing 
solar energy from New Mexico is a ridiculous idea and could jeopardize 
the success of these solar energy generating plants in Arizona. We are 
opposed to SunZia constructing transmission lines through the San Pedro 
River Valley. If the United States commitment to solar development is to 
be carried out in a responsible way, then the San Pedro River Valley is 
NOT, we repeat, NOT the route to be chosen for the construction of the 
transmission lines. 

464 

The government and I have made considerable investments to see the 
area remains undisturbed. Many adjacent neighbors also hold 
conservation easements. I am a natural history cinematographer. I have 
filmed wildlife there for National Geographic TV, Discovery Channel, 
BBC and others. I am presently working on a film in this area. I like 
green energy, however, I am vehemently opposed to any transmission 
project near the Cascabel area. We have sacrificed a lot to keep it 
pristine. It would have detrimental effects on our ecotourism, as well. 

494 
We live and operate a museum-movie set on the Cascabel Road just past 
mile marker 7. One of our best features is an almost totally free of 
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obstruction view. We already have power poles to the north of us that 
can be clearly seen. To have them east of us would surely impact our 
business in a very negative way. Our eastern view of the mountain is by 
far our best selling point to film makers and to our tourists. Please, we 
are not a high dollar business only a small mom-pop type. Having poles 
to our area would possibly close us down. 

501 

I support the proposed route for this power transmission line. The 
alternative routes that go west through Willcox and North through the 
San Pedro River Valley cross a considerable amount of private and 
impact many rural residents. The proposed route seems to be mostly 
located on State or Federal lands which negatively impact far fewer 
people and should make it easier to acquire easements. 

502 

Arizona has three solar energy developments planned. We do not need to 
import solar energy from New Mexico. Transmission lines through the 
beautiful San Pedro River valley endangers the wildlife habitats and 
corridors, our water quality, archeological sites, and natural resources. 
Transmission lines should be constructed in existing transportation 
corridors for financial and ecological reasons. 

503 

The recently proposed construction by SunZia of electrical transmission 
lines through the San Pedro River Valley north of Benson and Pomerene 
has prompted this letter of opposition. My wife and I have lived in this 
area since 1973. We feel it is not unreasonable to expect the following 
effects of this project: 1) soil erosion from heavy equipment used to 
construct the towers and service roads. 2)changes in the water shed 
resulting in degradation of water quality 3) harm to endangered plant and 
animal species 4) destruction of as yet, unknown archaeological sites in a 
valley rich with them 5) possible changes in the flight corridor for birds 
that have followed this route long before man was in the valley 6) the 
negative visual effects to this beautiful San Pedro River Valley. 

602 

I am the fifth generation in my family to farm and ranch on this property 
which has less structures today than it had 100 years ago. We pride 
ourselves and our heritage on that fact and our stewardship of the land 
along the San Pedro River. 
At this time we are adamantly against this project going through the San 
Pedro River Valley, specifically our property. 

613 
The Middle San Pedro River Valley and its adjacent wild areas is one of 
the largest intact landscapes in the continental United States.  

759 

We are unable to offer our support for this project at this time. The line 
construction will require that new roads be built and right of ways 
cleared. This will lead to problems arising from off road vehicle use, and 
increased soil erosion within the watershed [through the Lower San 
Pedro River Valley.] 

Redington 
NRCD 

848 

Proposed alignments traverse the Safford Basin, Sulphur Springs Valley, 
Aravaipa Valley and lower San Pedro Valley, which contain prehistoric 
and historic cultural landscapes spanning 12,000 years of human history, 
as well as Native American traditional cultural properties that are still 
used for ceremonies and rituals. Of particular concern is the lower San 
Pedro River Valley. This area is widely recognized for the significance 
of its intact cultural and natural landscape; the scale of regional 
preservation provides an opportunity to interpret individual cultural 
resources as part of a broad cultural and economic landscape rather than 
as isolated phenomena. In addition, the great time depth allows us to 
study changes in this human landscape over the full time span during NTHP/CDA 
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which people have inhabited the New World. Such opportunities are no 
longer available in many Arizona valleys (e.g., Phoenix, Tucson, 
Safford) where agricultural and, subsequently, urban development 
destroyed much of the archaeological record before it could be 
adequately documented. Currently, this largely unfragmented landscape 
contains no major linear facility, so the potential physical and visual 
impacts of the introduction of transmission lines of this size cannot be 
overstated.  

851 

In Arizona, we continue to have strong concerns about routes across the 
Galiuro Mountains and Aravaipa watershed or lengthwise along the 
Lower San Pedro River Valley due to the important ecological values of 
these areas and potential impacts to extensive conservation land 
holdings. TNC 

CODE 031.03 Galiuro Wilderness (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

33 

We strongly suggest consideration of additional routes to connect the 
Winchester and Tortolita substations while avoiding the Galiuro 
Mountains and north-south alignments in the Lower San Pedro River 
Valley. First, we are concerned about the construction and maintenance 
of access roads along the transmission line corridor. Access roads 
fragment the habitat for wildlife and frequently become open routes for 
recreational off-road vehicle drivers, from which they can venture away 
into unroaded landscapes. That prospect is particularly troubling for any 
route that crosses the Galiuro Mountains, a region where wildlife and the 
human experience of wilderness have benefitted from the almost total 
lack of through roads. Our experience with land management has shown 
that putting fences and gates across utility access roads is ineffective – 
replacing locks and rebuilding gates have become frequent events for our 
preserve managers. The proposed route, crossing the Galiuros near their 
north end, would thus have an unintended effect of significantly 
increasing off-road travel near and through our Aravaipa Canyon 
Preserve. The ADOT/AGFD Wildlife Linkages Assessment identifies the 
portion of the valley between the Catalina/Rincon Mountains and the 
Galiuro Mountains as a potential linkage zone and the river corridor as a 
riparian habitat/linkage zone.  TNC 

33 

We have identified several issues that are specific to the proposed route. 
As shown, it crosses the Galiuro Mountains in an undeveloped area near 
our Aravaipa Canyon Preserve and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness. 
Just south of that route is National Forest land and the Galiuro 
Wilderness. We have worked with the BLM and Forest Service to 
establish both the physical and institutional conditions that would allow 
natural fires to run their course in that region. That is critical to its 
ecological health, both for the upland vegetation communities and the 
riparian and aquatic systems that are affected by watershed condition. 
We are concerned that a transmission corridor would require fire 
suppression to prevent damage to towers and lines. While we generally 
support colocating utility corridors, that route across the southern Galiuro 
Mountains has long been problematic as a source of erosion, 
unauthorized off-road vehicle traffic, and invasive plant dispersal. 
Because of the rugged terrain and close proximity to riparian and aquatic 
habitats, using this part of the corridor should be avoided. TNC 

90 

The Department opposes any route that follows the San Pedro River 
Valley and the FourMile Creek area between the Galiuro and Aravaipa 
Wildernesses which is currently undeveloped. The Department has AZGFD 
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identified an important wildlife corridor between the Galiuros and 
Aravaipa to connect bighorn sheep habitat in that area. 
If the Aravaipa/Galiuros route is chosen, the line should be installed 
without creating any new roads. Even without roads, the transmission 
line will impact this pristine, unfragmented habitat. If fragmentation 
occurs, the Department will need to identify wildlife corridors in this 
area to maintain connectivity between Aravaipa and the Galiuros. 
 In fact, the lands between the AEMP and the Coronado National Forest 
(Galiuro Mountains) were designated for BLM acquisition due to their 
high resource values. This area is on the edge of desert bighorn sheep 
habitat and is excellent mule deer, whitetail, and javelina habitat. 

237 

Although we appreciate and favor the concept of "green power," we feel 
that the idea of routing transmission lines through environmentally 
sensitive areas will negate part of the value of green power. There are not 
that many natural, undeveloped areas remaining. Official wilderness 
areas are important and we are thankful they have been set aside to 
remain undeveloped but due to rugged terrain it is difficult for older and 
handicapped people to access. Adjoining areas are also pristine and 
should be preserved for human use and wildlife corridors as well. We 
feel that it would be a mistake to bring this project through the Galiuro 
and Aravaipa Valley areas as well as a health hazard to residents who 
love this area dearly. 

254 

Objection to the Route Through the Aravaipa Wilderness Region and 
Adjacent Pristine Areas. It is unacceptable to route this project through 
the Aravaipa region wilderness areas, which include the wildlife 
connections associated with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro 
Wilderness areas, as well as the connections to the Graham Mountains. 
In addition, the San Pedro River valley option would destroy one of the 
last remaining waterways in the state and disturb the existing uses of 
agriculture and wildlife conservation there. These wildlife corridors have 
been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and 
others. Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had 
an infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 
There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads and 
infrastructure, such as the alignment of U.S. Highway 60 or Interstate 
Highway 10. Running these power lines and the associated service road 
through the proposed regions is not necessary and is contrary to the 
conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. 

334 

At particular hazard are wildlife corridors reaching from the Galiuro 
Mtns to the Catalina Mtns via canyons crossing the San Pedro River as 
well as numerous archaeological sites (including a village visited by 
Padre Kino), endangered species and riparian bird habitat together with 
desert bird species, particularly raptors. Please remove the San Pedro and 
Aravaipa/Galiuro from any further consideration as potential routes.  

371 

The Galiuro Mountains and the San Pedro river valley are a beautiful 
wilderness. Why tear through them with transmission lines from NM to 
AZ? 

399 

I moved into this area 34 years ago. Because it is a pristine, beautiful 
wilderness area. Your proposed route would destroy all of this. To do 
this route, it would have to go over the Galiuro Mountains which would 
be a great task. To go up the San Pedro route is easy. No mountains. 
Straight shot up a well developed area already. 

410 It is our opinion that the power lines should run along existing roads and 
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highways. Stay clear of the San Pedro Valley and the beautiful Galiuros. 

453 

The San Pedro River valley is worthy of protection and I would rue the 
day transmission lines cross the Galiuro Mountains, while the I-10s of 
the world, bearing the weight of these necessities, would be no worse for 
the wear. 

482 

Well, I just wanted to say that I oppose the route that they want to take 
through the Galiuro Mountains. That's all pristine country. There is no 
access through there as it is now. And there is no reason to open that 
country up. 

CODE 031.04 Sunset Mountain (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

41 

The proposed route happens to go through the Sunset area (most likely 
not right through Brother Branham's campsite, but possibly close to the 
area). The towers for these lines would be 125 to 175 feet in height with 
a distance between the towers of 800 to 2,000 feet, the typical distance 
being 1300 to 1500 feet. Two types of roads would be required, 
temporary construction access roads and a permanent service road. There 
are alternate routes that can be chosen, that already have existing access 
roads and such that pass through land more developed. However, the 
engineers say that the Aravaipa-Klondyke route (going through Sunset) 
is the shortest and least expensive, by how much we're not sure. 
Ranchers Richard and Karen Holcomb who have always been so kind to 
allow believers from all over the world to pass through their private 
ranch property in order to get to Bro. Branham's campsite, are very much 
against this idea along with other ranchers in the area and are asking for 
our help in fighting this as there are not enough of them to make much of 
a difference. 

61 

In addition to the ranchers and other who live there, there are numerous 
hikers, visitors, campers, and hunters that frequent this area throughout 
the year which would be adversely affected. The rugged beauty and 
tranquility of this area would be forever marred by these lines and 
service roads. Having visited this area and Sunset peak, etc on many 
occasions I was dismayed to find out [about the project proposal.] I 
greatly treasure this area and object to your idea. Please reconsider and 
look for alternative routes or use existing transmission routes. 

75 

Me and my family are very concern about this High Tension Wires going 
thru Sunset MT. We believe that God sent a Prophet to speak to his 
children, his name is William Marrion Branham and in 1963 seven 
angels came down from heaven and talk to him in this Sunset MT. This 
Mountain really is a Blessing to all of us, if you could find another way 
of doing this important project without going thru Sunset would be 
greatly appreciated.  

118 

I am writing this letter to request that the proposed route through the 
Sunset Mountain area be reconsidered for a route that already has an 
existing infrastructure corridor with access roads in place. This is a very 
special place which God has revealed Himself to His Prophet and many 
others. This is a pristine wilderness which should be left alone.  

166 
I am very upset about the desecration that will take place if wiring is put 
through Sunset Mtn. 

225 

I would hope that you would re-consider where you would place these 
power line towers and allow Sunset Mountain area to remain as a natural 
wilderness where people can enjoy the creation as it has been for 
hundreds of years. 
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258 

In regards to the Sunset Mountain area that is being considered for the 
installation of the power lines. This area has been practically undisturbed 
for many years. It was the special camping site of a very influential 
minister named William Branham back in the 50s and 60s. To me and 
my church and many other churches around the world, we have gone 
there periodically over the past 40 years to pray and seek a closer walk 
with God. It is a very special place. A very, very special place. And one 
reason why it has remained so special is that it has remained undisturbed. 

285 

Hopefully this little note will just make this company rethink its values 
not only for the people who hold this certain place [Sunset Mountain] 
dear to their hearts, but also for the beautiful nature that is there. We can 
make electricity but we cannot recreate such pristine wilderness. 

289 

There is a canyon there, near Sunset Mountain, which holds a very 
special history to my faith. In it runs in a picturesque wash, surrounded 
by beautiful walls of stone and filled with an assortment of wildlife that 
is hard to find all in one place. Nearby there is a natural mountain spring, 
which holds cool refreshing water and turns the area around it into a 
fresh almost tropical oasis. I cannot begin to describe it in words, and do 
justice to the magnificence and peace, that blessed little valley holds for 
thousands of believers. The serenity so many find there would be 
irrevocably marred by the metallic monoliths you plan to erect. I cannot 
stress enough how important it is to me, and tens of thousands of others, 
that the plans to cut through pristine wilderness in lieu of developed 
lands not be realized. Nature is not something we can just replace after 
we have dug up, over-developed, and destroyed it so thoroughly. There 
has to be a better way than trampling through the habitats of countless 
numbers of animals and plant life. Balance is needed, and thousands of 
pounds of steel framing and wires in the middle of such a beautiful place, 
do not speak of balance. 

295 

Many special things have happened up at this mountain and we make 
many trips there to pray, rejoice in the Lord, and learn of all the things 
that were experienced there many years ago. Every year, a group of 
Brothers from church go up there to camp and fellowship. Many people 
come from all over the world to learn of the supernatural experiences that 
have happened there. It has always been a very sacred place for the 
believers of Jesus Christ. Please take this into consideration when 
making plans to put the wires or bypass there.  

364 

Please reroute power lines and/or roads away from the beautiful 
wilderness area around Sunset Mt. Many people around the world would 
greatly appreciate it. 

CODE 031.05 Sulphur Springs Valley (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

90 

The last couple of alternative routes pass through Sulphur Springs Valley 
which supports a variety of wildlife such as pronghorn, Ornate box 
turtles, and Sandhill cranes. Any new roads, as well as the power line 
would have impacts on those species, especially Sandhill cranes which 
use fields in the valley and are known to collide with power lines. 
Further north in the Aravaipa Valley, the power line would create new 
roads through quality mule deer and javelina habitat. AZGFD 

113 

The alternate route through the Sulphur Springs Valley on the south side 
of the Pinaleno Mountains also negatively affects visual and land and 
recreation resources for visitors to the Coronado National Forest. Large 
electric transmission lines scar our lands remaining for generations past 
ours. We would all be better served by visually preserving our national 
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Forests and Wilderness Areas viewed from within and afar. 

337 

I am opposed to these lines and towers running thru the canyon or 
Sulphur Springs Valley as an alternate route. It would be an eyesore and 
would disrupt the beauty and quietness of the area. It also poses some 
very real health risks. It is my understanding that there are other 
transmission lines in place elsewhere; use this land and it's right of ways 
instead.  

598 

While many of the prehistoric sites located in the foothills of the 
Pinalenos and along the Gila and San Simon Rivers have been seriously 
vandalized, they still retain evidence that is vital for understanding the 
migrations of ancestral Puebloan people into southern Arizona. Potential 
impacts to these sources of indispensable information require careful 
consideration. The route is proposed to run directly between two (Mount 
Turnbull/Santa Teresa Mountains and Mount Graham/Pinaleno 
Mountains) of the four mountains that are sacred to members of both the 
San Carlos and White Mountain Apache Tribes. In addition, modern-day 
Akimel O'odham, Tohono O'odham, Hopi and Zuni peoples consider 
themselves descendants of the Hohokam and Ancestral Puebloan peoples 
who inhabited the lower San Pedro, Pinaleno foothills and Safford Basin.  

Center for 
Desert 
Archaeology 

848 

Proposed alignments traverse the Safford Basin, Sulphur Springs Valley, 
Aravaipa Valley and lower San Pedro Valley, which contain prehistoric 
and historic cultural landscapes spanning 12,000 years of human history, 
as well as Native American traditional cultural properties that are still 
used for ceremonies and rituals. Of particular concern is the lower San 
Pedro River Valley. This area is widely recognized for the significance 
of its intact cultural and natural landscape; the scale of regional 
preservation provides an opportunity to interpret individual cultural 
resources as part of a broad cultural and economic landscape rather than 
as isolated phenomena. In addition, the great time depth allows us to 
study changes in this human landscape over the full time span during 
which people have inhabited the New World. Such opportunities are no 
longer available in many Arizona valleys (e.g., Phoenix, Tucson, 
Safford) where agricultural and, subsequently, urban development 
destroyed much of the archaeological record before it could be 
adequately documented. Currently, this largely unfragmented landscape 
contains no major linear facility, so the potential physical and visual 
impacts of the introduction of transmission lines of this size cannot be 
overstated.  NTHP/CDA 

CODE 031.06 Aravaipa/Klondyke (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

1 

So the proposed route just skirts this area to the south and an alternative 
route would then run the lines through the Aravaipa Valley, which is just 
southeast of the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. As beautiful as the 
protected area, this is a pristine valley; home to natural peace, rare 
serenity and unspoiled views. Transmission lines and their 
accompanying maintenance road would irreversibly change this valley's 
environmental stability. The currently spectacular views would no longer 
be unmarred – strung with high-voltage wires and towers reaching 
between 150 and 200 feet into the once uncharged air. Hunters, whose 
number already seem too high for nature to support in this valley, would 
use the maintenance roads to gain access to the presently threatened and 
dwindling wildlife population (long time valley residents report regularly 
seeing herds of up to one hundred deer at a time, years ago. With 1,000 
hunting permits issued for the valley annually, it is now a rare treat to see 
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deer at all. The absence of Gambel's Quails quantities has vastly 
increased insect population). Recreational quads and 4x4 vehicle's tires 
would tear at the silty, powdery-sand terrain; their tires would foster 
erosion and carve trails that would permanently scar the land, and 
forevermore serve to invite more off-roaders to use the area. Unleashing 
increased human traffic would result in discarded trash and debris, 
adding to the power-line visual pollution and off-roader noise pollution. 
Routing high-voltage lines and their towers through the Aravaipa Valley 
should considered and environmental crime, especially since there is a 
viable existing alternative solution. My opinion is that it may save 
investor money on the initial price tag, but the ultimate cost will be 
irreversible damage that will last long beyond the life expectancy of the 
parties that would choose this route, the project itself, and the people that 
is would serve.  

3 

Please don't run the lines threw Klondyke in the Aravipa Valley area we 
will be able to see them from our land and part of the reason to go there 
is to get away from the city and all the stuff in the air I like not seeing all 
the wires everywhere.  

5 

My families roots go back to early 1920s here in the Aravaipa/Klondyke 
area, my grandparents Harold and Kirrilla Lackner purchased the 
Fourmile Ranch then and through all the sacrifices and hard work that 
comes with ranching and living and working the land have flourished 
here for four generations, and intend on the same lifestyle for years with 
visions for the future with great pride. Myself and my husband have 
purchased a ranch here in the area as well, we are sickened by the 
thought of the transmission line proposal, not only for the impact this 
would have on the breathtaking views, but the impact on the country 
with the access roads put in for the transmission line as well, this would 
open up all the this area to all sorts of people and trouble, something that 
this area is not used to dealing with. The main topic is that impact this 
would have on our ranch with two transmission lines and a 1,000 foot 
easement through our whole ranch for this transmission line, this would 
wipe out our private property, something we have worked hard to acquire 
and to maintain, it is devastating to me, it seems much more practical to 
go where there is access and easier routes instead of placing this in such 
UNTOUCHED pristine beauty, this area is one of the most beautiful 
untouched areas in this state, this transmission line would have a 
devastating effect on not only our ranch, but my parents, my cousins and 
all of our neighboring ranchers, and last but not least the health and 
safety issues, just how safe are these lines, we do not want them in our 
area to clutter up the beauty, we want to keep our Klondyke/Aravaipa 
area a show piece for the residents and for the new generations coming 
up in all of our families here in Klondyke/Aravaipa.  

7 

I am writing to you because my grandparents live a few miles south of 
Klondyke in the beautiful wilderness of the Aravaipa Valley. For me this 
is "my most favorite place in the whole world". I love this place so much 
because of its wonderful surroundings. I love that you can see for miles 
and miles and nothing is in the way. This valley is so indescribably 
beautiful that it makes you love it even more. I understand the need for 
the SunZia Project, but it still is a wilderness area even thought it isn't 
designated as such. I know there are other routes that can be used by 
SunZia that already have existing transmission lines through them. I 
would appreciate it if you would use an alternate route instead of cutting 
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through a "wilderness area". It has taken Mother Nature hundreds of 
thousands of years to create this beautiful valley, you shouldn't go and 
destroy it in a matter of months. There are very few wilderness areas left 
in Arizona without any large visible manmade structures. 

14 

This route cuts through more than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon 
watershed, crosses Aravaipa Creek on the east side of the canyon, and 
bisects the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management to the north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado 
National Forest to the south. Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the 
Sonoran Desert that flows through the wilderness and the area in which 
the APOA members live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally 
threatened fish species, the spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the 
only waterway in Arizona still to have all of its native four other fishes 
(longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three 
bird species (yellow-billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the 
desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa 
Canyon and it's watershed constitute a unique environment and an 
ecologically sensitive area. In fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has 
been called the "crown jewel" of the wilderness areas administered by 
the BLM. Protection of the special aspects of this environment is a very 
high priority for APOA and the proposed transmission line route would 
threaten the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness in a number of ways. (1) The 
proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek on the 
east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek watershed for 
much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in the watershed 
and the creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native species. (2) 
The proposed route would block the important wildlife corridor between 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in the 
Coronado National Forest. This area is an essential wildlife corridor for 
many animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black bears, mountain lions, 
and mule deer, and it connects these two ecologically pristine areas.  

15 

My family ranches and lives in the area that you are proposing to install 
the transmission lines between Arizona and New Mexico. In looking at 
your proposed maps, the substations that exist along the corridor that 
follows AZ 77 to San Manuel then towards Benson the I-10, including 
substations, Tortolita, Winchester, Willow and Lordsburg would avoid 
entering the fragile Avavaipa area.  

17 

The Aravaipa Valley is beautiful; a natural, pristine area that would only 
suffer from the installation of high-voltage power lines and an 
accompanying maintenance road. The southern alternative route would 
make more sense, as there are already power lines and towers and roads 
cut into the earth. New damage would be minimized.  

20 

Although I am very much in favor of Wind and Solar power, I do not 
want construction of such a massive transmission line though here. We 
do use some solar power on our property. I feel it would greatly impact 
the plants and animals along the proposed route and the Aravaipa Creek: 
all drainages there flow into the Aravaipa Creek. Opening up all this land 
would encourage all sort of destructive off road vehicular and human 
illegal traffic. 

22 

The project would greatly affect the unique wildlife as well as the 
lifestyles of humans living and visiting here. Aravaipa Creek is known to 
be one of the few permanently flowing streams in Arizona. Please do not 
interfere with the life and habitat in the Aravaipa Canyon and vicinity. It 
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is often referred to as the "jewel of the desert." 

33 

 The proposed route, crossing the Galiuros near their north end, would 
thus have an unintended effect of significantly increasing off-road travel 
near and through our Aravaipa Canyon Preserve. We also note that one 
of the biggest threats to the health of Aravaipa Creek and its native fish 
community is excessive sediment deposition. While the proposed route is 
some distance from the creek, erosion from power line construction in 
the watershed upstream of Aravaipa Canyon would likely cause 
additional sedimentation that degrades one of the most important native 
fish habitats in the Southwest. TNC 

36 

I oppose SunZia's proposed route for their transmission lines that will run 
through the Aravaipa Valley. This area should be avoided because it is a 
pristine environment. It is one of the few areas left in the State of 
Arizona that is still wild. At the moment there are few people and very 
little development. Because of this wildlife can move freely through their 
natural corridors and live undisturbed lives in their natural habitats. The 
construction of this transmission line would severely alter this 
environment. The new roads built alongside the lines would make easy 
access for many more people to invade this unique environment. There 
would be fewer and fewer places for the wildlife survive. The Aravaipa 
Valley also has severe flooding every few years. The entire valley floor 
is in danger in these floods. At some point in the future the proposed 
transmission line would be affected. The uplands are also damaged by 
the tremendous amount of runoff in this area. Bad erosion has been an 
ongoing problem for years. Throughout the Aravaipa Valley there are 
numerous archaeological sites. This line would certainly damage these 
delicate pieces of history. I ask the BLM and SunZia to please leave the 
Aravaipa Valley undisturbed and wild. 

37 

My concern with this Project's proposed route through the 
Aravaipa/Galiuro area is that it is detrimental to the environment as I will 
explain. 
The addition of roads will bring previously unfamiliar amounts of traffic 
to the area which will include numerous off-road vehicles. This would 
result in damage to the terrain as well as the harassment of wildlife and 
stock. As has been shown in the past, signs do not prevent people from 
this destructive damage. This increased influx translates into destroying 
the productive harmony of our future generations' enjoyment of nature 
and wildlife. 

43 

On behalf of the ranchers of the Klondyke-Aravaipa Canyon area and the 
countless others who love visiting this picturesque country, we ask that 
you would use an alternate route such as the Southern Route to run the 
proposed power lines and leave this natural habitat as it is! Roads and 
power lines can be built in a few years, but it takes many, many years to 
develop wilderness areas. So please don't destroy these areas, especially 
when there are other routes that could be chosen and will preserve 
something far more irreplaceable and valuable in years to come. 

45 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a 
route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the 
ranchers and residents who work and reside there and the numerous 
people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western 
beauty, I ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and 
consider the Southern Route or another route that is already developed 
with access roads and so forth. 
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Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding 
landscape, but a health hazard to the ranchers who have to work around 
them as they take care for their stock and the land their stock depends on. 
Residents are also concerned that the lines will pass too closely to the 
homes that they have occupied for many, many years. I personally 
treasure and enjoy this wilderness get-away and am very much in 
objection to the idea of putting in power lines. This would be a 
devastating impact on this rural land we should be preserving. 

70 

My family owns some property around Klondike, AZ, and I am asking 
you to please not put the 500,000 volt cables through that area. It is such 
a beautiful place, we must try to keep the wilderness the way it is. If you 
absolutely must put the cables in, (as I know how money plays a part in 
things) you absolutely MUST put those cables underground and out of an 
area where they would influence the river or any other wilderness. 

71 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the 
Aravaipa-Klondyke route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or 
another route already developed?  

90 

One of the proposed alternatives appears to run just south of the 
Aravaipa Ecosystem Management Plan (AEMP) area. The AEMP did 
not anticipate any new transmission lines and did not assess the impacts 
associated with construction of a utility line. Neither the AEMP nor the 
BLM Safford District Resource Management Plan designated the 
proposed or alternative routes as utility corridors. In fact, the lands 
between the AEMP and the Coronado National Forest (Galiuro 
Mountains) were designated for BLM acquisition due to their high 
resource values. This area is on the edge of desert bighorn sheep habitat 
and is excellent mule deer, whitetail, and javelina habitat. AZGFD 

96 

Not all of us want to live our lives surrounded by ribbons of asphalt, 
stressed out by diesel exhaust emitting trucks grinding by our homes 
twenty four/seven, or even in the shadow of high tension power lines. 
This valley has been visited and treasured by people from all over the 
world for its remoteness and natural beauty. We feel that our choices to 
live quiet lives here are threatened because unidentified entities seem to 
find it feasible and economically attractive to turn the remaining pristine 
areas of Graham County into just one more place on the way to 
urbanization and exploitation. Highly visible projects that change the 
landscape from rural and natural to an appearance of engineered and 
developed are the crack in the door that lets in the proponents of even 
more objectionable projects. One of our primary concerns about the 
power transmission line proposal is that any right of way that is cleared 
under the lines may soon become trails for ATVs. We think the potential 
downsides of that possibility should be considered. A cleared right of 
way would probably be used by some people as a way to get into 
formerly inaccessible back country. From experience, some of us realize 
that kind of ATV traffic could translate into further damaged grasslands, 
increased erosion, and a likely accelerated decline of the deer and 
javelina populations as well as increased stress on other wildlife. 

110 

I have lived in Arizona from more than 30 years. One of the reasons that 
I choose to live in the Southwest was the access to Wilderness areas for 
hiking. If we allow ourselves to put power line through them they will no 
longer be the valuable resource that they are now. I am horrified that 
such a plan could be suggested through Aravaipa Canyon and other 
areas. 
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112 

Southern Arizona is constantly working to over-come the desecration of 
our cherished and pristine lands that have been designated to be 
preserved. Aravaipa Canyon is one such parcel of land. The community 
has thus far resisted putting a trucking route through the San Pedro 
Valley, which is home to the San Pedro River and extensive wild life. 
Aravaipa Canyon is at this location. The power lines you suggest would 
be obtrusive and out of character with our beautiful canyon/river 
landscape. Even more precarious is opening the door to those who would 
then want to add the truck route because the area is already 
commercialized. Please respect what we consider of great value in our 
community and find another path for your power lines.  

113 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through the Gila Valley 
and the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and 
recreation resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley and visitors to the 
Coronado National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area.  

116 

This is a unique rural area with pristine wilderness. Please do not ruin 
this, destroy this area. There are very few undisturbed areas left to us 
Please do not trash it. Your Proposed route will destroy what is near and 
dear to many people This area is a treasure to many rural and urban 
people. Urban people need to get out in these undeveloped special places 
and we have paid dearly to get to live here. Don't destroy this. Your 
Aravaipa, Klondyke route will work hardships on the ranching families. 
This route would cut through the heart of our ranch and destroy a great 
deal of what we have worked so hard for and endanger our livelihood in 
a tuff economic time. There is a religious site that the lines will impact, 
This is a scared place and important to hundreds of people all over the 
world. The power lines could be a health hazard as we would have to 
work closely to the lines taking care of our stock and the land the stock 
depends on.  

134 

I live in Silver City New Mexico, and I first came to Arizona in 1973 and 
easily fell in love with the state and the fierce independence of its people. 
Since then I have enjoyed many days exploring this wondrous state, 
taking more than 20 trips into the Grand Canyon and many more in other 
parts of this beautiful part of the country. Arizona must meet the needs of 
it people but what I am asking is that you consider what is special about 
Arizona and find a way to preserve what makes Arizona such a great 
place to live and visit. I have taken about a dozen trips into the Aravaipa 
country and must say that it is one of those places that makes Arizona so 
special in my opinion.  

138 

We invested in acreage in Aravaipa Klondyke with hopes of a beautiful, 
peaceful retirement home. We are hoping that you will not put the two 
500,000 volt transmission lines anywhere NEAR the Klondyke/Aravaipa 
pristine wilderness area. PLEASE put it somewhere where the 
infrastructure already exists? 

139 

I live 3 miles south of the town of Klondyke in the Aravaipa Valley. The 
main reason we chose to buy property this property was because of the 
beautiful view of the Aravipa Valley. This valley is one of a very few left 
in Arizona undisturbed by paved roads and large transmission lines. If 
the transmission lines were to go through the heart of the valley it would 
destroy it would destroy it because the transmission lines can be seen for 
miles up and down the valley by us who live here and those who come to 
visit the wilderness.  

203 As very, very concerned citizens we are writing to you about the 
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abominable plan you have to rape and scrape your way through our 
pristine, untouched, riparian sanctuary area of Aravaipa Canyon. This is 
an area, although smaller by far, similar in value to the Grand Canyon. It 
is special, precious and fragile. This is no place for any type of power 
line project. There is a way already in existence that should be used for 
this purpose and that is along the I-10 corridor. This area is already 
disturbed by various human uses and adding in another use is the only 
thing that makes any sense at all. Actually we suspect the power you 
want to move west will be going to our big, fat, hungry, overusing state 
of California and they can just find their own clean power source, wind 
or whatever. 

204 

The proposed transmission line route would threaten the Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness in a number of ways. (1) The proposed route would 
cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek on the east side of the 
wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek watershed for much of its 
length. This could greatly alter water flow in the watershed and the creek 
and destroy or alter habitat important to native species. (2) The proposed 
route would block the important wildlife corridor between the Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado 
National Forest. This area is an essential wildlife corridor for many 
animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black bears, mountain lions, and 
mule deer, and it connects these two ecologically pristine areas. Overall, 
approximately 50 miles of the proposed route would pass through or 
within one mile of areas determined to be environmentally sensitive, the 
largest number of miles in this category of all the transmission line 
routes, proposed or alternative. 

213 

This route will have an overwhelming effect and disruption to a pristine 
unique area. The proposed route will go thought the heart of our ranch. 
This will destroy our lively hood and our lives. We fear the impact from 
the size of the project but Also the impact of the huge easement and road. 
A road like that will increase human activity immensely. There will be 
an increase in traffic endangering our animals and children. The Hugh 
increase in human activity will bring an increase in vandalism and crime. 
This little special rural area is not set up to handle this. Please do not 
make this happen to us. We paid high dollar for this ranch Since we have 
worked our guts out to put this ranch together, It is our lively hood and 
our lives. Please don't destroy this by the stock of a pen.  

237 

Although we appreciate and favor the concept of "green power," we feel 
that the idea of routing transmission lines through environmentally 
sensitive areas will negate part of the value of green power. There are not 
that many natural, undeveloped areas remaining. Official wilderness 
areas are important and we are thankful they have been set aside to 
remain undeveloped but due to rugged terrain it is difficult for older and 
handicapped people to access. Adjoining areas are also pristine and 
should be preserved for human use and wildlife corridors as well. We 
feel that it would be a mistake to bring this project through the Galiuro 
and Aravaipa Valley areas as well as a health hazard to residents who 
love this area dearly. 

239 

My great grandfather was one of the earliest pioneers to settle in the 
beautiful Aravaipa Canyon around 1865. Until the late 1970s my family 
owned majority of the canyon from the west to the east end and the 
surrounding rim country totaling 32 sections of deeded land. We are the 
family who in fact sold the longest stretch of the Aravaipa to the 
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Defenders of Wildlife, which was one of the hardest decisions my family 
had to make in the 4 generations of ranchers that I represent. It would be 
a shame to place a blemish the magnitude of a 500 kilovolt transmission 
line on one of the few beautiful places left here in this part of the 
country. Surely, you must have a better alternative? Currently our 
families' down sized ranching operations, are headquartered near the 
Cottonwood Cedar Springs area and although I do not have specifics for 
your proposed placement of this line, I could only imagine that it will 
directly or indirectly affect our ranching operation or those of our 
neighbors.  

254 

Objection to the Route Through the Aravaipa Wilderness Region and 
Adjacent Pristine Areas: It is unacceptable to route this project through 
the Aravaipa region wilderness areas, which include the wildlife 
connections associated with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro 
Wilderness areas, as well as the connections to the Graham Mountains.  

255 

The Klondyke area is very remote and scenic. We do not want the line to 
go thru here as a better route and cheaper route would be down below the 
north of Benson. I am a journeyman electrical lineman for 23 years and a 
cattle rancher in this area. I have to study your routes better but I worked 
power lines for __ [illegible] out of Willcox, Benson, and feel the 
Klondyke Frye Mesa Safford route is the wrong way to go. I have a 
ranch in both areas and no one I have talked to wants it out there – we 
have Indian ruins and invasive plants that should not be disturbed.  

256 

My family resides along the planned route for this health hazard, and I 
hope to retire in this area. This canyon has long been valued for its 
wilderness area and natural appearance. The addition of a huge power 
line would be a great health hazard for all who live in its path, humans 
and wildlife. Also, in this small and long protected canyon the huge ugly 
towers would forever scar the peaceful, natural appearance of the 
wilderness area. Please do not ruin Klondyke and the surrounding areas 
for those who live and vacation there. 

257 

As a resident of Aravaipa Canyon, I am writing you to express my strong 
opposition to the transmission line route indicated as "Proposed" by the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. This route cuts through more 
than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon watershed, crosses Aravaipa 
Creek on the east side of the Canyon, and bisects the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness administered by the Bureau of Land Management t o the 
north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado National Forest to the 
south. Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert that 
flows through the wilderness and the area in which the APOA members 
live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened fish species, the 
spikedace and the loach minnow, and is t he only waterway in Arizona s 
till to have all of its native fish species. Other species of special concern 
in the creek and nearby are four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail 
chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three bird species (yellow-
billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the desert tortoise, and the 
desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa Canyon and its watershed 
constitute a unique environment and an ecologically sensitive area. In 
fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has been called the "crown jewel" 
of the wilderness areas administrated by BLM. 

280 

We do not wish to see the march of quote modern advancements 
grinding their way across the beautiful and pristine land that provides 
abundant habitat for numerous wild life and birds, along with the ranch 
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animals that enjoy a healthy alternative to a feed lot existence on the 
open ranges out there.  

288 

I am writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa 
Canyon, but the many people that enjoy the rugged beauty of this remote 
area. I personally do not live there but have a sincere interest in keeping 
this unique area as natural as possible. My family has a ranch that will be 
directly impacted by the proposed power line route. My family and I 
have taken great pride bringing guests to this area of the United States 
that is truly one of the last great places of the old west. It is a true show 
piece of Arizona. 

324 

If going "green" means running power lines through 
pristine/natural/undisturbed Aravaipa Valley in SE Arizona – then the 
"Green Energy" is missing the point. That's not going "Green." Stick to 
the commercial routes. That's already in state and mess those up more. 
But to go and look at "clean" areas to mess up is a poor choice. I'm not 
against the policy of going "Green" but avoid the Aravaipa wilderness 
area. Please leave alone areas in Arizona that are still "natural" from 
development. Thank you for your consideration. 

329 

Just purchased property in Eureka Springs Ranch, I am very interested in 
the forward of renewable energy, however I do not want to look at power 
lines in an area I consider my retirement area. This area is one of the last 
pristine areas in AZ. Please consider an alternate route not through the 
Arivaipa Valley.  

331 

The proposed 500,000 volt transmission lines running through Aravaipa 
Canyon would put a permanent visual and physical "scar" in one of our 
few remaining wilderness areas. It's hard to imagine anybody could even 
think of destroying a wilderness area with the roads, towers and lines this 
project encompasses. 

343 

One of your selected so called sites for your proposed energy 
transmission lines through Aravaipa Valley will only rape the land of its 
beauty and its tranquility. Running the companies lines along the base of 
the Pindeno Mountain Range and just south of Aravaipa Canyon's 
wilderness area should not even be a consideration of routes. There is no 
reason to destroy the view and desert heading into this wilderness area 
with unsightly lines and wind turbines. The only logical proposal is to 
remain out of the Aravaipa Valley. 

348 

It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa region 
wilderness areas, which include the wildlife connections associated with 
the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as the 
connections to the Graham Mountains. These wildlife corridors have 
been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and 
others. Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had 
an infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 
There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads and 
infrastructure. Running these power lines and the associated service road 
through the Aravaipa region is not necessary and is contrary to the 
conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. It sends the 
wrong corporate and governmental message to invade our dwindling 
wilderness areas with major infrastructure projects, while claiming to 
pursue "green" goals, particularly when alternative routes are available. 

352 

We attended your meeting in Safford and we are totally opposed to 
power lines 1 1/2 miles from our ranch house. The poles tower 200 feet 
in the air. This is a pristine valley (Aravaipa Valley); to put your poles in 
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an area that only allows 50 visitors by application only seems 
counterproductive when you already have existing lines that could be 
used as an alternative. 500kV of power are twice what you get when you 
pass 250kV in Safford that ruin radio reception. Double that power field! 
We have health concerns. I struggle with cancer and don't need anything 
else to aggravate it. International studies included. Maintenance roads 
under the lines with ATVs and 4 wheelers will increase erosion, noise, 
litter and interfere with wildlife habitats/population. We love the silence, 
peace and pristine beauty that this whole line will ruin. Consider the 
alternative route that is already in place. 

359 

The area that is proposed is one of the few untouched pristine areas left 
in our great State of Arizona. The Aravaipa Valley is home to many 
animals because they live in a protested area set aside by the State. We 
do not need additional dirt roads cut into our Valley for joy riding of four 
wheelers. They tend not to care about the damage they do let alone the 
trash and noise they create. The proposed line would run approx. 2 miles 
from our Ranch House. We built in this area for peace and quiet and the 
raw beauty of nature. Not the ugliness of 200 ft. towers. Please give a 
great deal of thought to the placing of these lines and save $ by not 
having to purchase additional land. Use what you have to the fullest and 
leave the Aravaipa Valley in peace. 

377 

I am a homeowner in the Klondyke area. I am opposed to having the 
location of the transmission line running thru this area. The access roads 
leading to the towers will give ATV and other off-road vehicles access to 
private and wilderness areas in which they will abuse and vandalize. The 
ranchers in that area have a hard enough time trying to make a living 
with the drought, predators, fuel costs and mother nature. This will 
indeed add more hardships for the ranchers. I bought my property to get 
out of the city life and power lines. I plan on retiring in this area in a few 
years and would rather not have transmission lines ruining the beauty of 
the surrounding mountains and landscape. I strongly oppose the 
transmission lines running through Klondyke area or the surrounding 
areas. 

394 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through Gila Valley and 
the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and recreation 
resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley and visitors to the Coronado 
National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. 

403 

We are in the cattle ranching and hunting business here in Aravaipa 
canyon. We understand your line would be coming across our ranch. We 
are very much against this project. We moved to this area because of its 
remoteness. Cattle ranching and guiding are hard enough in this area we 
sure don't need any more human activity. Also having to look at this line 
would be bad enough. This could be very disruptive to our business, and 
our way of life. 

408 

The Aravaipa Valley is a pristine area and should stay like that for years 
to come. We don't want to see wind power which will spoil the view and 
destroy this valley. It's a big health concern living near high-power lines. 
The property value will drop because nobody wants to live next to power 
lines and have this view. The existing high-tension power line route 
should be used, so Aravaipa Valley and Klondike Road can be bypassed. 
The existing power has maintenance roads and environmental impact 
would be minimized. 

437 The proposed route through the Aravaipa Valley is totally unacceptable 
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for many reasons. The route was taken directly from the I-10 Bypass 
Corridor Study that was recently shelved in part because of public 
opposition to the route. The route requires significant engineering 
because of the rugged terrain and grades that must be negotiated to install 
roads, even if they are access roads. This makes the proposed route much 
more costly and more damaging to the environment. The route will 
create a corridor for future development, which has not had sufficient 
public discussion to determine if growth in that corridor is efficient or 
desired. 
The renewable energy aspect of the transmission line connection is 
laudable and makes economic sense in the long-term. However, it is not 
environmentally sensitive if it cuts a swath of bladed land and disturbed 
habitat in areas that were preserved for their wilderness attributes. The 
proposed route fragments the region which has several significant 
wilderness areas that will likely be altered by such fragmentation. There 
is sufficient developable land along our existing corridors and they offer 
the advantage of easy access to infrastructure that is placed in parallel 
with them. 

438 

As beautiful as the protected area, this is a pristine valley; home to 
natural peace, rare serenity and unspoiled views. Transmission lines and 
their accompanying maintenance road would irreversibly change this 
valley's environmental stability. The currently spectacular views would 
no longer be unmarred – strung with high-voltage wires and towers 
reaching between 150 and 200 feet into the once uncharged air. Hunters, 
whose number already seem too high for nature to support in this valley, 
would use the maintenance roads to gain access to the presently 
threatened and dwindling wildlife population (long time valley residents 
report regularly seeing herds of up to one hundred deer at a time, years 
ago. With 1000 hunting permits issued for the valley annually, it is now a 
rare treat to see deer at all. The absence of Gambel's Quails quantities has 
vastly increased insect population). Recreational quads and 4x4 vehicle's 
tires would tear at the silty, powdery-sand terrain; their tires would foster 
erosion and carve trails that would permanently scar the land, and 
forevermore serve to invite more off-roaders to use the area. Unleashing 
increased human traffic would result in discarded trash and debris, 
adding to the power-line visual pollution and off-roader noise pollution.  

445 

I object to the new routes proposed by this project – in specific the 
Aravaipa Valley Route on several levels. This project will negatively 
affect the habitat ranges of threatened birds and will most likely 
negatively affect sensitive environmental areas. "Maintenance roads" 
already exist and upgrading/using these existing routes would save 
money and reduce the environmental impact. As you (I am sure) know 
4x4s/ATVs and others who use recreational vehicles will use the new 
maintenance roads for entertainment, creating noise pollution, litter, 
increase erosion and interfere with wildlife habitats. USE THE 
EXISTING ROUTES! 

456 

I do not see the need, in an effort to further the “green" energy cause, for 
a perfectly pristine environmental area to be desecrated when alternate 
developed routes exist. If more access is made available via maintenance 
roads, ATV use will increase, as will erosion, noise pollution, and 
general littering. Wildlife habitats will be disturbed. I cannot imagine in 
our efforts to "save the planet"; "go green"; and "deliver 'clean energy' to 
the "State of California" that digging up a pristine environmental refuge 
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in the State of Arizona and the adjacent valley--untouched for centuries--
was part of the major plan. AVOID the Aravaipai Wilderness Area, the 
Aravaipai Valley, and the Bonita-Klondyke route (e.g., the passage 
shown in pale blue that runs north-south between Galiuro Wilderness and 
the Coronado National Forest). 

457 

I feel it would greatly impact the plants and animals along the proposed 
route and the Aravaipa Creek: all drainage there flows into the Aravaipa 
Creek. 

467 

As a property owner in the Eureka Springs Ranch Phase I Land 
Development, I am against the routing of your proposed 500kV 
transmission line through the Aravaipa Valley running southeast to 
northeast along the base of the Pinaleno Mountains. I am not against 
alternative energy or renewable energy sources that may or may not be 
developed and transmitted via your transmission line, but I am concerned 
about health issues to folks who might live near these high voltage lines, 
and the affects these lines would have on wildlife and wildlife habitat. 

489 

Since you've already got view sheds already destroyed, why can't you 
just put it a long side there? Why go into a valley? The Aravaipa Valley 
now is pretty much like it was fifty or sixty years ago. It doesn't have 
these eye sores or these things that are just taking away from the view 
shed and the pristineness of that area. 

506 

I am writing this as a land owner in the Eureka Springs development. I 
purchased this land for retirement. To put those massive power lines 
right through the middle of the new community would be a huge 
injustice. We all bought land in good faith that the area would stay 
pristine and rural. 

549 
Aravaipa will not be a sacrifice strip for California's energy transference 
needs.  

615 

I am opposed to the transmission line running through the 
Aravaipa/Klondyke Valley. There are other routes more suitable, routes 
that will not destroy pre historical Indian sites, riparian areas, farms and 
ranches. 

616 

The Aravaipa Canyon Valley is one of the last remaining areas in the 
state of Arizona where the view shed has not been altered. Two huge 
transmission lines will forever change the scenery. The maintenance 
roads will bring additional problems and issues along the route and to the 
nearby Wilderness areas. 

848 

Proposed alignments traverse the Safford Basin, Sulphur Springs Valley, 
Aravaipa Valley and lower San Pedro Valley, which contain prehistoric 
and historic cultural landscapes spanning 12,000 years of human history, 
as well as Native American traditional cultural properties that are still 
used for ceremonies and rituals. Of particular concern is the lower San 
Pedro River Valley. This area is widely recognized for the significance 
of its intact cultural and natural landscape; the scale of regional 
preservation provides an opportunity to interpret individual cultural 
resources as part of a broad cultural and economic landscape rather than 
as isolated phenomena. In addition, the great time depth allows us to 
study changes in this human landscape over the full time span during 
which people have inhabited the New World. Such opportunities are no 
longer available in many Arizona valleys (e.g., Phoenix, Tucson, 
Safford) where agricultural and, subsequently, urban development 
destroyed much of the archaeological record before it could be 
adequately documented. Currently, this largely unfragmented landscape NTHP/CDA 
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contains no major linear facility, so the potential physical and visual 
impacts of the introduction of transmission lines of this size cannot be 
overstated.  

CODE 031.07 Cluff Ranch (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

90 

The proposed route appears to go through the Department's Cluff Ranch 
Wildlife Area. The proposed route would conflict with the Department's 
Management Plan for Cluff Ranch by potentially decreasing wildlife and 
recreation values at the Wildlife Area. AZGFD 

406 

We do not agree with your current proposed routing of the SunZia power 
transmission line as it crosses Graham County Arizona. The current route 
will travel directly through the Arizona Game and Fish Department's 
Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area. It will have a negative impact on the wildlife 
environment in and around the Wildlife Area. The construction of such a 
project will not only jeopardize the permanent wildlife species and 
habitat but also endanger others that use this area for migration. There 
are several prehistoric cultural sites within and around the Cluff Ranch 
Wildlife Area that would need consideration. 

505 

As a resident and land owner in the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area, I am 
opposed to routing the proposed SunZia electric transmission line 
through this area. Such a route is completely incompatible with the stated 
mission of the Arizona Game and Fish Department is to optimize the 
potential of the area as wildlife habitat. To promote us of the area for 
present and future generations for public hunting, fishing, wildlife 
viewing, education and other wildlife oriented recreation. 

CODE 031.08 Mt. Graham/Safford (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

16 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through Gila Valley 
adjacent to the Pinaleno Mountains will have a permanent negative 
impact on the land, as well as on the visual and recreation resources of 
the Coronado National Forest located there. These transmission lines are 
intended to provide power for regions far to the West of the community 
through which they pass, but the manner in which they will affect the 
residents of the community of Safford cannot be overstated. Tourism is 
one of the industries for this small community, and these transmission 
lines will hurt the visual aesthetics of the mountain profoundly, as it is 
unspoiled in its present state. 

113 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through the Gila Valley 
and the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and 
recreation resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley and visitors to the 
Coronado National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. 
Allowing these large electric transmission lines on the adjacent BLM 
lands on the proposed line route will have a profound and long-lasting 
negative impact for those who visit Coronado National Forest and the 
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area and live in the surrounding Gila 
Valley communities. Large electric transmission lines scar our lands 
remaining for generations past ours. We would all be better served by 
visually preserving our national Forests and Wilderness Areas viewed 
from within and afar. 

234 

I would prefer that the power line NOT parallel 191 but be installed 
parallel to I-10 and skirt Mt. Graham on the western side. Place the 
power line near Stockton Rd would be unacceptable due to the proximity 
to homes as well as a monastery which was built on land that is intended 
for peace, quiet and its desert beauty. No one who travels 191 wants to 
see that power line. 
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243 

I have Frye Mesa Ranch south of Safford and 1/2 way up Mt. Graham 
form the city limits and I already have enough off road problems with 
this line. We will have more side roads, more gate problems. This is a 
bad place to put a power line thru to the San Pedro River rough country, 
few roads, wilderness country. Also, at the bottom of Frye Mesa we have 
invasive Sweet Resin Bush.  

245 

We have 3400 acres private ground and 15,000 state land on 4-Mile 
Ranch. We have solar panels, metal water tanks, piston pumps on water 
lines to push to different troughs. Also about six miles of water lines 
200-p.s.i. This would ruin the value of our ranch. Also, it's very steep and 
rough country. 

290 

 As a property owner of the proposed site – am totally against the 
location. The line goes directly over my home and it would lower my 
property values and the reason I moved to Safford. The View. I am also 
worried about the health of my family. Intrusion over Indian burial 
grounds Indian Villages. 

294 
I am a property owner that is directly affected by this line. It will ruin 
property values and the view of the Mount Graham. 

394 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through Gila Valley and 
the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and recreation 
resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley. 

486 

If you make new roads in to build a power line it will cause side roads 
off of it. And the damage we're having from four wheelers over here 
already, we're having extreme vandalism and it's ruining a lot of the 
country. We're having irreplaceable – irreparable would be a better word 
damage already, and there is going to be more. We need to probably go 
on the south side of Mt. Graham. And especially through Safford here I'll 
fight it because of the fact of the damage to the ecosystem. 

532 

I do not think the public has an understanding of what you are going to 
do. I live in AZ at the base of Mt Graham just west of the Cluff Ranch 
Wildlife Reserve. Besides the environmental and health impact, the 
power lines would be horrible to look at running along the base of Mt 
Graham. I have health concerns about myself as well as my neighbors 
living in the vicinity. I understand t hat someone may make a few bucks 
off of these lines, but I don't think that any of us who are in its path will 
get a piece of it. 

598 

BLM should attempt to resolve tribal concerns by avoiding TCPs and 
sacred landscapes all together. For example, the preferred route running 
west from the Safford area could significantly impact a landscape of 
significance to Native American groups. The route is proposed to run 
directly between two (Mount Turnbull/Santa Teresa Mountains and 
Mount Graham/Pinaleno Mountains) of the four mountains that are 
sacred to members of both the San Carlos and White Mountain Apache 
Tribes. In addition, modern-day Akimel O'odham, Tohono O'odham, 
Hopi and Zuni peoples consider themselves descendants of the Hohokam 
and Ancestral Puebloan peoples who inhabited the lower San Pedro, 
Pinaleno foothills and Safford Basin. Therefore, these modern groups 
view landscapes containing prehistoric Hohokam and Ancestral 
Puebloan archaeological sites as significant to their histories and 
cultures. Accordingly, the U.S, Forest Service has determined Mount 
Graham eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places as 
a traditional cultural property.  CDA/NTHP 

848 The proposed route running west from the Safford area also could cause NTHP/CDA 
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unmitigateable visual impacts to two (Mount Turnbull/Santa Teresa 
Mountains and Mount Graham/Pinaleno Mountains) of the four 
mountains that are sacred to the San Carlos and White Mountain Apache 
Tribes, Akimel O'odham, Tohono O'odham, Hopi Tribe and Pueblo of 
Zuni. 

CODE 031.09 US 191 So. of Safford (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

234 

I would prefer that the power line NOT parallel 191 but be installed 
parallel to I-10 and skirt Mt. Graham on the western side. Place the 
power line near Stockton Rd would be unacceptable due to the proximity 
to homes as well as a monastery which was built on land that is intended 
for peace, quiet and its desert beauty. No one who travels 191 wants to 
see that power line. 

239 
Isn't this line already parallel to Hwy 191? Would not following the 
interstate make more sense than cutting into primitive country? 

484 

You need to choose the route for this proposed power line that will have 
the least visual presence to the smallest population. We live in an area 
[Stockton Road near Artesia] where there is a significant number of 
homes that this proposed line would be very close to. And so whether the 
people are aware of it or not, they will become aware of It very soon, and 
you are actually going to get people very angry. Even though we 
recognize the need for the power, there has got to be other routes where 
there is less population. This is still the wild west out here. So it's very 
unpleasant to see this happening when people have come here for the 
very reason of avoiding this type of thing, visually. On another level, this 
much electrical energy flowing above people' s heads should be kept as 
far away from people as possible, because there is a lot of evidence that 
people are affected by high power lines. Here are other power lines out 
there. You could just go right down the same corridor.  

485 

We would prefer that the location of the power line not be parallel to 
191, that it be placed South and take the route paralleling I-10 and go 
northwest on the western slope of Mt. Graham. It would have lower 
impact on houses, and it just wouldn't be so ugly. It wouldn't be so ugly 
driving down 191 with a big power line. Anyway, that's our preference, 
that they locate it not parallel to 191. 

CODE 031.10 Deming (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

13 

Please do not do this installation. Deming has many issues but adding 
ugly transmission towers will not help with gathering new business, new 
members or our place as a tourist destination.  

135 

If the proposed corridor is being considered as far South as Solana Rd. in 
Deming. Has anyone researched the possible health hazard of running 
through such high populated areas. There are much less populated areas 
North of I-10. I think this should be looked at and considered in making 
a decision. 

253 

Also, I'd like to put in my "vote" for the proposed, primary route of these 
transmission lines to be north of our town of Deming. I've read that there 
is going to be some sort of solar power array station or generating plant 
north of the town. It makes sense that is the lines need to go through this 
area at all; they should be north of town for easy access near that solar 
power station. Please keep the tourism aspect: of our little town of 
Deming in mind when making your decision about this project. 

488 
I support the concept of putting the new line on public lands as much as 
possible, particularly north and west of Deming. By doing so, you stay 
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off of my private land. 

782 

People move to Deming to get away from all the man made towers and 
enjoy our views. Deming's primary growth is to the South. More 
individuals would suffer loss of property values if transmission lines 
were routed South of Deming and most everyone I know thinks it would 
devastate our community and the real estate values. Please NEVER 
consider allowing transmission towers to run along the gas pipeline road 
south of I-10 in Luna County. This route is shown as one of the alternate 
routes of this project. Transmission lines already exist north of Deming 
and that is where the new lines should be. The DOE proposed route is 
acceptable. 

CODE 031.11 Bosque del Apache/San Antonio (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

2 

As a resident of the NM Hwy neighborhood in little San Antonio, 
Socorro County. There are way too many transmission lines running 
across the highway to where we live between the I-25 corridor and the 
Rio Grande River. Find another corridor less populated than the beautiful 
bosque wilderness empire. San Antonio has become the dog-catch-
all…light polluted…let's start a new project….satellite to Socorro.  

4 

The transmission route requires crossing the Rio Grande, and the 
proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north 
of the Refuge. This proposal transects the flight path used by migratory 
birds including the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up 
and down the river valley. Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming 
community are of great concern, not to mention the degradation of the 
viewscape of the refuge and the Socorro Valley (and important resource 
to the ecotourism of the area).  

6 

The proposed SunZia transmission line needs to be sited on or along the 
White Sands Missile Range boundary, and NOT run through the village 
of San Antonio, nor cross the Rio Grande between San Antonio and Luis 
Lopez. Cultural issue: pre-historic Indian pueblo ruins dot the west bank 
of the Rio Grande, many of them unexcavated. Pottery shards and rooms 
cover the ground in numerous locations along the "Socorro reach." It 
would be impossible to avoid damaging the artifacts of this important 
and little understood civilization – the first to contact the Spanish when 
they arrived here in the 1500s. 

8 

Bosque Del Apache is, in my mind, the premier wildlife refuge in the 
lower 48. I have visited many times. Each time I have visited I have 
stayed for days, often two weeks at a time. I have photographed, I have 
recommended this place to many people, both friends and the people 
who take the photo tours I lead in Yellowstone national park in the 
summer. It is not just Bosque that concerns me, but the potential threat to 
the flyway.  

19 

Opposed to the power lines planned near the Bosque, partly because it 
may disrupt migration or injure migrating birds, and partly because they 
are ugly. Why not bury the cables instead? I think they require less 
maintenance and don't mess up our beautiful state. Word has it that some 
lines are to be put directly in front of the Organ Mountains, also. Why is 
it necessary to blot out beauty when there's plenty of drab land nearby? 
There is a lot of tourism associated with the Bosque, and important 
revenue source for the Socorro area. 

33 

The proposed and alternative transmission routes through central New 
Mexico will avoid crossing directly through the Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge, however in skirting around the actual refuge TNC 
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lands, the proposed and alternative routes will bisect the ecoregional 
conservation area known as the "Bosque Wilderness Area" (please note: 
this is not a federal designation) as identified on the attached map. The 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge includes 10 miles of Rio 
Grande River frontage and is a critical migratory stopover along the 
Rocky Mountain Flyway. The Refuge is a destination for migrating 
waterbirds, neotropical migrants, shorebirds and raptors, including 
threatened, endangered and imperiled species. The EIS should evaluate 
the impacts of the proposed and alternative transmission line routes on 
the migration corridors of these species -including cranes, waterfowl and 
raptors – as they fly in and out of the habitat contained in the National 
Wildlife Refuge. Design elements for the proposed and alternative routes 
can be used to minimize the mitigation needed to address impacts to 
these species. 

39 

As a professional ornithologist, and as a frequent, long-time visitor to 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, I must protest your 
proposal to install high-capacity transmission lines in the vicinity of San 
Antonio, north of the Bosque Refuge. Erection of such transmission lines 
in this area almost certainly would prove devastating to numbers of large 
birds such as eagles and other large raptors, and especially geese and 
Sandhill Cranes which frequent this entire area in immense numbers 
during the migration seasons and throughout the winter. Apart from 
outright bird destruction, the impact of establishing transmission lines in 
this area would be deleterious to the tourist industry, for thousands of 
visitors from across this nation and from numerous foreign countries 
flock here to view the migration spectacle, one of the American 
Southwest's grandest outdoor spectacles in an area of scenic beauty 
unmarred by intrusive power line s or other structures. Surely available is 
some alternate route that would provide significantly less impact on the 
environment and avoid the destruction of birdlife that likely would be 
associated with the present proposal. Many of my friends and colleagues 
are, like me, proponents of improved energy projects BUT NOT AT 
THE EXPENSE OF A MAJOR WILDLIFE RESOURCE. 

52 

The currently proposed route through San Antonio is completely 
unacceptable, as it would have a very strong negative impact on the 
flyway of thousands of cranes, geese, ducks, and other migratory birds 
which travel through this area to the Bosque del Apache annually. Some, 
in fact, make flights through this area daily in the winter to feeding 
grounds north of the Bosque, then return to the Bosque for safe roosting 
at night. It should also be noted that the Bosque del Apache and its birds 
are a huge tourist draw throughout the year, primarily in the winter, this 
being one of the premier birding areas in the country, with people 
coming from all over the world to see the sandhill cranes.  

65 

As a wildlife photographer I feel it would be a travesty to have any 
transmission lines visible, however distant, in the spectacular New 
Mexican vistas from and even near the Bosque del Apache! As a 
biologist/naturalist, the danger these same lines undoubtedly will be to 
large birds of all species; is equally unthinkable. The ramifications of 
these decisions will affect the people, wildlife, vistas and the essence of 
New Mexico as far into the future as power lines are used. 

72 

Besides the impact to the birds, the beauty and integrity of the northern 
environs of the refuge are important to visitors, like my wife and me, 
who bring significant economic benefit to the Socorro region by our 
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visits to the area. If it is spoiled by damage to the wildlife and beauty of 
the region, we will be much less likely to visit it. 

73 

NO to these transmission lines through San Antonio north of the Bosque 
Del Apache or even the route south of the Bosque and north of Hatch. 
Why not along HW 10 even further south. Why should our wild life and 
landscape in New Mexico be sacrificed so Arizona can get energy – a 
state that, in my opinion having lived there for over a decade, has not 
been a particularly good guardian of resources either water or energy.  

76 

My husband and I visit Socorro, NM and the Bosque del Apache NWR 
yearly, sometimes staying over a week. We find spiritual nourishment in 
the very special beauty of the landscape and in watching the cranes as 
they greet the day, call to each other, free their legs from the ice, and lift 
off into the sky toward their feeding grounds. We appreciate the natural 
communities protected and managed for wildlife and farmers within the 
Bosque. The 500 kV transmission line would greatly reduce our 
enjoyment of that area. 

78 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated economic 
impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is 
directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Additionally many San Antonio residents will experience 
decreased property values as their views of the once-majestic Rio Grande 
Valley will feature giant transmission lines and poles. 

80 

The SunZia proposal has the potential to entail enormous impacts within 
the Central Rio Grande Valley, an area that serves as a vital north-south 
migration corridor for scores of thousands of migratory birds each spring 
and fall. The Valley also harbors a number of endangered or threatened 
species and others listed as species of concern. 

82 

Bosque is a national and really an international treasure with people from 
all over the country as well as the world who come to visit Bosque and 
many world class photographers come and photograph the majesty of 
Bosque. 

129 

Bosque del Apache is a New Mexico treasure that is rated as one of the 
top 10 birding areas in the world Please do not just put a transmission 
line in without looking at other possible options, considering the impact 
on the birds and the surrounding farm land and taking into consideration 
the loss for bird and people that would result if a transmission line is 
placed near Bosque del Apache. 

131 

 The Bosque del Apache attracts people from all over the world. This is a 
huge income for the environs of the Bosque. Please be considerate of all 
the years of bird and animal life that congregate here naturally, They 
cannot alter their habits, they will just be destroyed, if disturbed by you. 

152 

But I must say I was shocked and dismayed when I received notice of 
your proposal to place the transmission lines near San Antonio where 
they would interfere with the annual migration route of thousands of 
sandhill cranes, snow geese and ducks that winter at the Bosque del 
Apache. Placing high power transmission lines in this area would 
potentially kill thousands of birds and endanger the long term health of 
these species in New Mexico. It is counter intuitive that your 
environmentally sound energy project proposes transmission lines that 
would disrupt this long established migration route. I am certain that 
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alternative routes or methods of transmission can be developed that will 
enable your project to succeed without creating an environmental 
disaster for these birds and the Bosque del Apache.  

153 

The Proposed (or preferred) route crosses very valuable farm and urban 
land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, 
environmentally, socially, visually, and economically. The Proposed 
Route (preferred Alternative) shows crossing private parcels of land 
immediately to the east, north and west of the community of San 
Antonio. Much of this land is rural farmland. The proposed rights of 
way, traffic for maintenance, etc. would be disturbing to crop production. 
Dropping the route southward would cross range land. Property values 
will decline in the immediate area and few people will want to live next 
to a high voltage transmission line.  

157 

My understanding is that these lines could either be placed across the Rio 
Grande near San Antonio, NM or further south. My concern is that these 
routes are east west routes and the bird migration (thousands and 
thousands of migrating birds) are on a north south trajectory. Especially 
near San Antonio this could be devastating and disruptive due to the 
proximity to the Bosque del Apache, a safe preserve for all kinds of 
birds. Although I applaud the emergence (at last) of renewable resources 
that would provide clean energy to the public, I would hate to see it 
counterbalanced by lack of consideration for the environmental effects. 

169 

This is indirect contradiction to the mission of the Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge, the efforts of the State at Ladd S. 
Gordon/Bernardo State Waterfowl Area and many of the goals and 
efforts of the other nearby refuges such as Sevilleta NWR as well. 

172 

The migratory birds of the Bosque are the pride and joy of Socorro 
County. It frightens me to think that outsiders can so easily dismiss their 
importance and propose a power line that threatens their life. PLEASE 
take time to consider using a safer route for the power line that does not 
impact our wildlife.  

174 

This amazing area is worthy of protection from both an ecological 
standpoint and an economic standpoint as tourism is a big income source 
for this area in NM. The "greening " of America shouldn't come at the 
expense of endangered wildlife. 

182 

Please find an alternate route for the transmission lines so that not only 
my generation can experience this great event of nature but all the 
generations to come. 

186 

Unfortunately this habitat in the Middle Rio Grande is in decline because 
of urbanization, water use, invasives, and other changes in land use. 
Switching our energy needs to sources of renewable energy is an 
important and reasonable change that has been a long time in coming. 
Nevertheless, our wildlife are under siege nationwide as their habitats 
and constantly being lost and modified in dramatic and subtle ways. I 
urge that adequate time be taken to assess this important issue for the 
Middle Rio Grande and its many environmental resources. 

195 

Subject Proposed transmission lines through San Antonio, New Mexico. 
Do you gentlemen have any clue about the millions of man hours, not to 
mention millions of dollars that have been exet1ed and spent in ensuring 
the survival and recovery of the Sandhill Crane, the several species of 
Snow Geese, And the endangered Pintail Duck. There is an abundance of 
land well to the south of San Antonio, N.M. that could be procured and 
used to satisfy your needs. 
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212 
Please BE A REPSONSIBLE STEWARD OF THIS UNIQUE AND 
SENSITIVE PLACE. 

230 

None of the options are very favorable but the idea of crossing the river 
(Rio Grande) on the main flyway into Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge has to be the absolute worst. This proposed route would 
have the lines crossing right over farm lands and homes I can look at 
outside the window by this computer. My own home place would not be 
directly affected physically but our reason for choosing this area, 
common to many other people, was its proximity to Bosque del Apache. 
Both wildlife and human values are at stake. I understand one route 
would transverse parts of White Sands Missile Range. This area has 
already taken a horrific beating: not much left to spoil there! 

238 

The best route in Southern and Central New Mexico would be along the 
White Sands Missile Range border. That Alternative Route seems an 
obvious first choice, followed by the other alternate along the existing 
power line as the second choice. Both are far superior to the Preferred 
Route shown on t he SunZia web site map for the following reasons: 1. 
Crossing the Rio Grande near New Mexico Highway 380 will 
ADVERSELY IMPACT many established homes, farms, and ranches 
near the communities of San Antonio and Bosquecito by: 
a. Temporarily disrupting lives during construction, 
b. Permanently taking rights of way 

250 

There is a "preferred alternative site" which literally runs through my 
yard just north of San Antonio. (My house is only a few hundred feet 
north of the proposed path!) I cannot express how much harm this 
alternative would cause to my lifestyle, as well as the bigger, more 
important issues, such as environmental destruction of wilderness study 
areas (which the proposed path would destroy), the cultural impact, 
(there are at least 17 Indian Pueblo ruins located in the immediate area), 
the flight path of many thousands of Sandhill cranes which winter along 
this valley, and the effect it would have on the Bosque Del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge just down the road. 

264 

I wish the line would go down along the Whites Sands property instead 
of along 380 in San Antonio. The area will lose its tourism appeal with a 
hulking power line in it. Power lines reduce property value. 

274 

Power lines over the Rio Grande and through San Antonio would 
certainly spoil this natural beauty that my family uses for spiritual 
renewal. Such a power line corridor may well have negative impacts on 
migrating birds, as well. 

292 

I attended the Socorro scoping session and I strongly prefer that the line 
run down the edge of the White Sands Missile Range lands and then cut 
across to the west at the southern end of the alternative route, or (my 
lesser preference) cut across between the two WSAs. Running along 380 
through the heart of San Antonio is not acceptable. 

336 
I think the eastern end of the transmission line should run south of 
Bosque del Apache NWR to avoid interfering with migration of birds. 

344 

We would rather that the proposed high tension power line not be located 
along NM State Rt 380 through San Antonio NM or near Bosquecito Rd. 
We have a tourist based business located with 3/4 of a mile of Rt 380 on 
Bosquecito Rd that would suffer financial losses if this power line were 
to be located north of Rt 380. We feel the land along the White Sands 
Missile Range should be used because there are no houses located in that 
area. 
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347 

I object to the location of the portion of the proposed route of the power 
transmission corridor through San Antonio NM. I believe that a more 
efficient route south from Highway 380 on Socorro County Road 153 
should be the preferred route. If the county road 153 route is continued 
south across the Armendaris Ranch it would bypass the entire population 
of San Antonio and all the attendant lawsuits that are sure to arise from 
crossing numerous privately owned plots of land. Others who reside in 
the "Preferred Alternative" corridor live there because of the esthetics of 
rural living. 

361 

The current route in the San Antonio area goes near public land that 
receives recreational use by those who prefer dispersed recreation. The 
area is popular for horseback riding, hiking, mountain biking, and target 
shooting. The power line would have adverse impacts on these activities, 
and the power lines themselves would possibly to be more subject to 
vandalism in this area, simply because they are in this area of rural/urban 
interface.  

388 

Potential environmental issues to be addressed and how they relate to 
private landowners: Land use and recreational resources: The Proposed 
Route (Preferred Alternative) shows crossing private parcels of land 
immediately to the east, north and west of the community of San 
Antonio. Much of this land is rural farmland. The proposed rights of 
way, traffic for maintenance, etc. would be disturbing to crop production. 
Dropping the route southward would cross range land. 

391 

You can't mitigate the bad effects of road building and power line 
building (or maintenance) over sensitive desert areas, Apache del Bosque 
and the Aravaipa areas should be given wide berths.  

446 

The least amount of impact to the environment would occur if the 
transmission line were to cross near Derry, New Mexico and proceed 
east through BLM property and then north through the White Sands 
Missile Range. By crossing at Derry, you will not encounter any 
endangered species and critical habitat issues. Also this crossing would 
have the least impact on homes because they are so sparse in this area. 
By proceeding north through the west side of the White Sands Missile 
Range you will avoid wildlife study areas and the human impact would 
be very limited, as it should be. For these reasons I believe this route 
should be the preferred choice. By going north along I-25 and crossing at 
the village of San Antonio, the impact to the environment would be 
greatly increased. Crossing the Rio Grande at San Antonio would 
involve crossing the critical habitat of both the Willow Fly Catcher and 
Silvery Minnow which are both listed as endangered species. Also 
because of the neighboring Bosque Del Apache national wildlife refuge 
there is abundant wildlife in the area. The area is also a flyway for 
hundreds of thousands of migratory birds and could potentially provide a 
hazard for these animals. Finally a power line of this magnitude through 
the Small Town of San Antonio would severely impact the living 
environment of the residents.  

508 

We in San Antonio have already sacrificed enough, during the testing of 
the bomb at trinity site radiation effects were never investigated, 
complaints by residents, and whose children are still living, were never 
followed up on. I believe that this area has "helped" enough so that 
others can gain.  

544 
The proposal for one route to cross Rio Grande near San Antonio sounds 
like the prelude to a pretty unfunny joke. The work and money that has 
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gone into Bosque del Apache NWR, not to mention the devotion, is a 
credit to people from management to volunteers at every level. It is an 
international star of our refuge system and worldwide conservation 
efforts. 

552 

On behalf of The Socorro Electric Cooperative, Inc., I would like to 
express my concern on the proposed transmission route that is located 
near the Bosque Del Apache National Wildlife Game Refuge. Socorro 
Electric Cooperative partnered with Bosque Del Apache to place all over 
head electric distribution facilities underground, The intention of this 
project was to eliminate bird contacts and keep the aesthetic qualities of 
the area preserved. 

Socorro 
Electric Coop 

590 

I have been a resident of San Antonio, New Mexico with roots extending 
from the early 1800s. A quaint little farming community nestled by the 
Rio Grande, the bluest skies and wonderful stars that are indescribable to 
a visitor, you must live there to know and appreciate the beauty that is 
heartfelt among San Antonians. I cannot imagine a transmission line 
running through our farms. 

CODE 031.12 Rio Grande Corridor (Avoid/Concerns for Area) 

56 

Please delay the decision about the transmission lines going through 
BLM lands in central NM. Nothing should be done to jeopardize the 
habitat of the Sandhill Cranes and all of that system. 

76 

We see that communities along the Rio Grande are gaining better 
understanding of their relationship with the river and its natural 
communities, and are working to protect them. A 500 kV transmission 
line would be hugely invasive visually (we have seen them elsewhere in 
New Mexico) and would adversely impact human lives and natural 
communities in that area. The large birds that find refuge along the Rio 
Grande will be vulnerable to electrocution on the transmission line. The 
birds fly north and south between the Bosque and the nearby farm fields 
where they feed during the day, and are likely to be killed in significant 
numbers. 

78 

Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many overwintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. There are 
alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose since 
they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a location where 
many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump. This minimal 
use of military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the 
Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife 
corridor, and preferred by the community of San Antonio. Additionally 
many San Antonio residents will experience decreased property values as 
their views of the once-majestic Rio Grande Valley will feature giant 
transmission lines and poles. Since there is no obvious economic benefit 
of this project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise our 
community with this project.  

80 

The SunZia proposal has the potential to entail enormous impacts within 
the Central Rio Grande Valley, an area that serves as a vital north-south 
migration corridor for scores of thousands of migratory birds each spring 
and fall. The Valley also harbors a number of endangered or threatened 
species and others listed as species of concern.  

Blue Goose 
Alliance 

122 
Please do not put up power lines in the path of the thousands of cranes 
and geese that approach the Refuge each day in the fall and winter.  
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128 

It is very important for the quality of life in this part of New Mexico that 
the migrating birds have a safe flyway. Also the Rio Grande valley is one 
of the few places left where farming can be done and where it is beautiful 
and where people can travel to see pleasing vistas.  

145 

I have long favored the development of wind and solar projects such as 
NM Sun Zia Project. I find it disconcerting that more thought has not 
been put in to the location of t he transmission lines, as it will cross 
between the two National Wildlife Refuges. It seems that this location 
will have a devastating effect on our National Treasures as this is the 
major flyway. People from around the world travel to see the magnificent 
flight of the Sand Hill Cranes and The Snow Geese. I question if a good 
environmental impact statement has been conducted, as I believe that the 
lines in this location would kill many of these magnificent creatures. 

169 

Many thousands of birds travel throughout the Rio Grande valley during 
the winter months and at other times of the year, and the impact upon 
them could be devastating. Sandhill cranes and Light Geese and ducks 
will fly back and forth from The Bosque del Apache NWR to Bernardo 
morning and night in the thousands, flying right across one of the main 
proposed path for the lines. This is in direct contradiction to the mission 
of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, the efforts of the 
State at Ladd S. Gordon/Bernardo State Waterfowl Area and many of the 
goals and efforts of the other nearby refuges such as Sevilleta NWR as 
well. 

184 

While I am in support of photovoltaic energy development and other 
alternative energy production ventures and recognize the need for 
extension of power lines, I ABSOLUTELY WILL NOT SUPPORT 
YOUR CURRENT PLAN TO ERRECT THESE HI VOLTAGE LINES 
IN THE GLORIOUS MIGRATORY BIRD FLIGHT PATH! 
SANDHILLL CRANES, GEESE AND DUCKS WILL BE CRUELLY 
DECIMATED BY THESE LINES. What in the name of the goddess are 
you thinking ! ! !! Choose another route or actually far better put the 
lines UNDERGROUND. NOT ONLY WILL YOU LOSE THE 
SUPPORT OF THE GREEN CONSCIOUS FOLKS AND ALL THOSE 
WHO CARE ABOUT GLOBAL WARMING, YOU WILL 
ABSOLUTELY WRECK YOUR CHANCES OF ENHANCING AND 
PROTECTING THE ENVIRONMENT WHICH IS NEVER—AND I 
REPEAT NEVER—ACHIEVED AT THE EXPENSE OF ANOTHER 
LIVING CREATURE. 

192 
I recommend putting the lines underground through all of this area or 
using an alternate route outside the Rio Grande river to the east. 

218 

Being an advocate for creating and reclaiming suitable nesting areas for 
rare and threatened species of birds in the Rio Grande Valley, I definitely 
have many concerns about how the power lines will affect our migrating 
bird populations and other wildlife. 

247 

I would like to add my voice to those who are concerned about the 
location and construction of the proposed high-voltage power lines 
through Central and Southern New Mexico. The ramping up of clean 
power is a must these days – but its production also has environmental 
consequences. In this instance I am concerned that the power lines (if 
above ground in the region of the Rio Grande River) will cross the 
important bird migration corridor there. It is important that this country 
develop its new energy infrastructure in as environmentally friendly a 
way as possible. 
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265 

Absolutely and positively do NOT build your 500 kV transmission line 
through central NM!!! The irreparable damage to one of the state's 
treasured natural resources, the wintering birds at the Bosque del Apache 
is unimaginable! This cannot be allowed to happen. There must be 
alternate routes more suitable for this power line. 

296 

Power lines are a serious hazard to migrating birds, and the proximity of 
this proposed route to Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge and 
a major migration corridor for neotropic birds is a matter of concern, It 
appears that an alternate route passing through a remote portion of White 
Sands Missile Range can have minimal impact on the operation of the 
Missile Range and could mitigate the impact the proposed route will 
have upon the Bosque del Apache, the Rio Grande migratory corridor 
and nearby Wilderness Study Areas. 

497 

The traffic coming and going will tear up existing roads plus the too soil 
(gyp, alkaline) when crust is broken in our lifetime. Some of the BLM 
land in our area contains very fragile soil (gyp, alkaline) when crust is 
broken it has no bottom and erodes it has no bottom and erodes 
constantly. These areas will be damaged permanently! There are places 
where the red tail hawk soars and hunts, where sandhill stop over on their 
way to the Bosque del Apache and the Rio Grande where the Canadian 
geese and the bluebirds pass on the way to summer or winter feeding 
grounds. If this was not important than the BLM and Congress would not 
be trying to pass the NLCS, National Landscape Conservation System. 

597 

The Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District ("MRGCD" or "District") 
is a political subdivision of the State of New Mexico, charged by 
statutory mandate with promoting agriculture within its boundaries, 
which extend along the Rio Grande from Cochiti Dam in the north to 
near Elephant Butte Reservoir in the south. The MRGCD runs from 
north to south approximately 160 river miles with the Rio Grande at its 
center. The farmland extends between the mesas on each side. Adjacent 
to the river is one of the largest un-broken cottonwood and willow forests 
in the United States. The proposed parallel power line easement 
discussed below will have an effective width of 1000 feet, when one 
considers there is no realistic possibility of any functional value between 
the two sets of lines. It is of great concern to the MRGCD that this 
easement would carve a 1,000-foot wide strip and bisect the bosque 
forest, the agricultural productive lands and the cultural center of this 
region. MRGCD 

597 

The San Antonio region, in which the Proposed Route would cross the 
Rio Grande and the adjacent bosque (cottonwood forest) is one of the 
Southwest's premier migratory bird habitats, situated just north of the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, which provides a critical 
refuge for Sandhill Cranes and thousands of Snow Geese and Ross 
Geese, as well as Bald Eagles, Golden Eagles, Great Blue Herons, and 
many other species. The Middle Rio Grande is also designated critical 
habitat for a bird species, the Southwestern willow flycatcher, and a fish 
species, the Rio Grande silvery minnow, listed under the Endangered 
Species Act. MRGCD 

848 

The northernmost SunZia alignments proposed for New Mexico, which 
cross the Rio Grande near the Bosque del Apache, will likely directly 
impact several significant cultural resources, including the southernmost 
extent of a nearly continuous cluster of medium to large prehistoric 
pueblo villages located along the Rio Grande Valley, in the path of the NTHP/CDA 
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proposed routes. In addition to causing direct adverse effects, the 
proposed alignments could visually mar this virtually intact prehistoric 
landscape and destroy its historic context. 

CODE 032.00 Use existing linear corridor 

7 

 I know there are other routes that can be used by SunZia that already 
have existing transmission lines through them. I would appreciate it if 
you would use an alternate route instead of cutting through a "wilderness 
area". It has taken Mother Nature hundreds of thousands of years to 
create this beautiful valley [Aravaipa], you shouldn't go and destroy it in 
a matter of months. There are very few wilderness areas left in Arizona 
without any large visible manmade structures. 

14 
As an alternative, I support a route that has existing road access, existing 
transmission lines, and is not environmentally sensitive [Aravaipa]. 

21 

The transmission line should not traverse and destroy pristine land 
[Klondyke]. Enough is enough! This nation does not need more wires 
across the open spaces. If a line must be erected place it where other 
transmission lines already exist!! This line could easily be constructed 
along I-10 where other lines are already in place. 

33 

We strongly suggest consideration of additional routes to connect the 
Winchester and Tortolita substations while avoiding the Galiuro 
Mountains and north-south alignments in the Lower San Pedro River 
Valley. A preferable alternative would be to use the existing 345 kV 
alignment from Vail to the Winchester Substation.  TNC 

35 

The proposed SunZia transmission corridor should follow the existing 
transmission corridor to minimize cumulative impacts to natural 
resources. The proposed route from Deming to Lordsburg includes 
creation of a new corridor to the north of the existing corridor. Apart 
from some settlement areas around Deming, we would prefer to see that 
the proposed route follows the existing transmission corridor to minimize 
new land disturbance causing associated problems with habitat loss, 
erosion, etc. 

Gila Resource 
Information 
Project 

73 

NO to these transmission lines through San Antonio north of the Bosque 
Del Apache or even the route south of the Bosque and north of Hatch. 
Why not along HW 10 even further south. 

90 

The other two alternative routes east of Highway 191 are preferable. It 
appears one of the routes follows an existing power line, but the 
Department would need a better map to evaluate impacts. 
The alternative route between the proposed Willow Substation and the 
Winchester Substation is an existing power line route, which the 
Department typically prefers. However, it passes through the Winchester 
Mountains which has good deer habitat and a Mexican spotted owl PAC. 
The route also passes through Allen Flat which is one of the 
Department's prime hunting habitat for pronghorn. AZGFD 

92 

Below are Pima County's comments regarding the proposed SunZia 
transmission project, spanning from Roswell, New Mexico to Pinal, 
Arizona. While Pima County does not have any major objections to the 
proposed SunZia transmission line route, the County does, however, 
have concerns over a proposed alternative route that would cross through 
the San Pedro Valley, The San Pedro Valley is located in the far 
northeastern corner of Pima County, east of the Catalina Mountains, and 
encompasses the San Pedro River corridor. To the extent possible, the 
proposed alternative route for the SunZia transmission line should Pima County 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-60 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

occupy the same area disturbed in the late 1980s by the All-American 
pipeline and the preexisting 11 5/138kV transmission line in order to 
minimize impacts and ground disturbance. 

134 

I ask that please find another route for the SunZia project transmission 
lines along an existing infrastructure and one that preserves the Aravaipa 
and it haunting natural beauty. 

151 

The proposed route [Aravaipa] is mountainous, no access, not roads. 
Why not follow already established row's, it seems much simpler and 
cost effective. And will not disturb boundless natural areas. 

203 

This is no place [Aravaipa Canyon] for any type of power line project. 
There is a way already in existence that should be used for this purpose 
and that is along the I-10 corridor. This area is already disturbed by 
various human uses and adding in another use is the only thing that 
makes any sense at all. 

204 

I strongly urge you to remove this route [Aravaipa Canyon] from any 
further consideration as a route for the transmission line. As an 
alternative, I support a route that has existing road access, existing 
transmission lines, and is not environmentally sensitive. 

208 
Wherever possible, new lines should parallel existing main roadways 
and/or existing transmission corridors. 

Gila 
Conservation 
Coalition 
[NM] 

215 

The lines will destroy the untarnished vistas. They have no place in this 
location [San Pedro River Valley]. They should run along previously 
established major routes where major roads, telephone lines etc. already 
run. 

223 

It seems the I-10 corridor is the ideal line to follow. It’s already messed 
up, pretty flat and relatively direct. It will save many square miles of 
pristine desert and wildlife areas. I object to the Saguaro-Oracle-San 
Manuel route the most. The views, wildlife and condition of the desert is 
that area is already in a distressed state because of development in that 
area. 

239 

Isn't this line already parallel to Hwy 191? Would not following the 
interstate make more sense than cutting into primitive country? I 
challenge you to tap into the vast resources at your disposal to find a 
better solution than to cut into untouched lands. I strongly oppose the 
building of such a proposed line to the Klondyke/Aravaipa area. 

242 

I suggest using existing corridors as much as possible to minimize 
disturbance to more pristine areas and also make construction and 
maintenance easier.  ADOT  

254 

Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had an 
infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 
There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads and 
infrastructure, such as the alignment of U.S. Highway 60 or Interstate 
Highway 10. 

262 
If a new transmission must be established it should align with already 
established ROWs and not degrade more land. 

280 

To put it [transmission line(s)] through the Arivaipa wilderness area 
would be very harmful to the habitat there which would negate any 
benefit derived from the green power. May I suggest as an alternative 
route the southern route that runs near Willcox AZ, about 55 to 60 miles 
from your proposed route. The towers are all ready in place, and a great 
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deal of money could be saved by utilizing this place. The right of way is 
also already established on that route. 

288 

While the cost of a project is always a major contributor to the 
development decision, I feel that using the current established Southern 
route [Winchester to Willow Substation] is in everyone's interest. This is 
a great opportunity to put environment above cost savings. We should 
have learned by now that while we can produce new energy, we cannot 
create new land like the Aravaipa Canyon. 

317 

Certainly using existing railroad or interstate highways would be a less 
intrusive alternative to ruining a natural environment. 
I also want to address the Arizona Corporation Commissions designation 
of the route with a permanent Certificate of Environmental Compatibility 
Corridor which was granted before 1972. There can be no debate that 
environmental impact studies prior to 1972 were certainly less 
sophisticated than those performed today and designation based on such 
studies must be considered inadequate and void without additional new 
studies. 

324 

Stick to the commercial routes. That's already in state and mess those up 
more. But to go and look at "clean" areas to mess up is a poor choice. I'm 
not against the policy of going "Green" but avoid the Aravaipa 
wilderness area. Please leave alone areas in Arizona that are still 
"natural" from development.  

325 

If they [transmission line(s)] must be installed – there already exists, on 
the east side of the San Pedro River, SWTC lines. These lines run along 
the foothills, have existing roads that are already established for 
maintenance access. This would be the best economical choice for the 
new transmission lines. Saving money and saving the land! 

330 

In this section of the study area, please route the proposed transmission 
lines along the existing highway and rail lines between Bowie and Vail. 
Those service and transportation corridors are already impacting the 
environment and have the added benefit of already established access for 
new line construction and maintenance. This route will avoid Aravaipa 
Canyon, Tres Alamos Wash, and the entire Lower San Pedro River 
Valley. 

331 

The proposed 500,000 volt transmission lines running through Aravaipa 
Canyon would put a permanent visual and physical "scar" in one of our 
few remaining wilderness areas. These types of lines should follow a 
route with an existing infrastructure corridor and access roads. 

332 

The impact on the land and wildlife is massive and irreparable. Follow 
the highways that are already established to install these lines. There are 
other ways to successfully complete your project while protecting and 
preserving the animals, environment and all who cherish the land. 

337 

I am opposed to these lines and towers running thru the canyon or 
Sulpher Springs Valley as an alternate route. It is my understanding that 
there are other transmission lines in place elsewhere; use this land and it's 
right of ways instead.  

339/342 

The San Pedro River Valley is a very special place that has unique and 
well preserved cultural sites, is an important migration route for birds 
and is a wildlife corridor. Let's please keep transmission lines along 
existing road and power line corridors rather than creating new ones. 
Keep wild places wild and we will be happy to support production of 
green energy. 
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346/365/367/369 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires through 
the Aravaipa-Klondyke route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or 
another route already developed? 

348/366/375 

As an alternative to the routes that pass through the wildlife corridor 
connecting the Aravaipa Wilderness Area with the Galiuro Wilderness 
Area, I favor choosing a route that already has an existing infrastructure 
corridor. There are such routes listed among the alternatives. 

352 

Maintenance roads under the lines with ATVs and 4 wheelers will 
increase erosion, noise, litter and interfere with wildlife 
habitats/population. We love the silence, peace and pristine beauty that 
this whole line will ruin [Aravaipa Valley]. Consider the alternative route 
that is already in place.  

363 

We understand that with growing needs for energy it's necessary to bring 
power to western markets and load centers. But why not use existing 
corridors like highways and railways that are now cleared of vegetation 
and maintained. 

371 

The Galiuro Mountains and the San Pedro river valley are a beautiful 
wilderness. Why tear through them with transmission lines from NM to 
AZ? The San Pedro is one of the only undammed rivers in the United 
States and an amazing habitat for migratory animals. Why destroy that? 
Why not have the transmission lines follow the freeway or highways for 
most of the length (which already is cutting through the wilderness) 
instead of cutting into virgin territory. 

372 

I understand that there are alternate routes that can be used that access 
and service roads are already in place. I don't think that intruding on 
private land is the solution when other routes are available. It makes 
sense to use access that is available than to plow through virgin territory.  

381/383 

The stated desire of the SunZia Transmission Project to avoid negative 
environmental effects should immediately eliminate the San Pedro and 
Aravaipa Canyon from consideration. A route near already heavily 
disturbed corridors such as I-10 should be considered instead. 

400 
Your plans should include using every available inch of established 
easements and accesses and then get the property next to it. 

405 

Why is it necessary to construct new mega-projects through areas that 
are for the most part semi-wild and minimally developed when there are 
already power line corridors and gas line routes that for all intent and 
purpose could be expanded to accommodate the demand for more? The 
required access roads are already there. Upgrading a facility certainly 
must be more economically sound and also environmentally more 
logical? 

406 

We believe that the SunZia power line should follow other existing 
power line routes and avoid any further damage to public or private 
lands. We have pledged our support to the Arizona Game and Fish to 
protect the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area and other wildlife habitat areas 
within Graham County. If need be we will seek Congressional support in 
this matter. 

408 

The existing high-tension power line route should be used, so Aravaipa 
Valley and Klondike Road can be bypassed. The existing power has 
maintenance roads and environmental impact would be minimized. 

412 

It is our opinion that the power lines should run along existing roads and 
highways. Stay clear of the San Pedro Valley and the beautiful Galiuros. 
If we keep using the natural areas we will soon look like NYC.  
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413 

Unless you plan to run these new lines along the existing power grid and 
use the existing roadways to access this grid – I am opposed to this 
transmission project. 

414 

We do not believe it should be necessary to tear into more of our 
beautiful landscape and natural habitat for animals for these lines to be 
run. Let's save some for future use. There is access as it states that may 
be used that is already being used for power lines. 

416 

Do not place transmission lines in remote or sparsely populated areas. 
The pioneers, later railroads, then highways, and finally the interstates 
have followed a path that avoided cutting across the bajada. They took 
the easiest route. So should the transmission lines stick to the old, 
established routes. By staying along already established routes, the 
flyways, migration corridors between sky islands, and sensitive 
vegetation can be kept intact.  

420 

I feel that using the existing power corridor for this endeavor is the 
correct choice. There would be less impact on the environment because 
substations and a maintenance road already exist. 

423 

I would like to see the alternative route used next to I-10, as this could 
work in conjunction with the proposed Bowie Power Plant, and would 
help the economy of this area. 

431 

Tucson Electric Power has easements close to where you want to put part 
of your towers and I would guess other power company probably have 
easements you could use, instead of creating new routes.  

445 

There already exists high tension power line routes that could be used 
that pass by "existing substations" – "Maintenance roads" already exist 
and upgrading/using these existing routes would save money and reduce 
the environmental impact. USE THE EXISTING ROUTES!  

452 

We would support an alternative that new routes would follow existing 
power lines whenever feasible. Areas of special wildlife value should be 
avoided. 

454 

The transmission line should not traverse/destroy pristine land. Enough is 
enough! This nation does not need more wires across the open spaces. If 
a line must be erected place it where other transmission lines already 
exist!!! This line could easily be constructed along I-10 where other lines 
are already in place. 

456 

I support the alternative route (the southern "most" alternative shown on 
the map), for this route passes conveniently along existing substations. 
High power tension lines and maintenance roads are already in place 
along this southern "most" route, also. And, this route completely 
bypasses the Aravaipa Wilderness Area, the Aravaipai Valley, and 
Klondike-Bonita Road. Take the southern "most" route that is 
ALREADY DEVELOPED with EXISTING LINES/FACILITIES and 
NOT in one of Arizona's Finest wilderness areas. 

459 

I live in Klondyke, AZ and have a cattle ranch there. I don't think you 
should put this transmission line through the Klondyke area. As we plan 
for the future, we need to save some undeveloped areas. Why not just run 
it parallel to I-10? 

461 

Consider constructing the transmission lines where other utility lines 
exist such as next to interstate highway where maintenance roads and 
right of ways are already available. 

466 
We, the Aravaipa Property Owners Association (APOA), are writing you 
to express our strong and unanimous opposition to the transmission line 

Aravaipa 
Property 
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route indicated as "Proposed" by the SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Project. Aravaipa Canyon and its watershed constitute a unique 
environment and an ecologically sensitive area. In fact, the Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness has been called the "crown jewel" of the wilderness 
areas administrated by BLM. 
Protection of the special aspects of this environment is a very high 
priority for APOA As an alternative, we support a route that has existing 
road access, existing transmission lines, and is not environmentally 
sensitive. 

Owners 
Association  

468 

In order to maintain the lines at the minimum safety elevation above the 
ground, the towers for these lines would range up to 125 to 175 feet in 
height. Distance between towers would range between 800 and 2000 
feet, with the typical distance being 1300 to 1500 feet. Project engineers 
told me that typically the easement for these lines would be about 200 
feet wide, and this includes a no-build zone beneath the power lines for 
safety purposes. They said that two types of roads would be required, 
temporary construction access roads and a permanent service road. In 
remote areas, the service road could be simply a dirt road, but it would 
require a compacted surface, such as AB mix or decomposed granite in 
areas subject to erosion. This additional information indicates to me that 
not only will these high tension power lines affect all life in close 
proximity to them, it will also have a long term impact as hunters and 
ATV vehicles will make use of them to further damage the environment. 
Let these lines be put aside already existing roads and already traveled 
routes. If we want to go green, let's really be green about it. So, I favor 
choosing a route that already has an existing access road. Preferably, a 
route that already has an existing infrastructure corridor. There are such 
routes listed among the alternatives. 

The Peyote 
Way Church 

484 

We need electricity, but do it somewhere else so that we don ' t have to 
have it near the privately owned property. There is plenty of land out 
there, enormous amounts that is adjacent to us. There are other power 
lines out there. You could just go right down the same corridor. 

486 

I feel we already have power lines through the ranch that are kind of 
where you could use them and still stay on the main power line road. I'm 
not against wind power or solar, I'm all for it. I'm just saying stick to the 
main road. [Keep] as much of it as possible near existing power line 
rights of way. 

489 

My concern is, looking at your alternate routes and then your proposed 
routes, is why you chose your proposed route? I've asked several 
questions and they can't really give me a clear answer. It appears to me – 
and I've known the Aravaipa Canyon, and having land in the Aravaipa 
Canyon, and knowing the San Pedro, that it seems to me that you're 
going to go that route because you're going to get the least resistance 
there. Because I know the country real well, I know where the other right 
of ways are where you have already got existing transmission lines. And 
one of my questions is why can't you just – since you've already got 
viewsheds already destroyed, why can't you just put it along side there? 
Why go into a valley? 

492 

I believe that following existing transmission lines is a good idea. And 
that's just me. It seems to be the better course, is to follow existing 
transmission lines.  

532 
Please consider placing the lines along highways or other pre-existing 
scars on the land.  
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558 

 Additional route options need be designated that traverse the area of the 
proposed substation location. One such option would be to follow 
Highway 54 south towards Alamogordo and west through Las Cruces. 
Existing transmission line corridors should be given a high priority for 
siting new facilities and in many cases should be evaluated for 
upgrade/re-building before new corridors are selected. 

595 

 A route which continues to follow I-10 in Arizona. A route should be 
considered heading west in Arizona which continues to follow I-10 
where the existing alternative route heads northwest to the proposed 
Willow substation, then continuing along existing highways and 
transmission lines NW to the Tortolita substation. Such a route would 
avoid the sensitive resources in the Aravaipa Valley, Aravaipa Canyon, 
the northern Pinalefio Mountains, the northern Galiuro Mountains, and 
the San Pedro River Valley. 

The 
Wilderness 
Society 

609 

I suggest that instead of running transmission lines across large areas of 
undeveloped land, and creating the environmental damage that will most 
certainly ensue, you consider using existing corridors, such as railroad 
and highway rights of way. These areas are already disrupted and 
environmentally degraded, and the impact will be far less than to run the 
lines through pristine desert. 

612 

Although the proposed route does not go through a designated wilderness 
area it does weave between 3 that are designated which are the Galiro 
Wilderness,he Aravipa Wilderness, and the Santa Teresa Wilderness 
areas. The areas in-between are just as much wilderness as those that are 
designated. There are existing infrastructure corridors that run south of 
the Graham Mountain and the Galiro Wilderness area where it would a 
little longer and a little more expensive but would leave the preaches 
wilderness areas intact. 

644 

By moving this projects power lines to an existing corridor east of the 
river and refuge and then crossing the river near Hatch, NM, the wildlife 
destruction [near the Bosque] would be minimal and much of the visual 
pollution would be minimized. 

745 

Our preference is for the local generation of electricity, but to the extent 
that major power corridors may be necessary or inevitable we heartily 
advocate for using the already established and impacted route of 
Interstate 10. 

Cascabel 
Working 
Group 

757 

The Cascabel Hermitage Association urges you to drop all San Pedro 
River Valley routes and place any new electrical lines along established 
highway and rail corridors adjacent to I-10. 

Cascabel 
Hermitage 
Assoc 

759 

There are other alternatives identified as possible options that would 
have much less negative impact on natural resources, cultural resources, 
and the agricultural economy of the area. Construction along preexisting 
highways would be the best alternative. 

Redington 
NRCD 

826 

Because such large portions of the landscape and a diverse variety of 
cultural properties will be impacted by the proposed project, BLM 
should focus on using to the greatest extent possible existing 
transmission corridors, roadways, and facilities before considering new 
corridors over undeveloped lands.  

NM AZ 
Archeo 
Councils 

848 

SunZia should utilize existing transmission corridors whenever possible. 
We are especially concerned that the existing 345kV line west of the 
Winchester substation is not included as an alternative alignment, despite 
the fact that portions of this line are included as alternatives east of the NTHP/CDA 
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Winchester substation. 
In the DEIS, we encourage BLM to consider an additional alignment 
west of the Winchester substation that follows the existing 345 kV line, 
runs adjacent to 1-10 and then skirts Tucson to the south. Such a route 
would take advantage of existing transmission infrastructure, restrict new 
construction to already impacted areas and largely avoid the unique, 
intact and regionally significant natural and cultural resources and 
landscapes in the Aravaipa Valley, Aravaipa Canyon, northern Pinalenio 
Mountains, northern Galiuro Mountains and San Pedro River Valley.  

CODE 033.00 Modifications to alignment 

33 

The [proposed] route also crosses through the Nutt Grassland, which 
contains important habitat, although the most sensitive lands are west of 
the proposed route. Fragmentation of this grassland would be minimized 
if the route were moved to follow the existing corridor for New Mexico 
State Highway 27. TNC 

159 

I would like to request a meeting at your earliest convenience to discuss 
our concerns and to work with you to determine the appropriate location 
of the proposed transmission lines and related infrastructure specifically 
where the corridor will intersect the Continental Divide National Scenic 
Trail (CDT). In order to provide the highest quality experience on the 
CDT, at this point, we would prefer the identified alternative route that 
would locate the proposed transmission lines near the Interstate 10 
corridor in Hidalgo County through Lordsburg, NM. We support and 
encourage the following guidelines when identifying areas, where when 
necessary to cross, parallel or otherwise include the CDT, utility lines 
and facilities may be located as to reduce their impacts to the CDT: 
1. Location is where the CDT crosses areas that are already developed, 
and classified as Rural or Urban by the USFS Recreation Opportunity 
Spectrum (ROS); 
2. Location is where the CDT crosses an existing state or federal 
highway or highway intersection. 
3. Passage through an area where Trail values, such as a sense of 
remoteness, would not be compromised. We highly encourage sighting 
teams to engage with CDTA and our agency partners to identify these 
key areas and potential mitigation when the CDT and its unique 
resources cannot be avoided.  

Continental 
Divide Trail 
Alliance 

248 

As a resident of the San Pedro River Valley, I can assure you that there 
will be considerable opposition to the routing of a 500KV line anywhere 
near residences. I do feel, however, that a route at least 2-3 miles east of 
the river may well be acceptable. If the San Pedro route is chosen over 
routes much further to the east, I urge you to consider a route from the 
Winchester substation northwest that stays as far from existing homes as 
possible. 

297 

North of Lordsburg, NM would be more sure to not be in the way of the 
airport or Homeland Security, because of being too close to the Mexico 
border. Hire in local towns. 

347 

I object to the location of the portion of the proposed route of the power 
transmission corridor through San Antonio NM. I believe that a more 
efficient route south from Highway 380 on Socorro County Road 153 
should be the preferred route. If the county road 153 route is continued 
south across the Armendaris Ranch it would bypass the entire population 
of San Antonio  

636 It appears that the right-of-way will traverse on or near Lot 103 of the 
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Windmill Ranch Development that I own. Like other owners, I bought 
this property because of its quiet, rural location and 50 plus mile 
unobstructed viewscapes of the mountains to the south and west. My 
current plans are to build my retirement home down there in a few years 
but that may now change depending on the final alignment for this 
project. My suggestion is that the project alignment be shifted to the 
north where it would not affect so many small landowners. This would 
site the eastern terminus much closer to the highest quality wind 
resources that will in turn become economic after the project is 
completed. 

851 

Regarding our previous comment to consider following the existing 345 
kV line between Vail and Winchester substations, we would add that if 
the proposed SunZia line cannot utilize the existing Vail/Winchester 
right of way then it would need to avoid the conservation property 
known as Three Links Farm. The existing line crosses the southern end 
of this property in a parcel that is owned by The Nature Conservancy and 
protected by a conservation easement held by the U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation. This easement prohibits all uses in a designated riparian 
zone other than those specifically allowed as consistent with the purposes 
of the easement. TNC 

CODE 040.00 Land Use 

2 

Find another corridor less populated than the beautiful bosque wilderness 
empire. San Antonio has become the dog-catch-all…light polluted…let's 
start a new project….satellite to Socorro. STOP this and let our village 
retain its charm 

18 

I have owned 38.58 AC in Cascabel, Arizona since 1983. The BLM and 
The Nature Conservancy approached me years ago, they thought my 
little place there in Cascabel was an important "link" in the Hot Springs 
Canyon Wildlife Corridor. They encouraged me to have a conservation 
easement put in place. They paid me a considerable sum, in return, I am 
supposed to see that the area is preserved in perpetuity. I have given up 
many rights, including the possibility of subdividing and many other 
options I once had. This is why the word, "encumbered" is used to 
describe the legal restrictions that have been imposed on my property. 
Other agencies who found this immediate area of Cascabel to be valuable 
and to be worth preserving are: The USF and WS, who has an ongoing 
"Partners for Wildlife" project, and the NRCS, who has an ongoing 
"Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program" on my 38.58 acre property. These 
agencies want the area to remain undisturbed.  

21/454 

I am against the construction/location of transmission lines. The 
transmission line should not traverse and destroy pristine land. Enough is 
enough! This nation does not need more wires across the open spaces. 

22 

We, who have visited the Klondyke/Aravaipa Canyon frequently and for 
a long time and many of whom have family ties here, do protest the 
construction and operation of 2 parallel 500 kilovolt transmission lines 
through the area. The project would greatly affect the unique wildlife as 
well as the lifestyles of humans living and visiting here.  

27 

I and others are against this project if any of the BLM managed Public 
Lands in Sierra County are to become restricted or withdrawn from any 
and all present or future mining activities.  

33 

Over the last ten years we've completed an extensive, collaborative 
conservation planning effort throughout the state (and globally) – our 
ecoregional conservation analyses – designed to identify areas where TNC 
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appropriate land use planning and management is critical to the 
conservation of natural resources. ARIZONA SPECIFIC COMMENTS 
*Avoid impacts through identification of alternate corridors. Materials 
on the SunZia web site show that the study corridor previously included 
the Tucson basin, but we could find no indication of why it was dropped. 
We strongly suggest consideration of additional routes to connect the 
Winchester and Tortolita substations while avoiding the Galiuro 
Mountains and north-south alignments in the Lower San Pedro River 
Valley. A preferable alternative would be to use the existing 345 kV 
alignment from Vail to the Winchester Substation. *Expand definition of 
avoidance areas to include other lands managed for conservation. The 
map accompanying this letter shows additional lands in the Lower San 
Pedro watershed that have been acquired, designated or leased for 
conservation purposes that should be avoided.  

59 

Please reconsider the change in natural surrounding landscape, the 
change in work environment for local ranchers, and especially any lines 
that will pass closely to the homes they have occupied for many, many 
years. 

62/64/74 

I personally treasure and enjoy this wilderness get-away and am very 
much in objection to the idea of putting in power lines. This would be a 
devastating impact on this rural land we should be preserving. 

95 

Walton International Group, Inc., is one of the largest landowners in 
Pinal County, Arizona, and is currently in the process of planning tens of 
thousands of acres in and around Eloy, Arizona for mixed use 
development including residential, commercial, office and industrial 
uses. Many of Walton's planned developments are within the Project's 
study area and as such Walton has been watching the Project carefully. 
For the last several years Walton has worked closely with Pinal County, 
the City of Eloy, and the Arizona State Land Department to plan for the 
successful and orderly development of the region and while Walton 
welcomes the Project, it is important that the Project be sited to have the 
least possible disruptive impact on the plans of the jurisdictions through 
which it passes. Any alignment west of the Picachos would directly 
conflict with the present and future urban core of the City of Eloy. 
Alignments east of the Picachos will remove any potential impacts on 
urban revitalization, street widening, attraction of businesses, and many 
other components that are integral to the City's future. 

113 

Allowing these large electric transmission lines on the adjacent BLM 
lands on the proposed line route will have a profound and long-lasting 
negative impact for those who visit Coronado National Forest and the 
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area and live in the surrounding Gila 
Valley communities.  

129 

Please do not just put a transmission line in without looking at other 
possible options, considering the impact on the birds and the surrounding 
farm land and taking into consideration the loss for bird and people that 
would result if a transmission line is placed near Bosque del Apache.  

136 
Please put your lines on developed land and leave our wilderness 
pristine. 

153 

The Proposed Route (preferred Alternative) shows crossing private 
parcels of land immediately to the east, north and west of the community 
of San Antonio. Much of this land is rural farmland. The proposed rights 
of way, traffic for maintenance, etc. would be disturbing to crop 
production.  



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-69 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

158 

The building of these power plants and transmission lines can negatively 
affect how people come to view their relationship to the land around 
them and how they come to feel about where the live. People who might 
find peace and pleasure in the rural views that they have will now have to 
look at large power lines cutting across their landscape. People who once 
lived in small communities will now have to unfairly share a burden of 
living under or near large power lines, mostly for cities miles and miles 
away. This seems quite unjust, and could have negative effects on 
people' s senses of well-being, peace, and basic day-to-day comfort of 
living in rural areas. The rural parts of Arizona and New Mexico should 
not have to shoulder the burden of people living in larger urban areas.  

213 

We are very much against the Aravaipa, Klondyke proposed route for the 
transmission lines. This route will have an overwhelming effect and 
distortion to a pristine unique area. There will be an increase in traffic 
endangering our animals and children. The Hugh increase in human 
activity will bring an increase in vandalism and crime. This little special 
rural area is not set up to handle this. All the increased human activity 
will have a very damaging effect on the wildlife in this special area. Thus 
the route needs to stay in an already developed area.  

217 

I am extremely opposed to all of the proposed and alternative routes. 
These same routes were previously rejected for use by the 
Tucson/Phoenix highway bypass plans last year. Furthermore, they 
violate the Pinal County Comprehensive Plan that was approved last 
year! 

225 

This beautiful place of nature is sacred grounds for Christian believers 
that come from all over the world to visit this place of wilderness and it's 
very special to us. I would hope that the plan for these power lines would 
be placed in a developed land area. I understand that there is a need to 
supply new power for the AZ and NM residents, but I am sure that there 
are other more practical options that could facilitate the proposed power 
lines. I would hope that you would re-consider where you would place 
these power line towers and allow Sunset Mountain area to remain as a 
natural wilderness where people can enjoy the creation as it has been for 
hundreds of years. 

233 

We [LeSuer Investments] and a group of additional land owners 
collectively own 16 separate tracts of land, totaling approximately 8,200 
acres as shown on Exhibit A attached hereto and referred to hereafter as 
the "Properties." The Properties are located in what will be the future 
population center for the City of Eloy, Arizona ("Eloy" or the "City"). 
Over the last few years, private land owners in the area west of the 
Picacho Mountains have worked diligently with the City and have 
expended significant time and resources in planning and obtaining 
development entitlements for master-planned communities and other 
developments in this area, including expending resources on annexations, 
general plan amendments, rezonings, development agreements and water 
and sewer master-planning. there are overlaps in the study areas as well 
as a common alignment, which we label as "Alignment A". A significant 
portion of this alignment is located on Arizona State Trust and BLM 
Land, which, as far as we are aware, is not currently being planned for 
any development. Alignment A is also the alignment preferred by many 
property owners in the Eloy area and by the City of Eloy. Co-locating the 
SunZia and TEP projects within Alignment A will have the least 
detrimental impacts on the planned developments in the area west of the 
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Picacho Mountains.  

317 

I am against the proposed route of the 500 kilovolt (kV) high-capacity 
transmission lines through the San Pedro river valley. The environmental 
impact of the line placement will not be limited to the valley's wildlife. 
There will also be a significant impact on the valley's human inhabitants. 
Many of the valley's residents live on the same land their families settled 
generations ago. New residents have relocated to the valley to appreciate 
the unique features of free flowing ground water, abundant and diverse 
wildlife, the incomparable beauty of the valley and surrounding area. The 
added value derived by the residents to their quality of life from the 
pristine nature of the valley is incalculable. Likewise the loss of value by 
placing these lines cannot be overestimated. 

322 

A great deal of work went into the Pinal [County] Comprehensive Land 
Use Plan. Please avoid putting transmission lines inside rural community 
or other specially designated areas. 

391 

Land use: The Proposed Route (Preferred Alternative) appears to cross 
private parcels of land immediately to the east, north and west of the 
community of San Antonio. Much of this land is rural farmland. The 
proposed rights of way, traffic for maintenance, etc. would disrupt crop 
production. Dropping the route southward would have most of the 
transmission line on rangeland, mitigating much of this impact. 

400 

There is a finite amount of private land in these canyons. Owners live 
and work here because of the perfect surroundings for work. Negotiate 
with others to share easements, accesses, and dedicated properties for 
utilities. We've got to pull together to get what we need to pursue 
happiness. In the meantime we must reuse property already developed 
for the general welfare. 

405 

I am a full time resident in Aravaipa Canyon. It's a pretty nice 
neighborhood. This proposed power line project is much akin to the 
recent I-10 bypass proposal. Why is it necessary to construct new mega-
projects through areas that are for the most part semi-wild and minimally 
developed when there are already power line corridors and gas line 
routes that for all intent and purpose could be expanded to accommodate 
the demand for more? The required access roads are already there. 
Upgrading a facility certainly must be more economically sound and also 
environmentally more logical? 

424 

We are against these 2 proposed power line routes through our scenic 
pristine San Pedro River Valley Watershed for the following primary 
reasons: *scarring of the landscape with roads and the visual impact of 2 
ugly power line stretching across our pristine landscape * granting legal 
access now across the land will open the door for more future power 
lines running parallel to these 2 proposed lines. 

437 

The renewable energy aspect of the transmission line connection is 
laudable and makes economic sense in the long-term. However, it is not 
environmentally sensitive if it cuts a swath of bladed land and disturbed 
habitat in areas that were preserved for their wilderness attributes.  

449 

Alternate routes that are not as populated would be a better choice, so 
there is not the added human impact. It seems like the obvious choice, to 
keep the transmission line mostly on federal or state owned property. 

459 

I live in Klondyke, AZ and have a cattle ranch there. I don't think you 
should put this transmission line through the Klondyke area. As we plan 
for the future, we need to save some undeveloped areas. 
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464 

I am a landowner of 38.58 ac in Cascabel. I bought it in 1983. The BLM 
was instrumental in helping me to secure a conservation easement there. 
I have ongoing USFWS and NRCE programs to improve wildlife 
habitats there. The government and I have made considerable 
investments to see the area remains undisturbed.  

474 

I have a ranch here in Corona. We've leased wind farms, and we feel that 
we'd rather see wind farms than subdivisions, and ranches are no longer 
sustainable anymore under agriculture. So we've got to make, you know, 
something – do something else in order to stay in business. And so we 
think that wind and renewable energies are very positive. So we're very 
much in favor of developing the wind and whatever it takes for 
transmission, wind towers, whatever it takes to do wind.  

484 

You need to chose the route for this proposed power line that will have 
the least visual presence to the smallest population. We live in an area 
where there is a significant number of homes that this proposed line 
would be very close to. And so whether the people are aware of it or not, 
they will become aware of It very soon, and you are actually going to get 
people very angry. Even though we recognize the need for the power, 
there has got to be other routes where there is less population. Even if it 
cost an extra 3 million dollars to do it, it's irrelevant. You can't do this t o 
people. We came out here and put a million dollars into a property, and 
all of a sudden there are going to be these enormous power lines very 
close. It's untenable. So remember this is the Southwest. This is still the 
wild west out here. [Vicinity of Artesia, AZ]  

512 

With all the public land available in the area around San Antonio, NM 
why does private land have to be a factor? Public land is for public use. 
Using the public land for the power line of SunZia is certainly using it 
for the public. 

595 

Areas to Avoid We appreciate the BLM's acknowledgment that study of 
potential impacts to sensitive resources will be necessary as part of the 
EIS process. In addition to study of these potential impacts, BLM should 
identify areas to avoid in determining proposed and alternate routes for 
SunZia. Certain places are not appropriate for large-scale transmission 
lines and certain categories of lands should be avoided. Based on their 
important natural values and potential for damage from the construction, 
use and maintenance of transmission lines, we recommend that the Draft 
EIS include a commitment to not siting proposed and alternative routes 
in the following areas on BLM lands: 
1. Wilderness Areas; 
2. Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs); 
3. National Monuments; 
4. National Conservation Areas; 
5. Other lands within BLM's National Landscape Conservation System 
(NLCS), such as Outstanding Natural Areas; 
6. National Historic and National Scenic Trails; 
7. National Wild, Scenic, and Recreational Rivers, study rivers and 
segments, and eligible rivers and segments; 
8. Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs); 
9. Special Recreation Management Areas; 
10. Threatened, endangered and sensitive species habitat, as well as 
critical cores and linkages for wildlife habitat; 
11. Citizen-proposed wilderness areas; and 
12. Other lands with wilderness characteristics. 

Wilderness 
Society 
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This category should also include lands that are included in pending 
legislation for designation in one of the above categories or would 
otherwise include provisions that prohibit siting of large-scale 
transmission lines. Recommendations: SunZia should not be sited in the 
categories of lands listed above. 

595 

B. Maximizing Use of Impaired Lands and Existing Infrastructure. In 
addition to avoiding ecologically-sensitive lands, we recommend that 
already impaired lands be considered first for siting SunZia. We 
appreciate BLM's commitment to prioritizing siting in these areas, as 
stated in the Federal Register Notice of Intent (NOI) – "To the extent 
feasible, the proposed route would use existing transmission line 
corridors and designated utility corridors located on Federal land." (NOI 
p. 3) Existing ROWs, degraded agricultural lands, and other already 
impacted areas provide opportunities for siting transmission lines without 
loss of other uses and values. Such sites are often close to existing 
infrastructure, which provides additional benefits. Proximity to existing 
infrastructure will minimize new road construction or major roadway 
improvements (such as paving and widening), avoiding another set of 
impacts on the public lands. Recommendations: Proposed and alternative 
routes for SunZia should specifically prioritize use of degraded lands that 
are not identified for restoration and sites with proximity to existing 
infrastructure to avoid unnecessary impacts on public lands.  

Wilderness 
Society 

597 

The proposed parallel power line easement discussed below will have an 
effective width of 1,000 feet, when one considers there is no realistic 
possibility of any functional value between the two sets of lines. It is of 
great concern to the MRGCD that this easement would carve a 1000-foot 
wide strip and bisect the bosque forest, the agricultural productive lands 
and the cultural center of this region. MRGCD 

599 

Managed agricultural crops are provided at Bosque del Apache NWR 
and the Ladd S. Gordon Waterfowl Management Area approximately 40 
miles north of the Refuge. Food and hunting management at each of 
these areas is designed to encourage daily movement between the areas 
to disperse the population of wintering cranes and snow geese and to 
reduce disease outbreak and spread.  Bosque NWR 

600 

Your analysis should reference cumulative impacts of this project along 
with other land development and human activities in this rapidly growing 
region, and address climate change and related habitat change factors. 

855 

Potential conflict with the Spaceport 
We understand that the Second Least Impact Route follows an existing 
345 kV transmission line through the Spaceport that is currently under 
construction. We trust that BLM will work with the Spaceport to avoid 
or otherwise limit to acceptable level the potential impacts to Spaceport 
operations. 

Wilderness 
Society 

CODE 041.00 Agency land management plan 

6 

Wilderness Study Areas: if the line cross at the Rio at San Antonio, it 
would plow right through two Wilderness Study Areas, starting on the 
Bosquecito (east) side of the River. This is entirely unacceptable and 
violates the spirit and intent of the Wilderness Act.  

10 

Consider the project in the context of Federal, state, and local area 
planning – specifically, on public lands along with any proposed RMP 
amendments, the DEIS must consider how the piecemeal designation of 
a new energy corridor in this area may undermine long-term planning 
given that many of the RMPs at issue are outdated 

Center for 
Biological 
Diversity 
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27 

I am a mining claim stakeholder. I and others are against this project if 
any of the BLM managed Public Lands in Sierra County are to become 
restricted or withdrawn from any and all present or future mining 
activities. 

33 

A 77,400-acre area [in vicinity of Aravaipa Canyon] including the 
canyon and its surrounding uplands are jointly managed by the Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM), Arizona Game and Fish Department 
(AGFD), and The Nature Conservancy. The area includes the Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness, three Areas of Critical Environmental Concern 
(ACEC), and the Conservancy's Aravaipa Canyon Preserve.  
On the south end is the Muleshoe Cooperative Management Area, with 
57,500 acres jointly managed by the Bureau of Land Management, 
Forest Service, Arizona Game and Fish Department, and The Nature 
Conservancy. It includes part of the Galiuro Wilderness, Redfield 
Canyon Wilderness, and Hot Springs ACEC.  
Pima County's award-winning Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan 
identifies most of the land in the county in what is called the Middle San 
Pedro Subarea as important for protecting biological corridors, critical 
habitat, cultural resources, ranches and riparian resources. Pinal County 
has recently followed suit by adopting a County Open Space and Trails 
Master Plan. The plan identifies much of the Lower San Pedro Valley as 
open space. The Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge includes 
10 miles of Rio Grande River frontage and is a critical migratory 
stopover along the Rocky Mountain Flyway.  TNC 

90 

One of the proposed alternatives appears to run just south of the 
Aravaipa Ecosystem Management Plan (AEMP) area. The AEMP did 
not anticipate any new transmission lines and did not assess the impacts 
associated with construction of a utility line. Neither the AEMP nor the 
BLM Safford District Resource Management Plan designated the 
proposed or alternative routes as utility corridors. In fact, the lands 
between the AEMP and the Coronado National Forest (Galiuro 
Mountains) were designated for BLM acquisition due to their high 
resource values. This area is on the edge of desert bighorn sheep habitat 
and is excellent mule deer, whitetail, and javelina habitat. AZGFD 

120 

Any transmission line following the I-25 corridor and then travelling east 
into Lincoln County should be located as much as possible on or adjacent 
to DOD lands. It appears that the BLM, in its Proposed Resource 
Management Plan Revision and Final Environmental Impact Statement 
for Socorro and Catron Counties, is for the first time recommending 
designation of a utility transmission corridor. See Alternative B (the 
agency preferred alternative). Remarkably, the proposed corridor is 
shown as bisecting the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge. See 
Map 2-4. Although some alternative paths are shown in the map of the 
proposed SunZia Project, the north-south portion of the transmission line 
in New Mexico appears to follow this BLM proposed utility corridor.  

Navajo Nation 
Dept of 
Justice 

153 

The Antelope Wilderness Study Area is currently being managed 
according to Interim Guidelines; however BLM has deemed it not 
possessing all the wilderness values which would qualify it for a 
Congressionally Designated Wilderness. Due to the magnified scope of 
this project, surely Congress could grant an exception to the management 
status should it be determined that a slight eastern boundary of the WSA 
needs to be utilized for the transmission lines.  

388 The Antelope Wilderness Study Area is currently being managed 
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according to Interim Guidelines; however BLM has deemed it not 
possessing all the wilderness values which would qualify it for a 
Congressionally Designated Wilderness. Due to the magnified scope of 
this project, surely Congress could grant an exception to the management 
status should it be determined that a slight eastern boundary of the WSA 
needs to be utilized for the transmission lines. 

595 

Specific mitigation strategies and best management practices for 
transmission projects can be found in the Final PEIS for Westwide 
Energy Corridors (Chapter 2.4). 

Wilderness 
Society 

851 

The new proposed routes through the Muleshoe Ranch Cooperative 
Management Area are inconsistent with the Bureau of Land 
Management’s Safford District Resource Management Plan which 
identifies the Muleshoe as a right-of-way avoidance area. The route 
along the existing pipeline corridor through the Muleshoe should be 
avoided due to the sensitivity of Hot Springs and Bass canyons. This 
route would cross these streams in an area being actively managed for 
native fish recovery.  TNC 

CODE 042.00 Wilderness 

1 

Understanding it's natural sensitivity, the Bureau of Land Management 
has already protected this beautiful environment, the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness Area, and has established a boundary within which no 
development may occur. So the proposed route just skirts this area to the 
south and an alternative route would then run the lines through the 
Aravaipa Valley, which is just southeast of the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness Area. As beautiful as the protected area, this is a pristine 
valley; home to natural peace, rare serenity and unspoiled views.  

7 

I am writing to you because my grandparents live a few miles south of 
Klondyke in the beautiful wilderness of the Aravaipa Valley. For me this 
is "my most favorite place in the whole world". I love this place so much 
because of its wonderful surroundings. I love that you can see for miles 
and miles and nothing is in the way. This valley is so indescribably 
beautiful that it makes you love it even more. I understand the need for 
the SunZia Project, but it still is a wilderness area even thought it isn't 
designated as such. I know there are other routes that can be used by 
SunZia that already have existing transmission lines through them. I 
would appreciate it if you would use an alternate route instead of cutting 
through a "wilderness area". It has taken Mother Nature hundreds of 
thousands of years to create this beautiful valley, you shouldn't go and 
destroy it in a matter of months. There are very few wilderness areas left 
in Arizona without any large visible manmade structures.  

14 

As a resident of Aravaipa Canyon, I am writing you to express my strong 
opposition to the transmission line route indicated as "Proposed" by the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. This route cuts through more 
than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon watershed, crosses Aravaipa 
Creek on the east side of the canyon, and bisects the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness administered by the Bureau of Land Management to the 
north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado National Forest to the 
south. Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert that 
flows through the wilderness and the area in which the APOA members 
live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened fish species, the 
spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the only waterway in Arizona 
still to have all of its native four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail 
chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three bird species (yellow-
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billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the desert tortoise, and the 
desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa Canyon and it's 
watershed constitute a unique environment and an ecologically sensitive 
area. In fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has been called the 
"crown jewel" of the wilderness areas administered by the BLM. 
Protection of the special aspects of this environment is a very high 
priority for APOA and the proposed transmission line route would 
threaten the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness in a number of ways. (1) The 
proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek on the 
east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek watershed for 
much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in the watershed 
and the creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native species. 
(2) The proposed route would block the important wildlife corridor 
between the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in 
the Coronado National Forest.  

18 

This 500 kilovolt transmission line is not a compatible project, near this 
narrow ribbon of greenery [Cascabel area], where so many animals 
depend on it for shelter. Not only will it interfere with wildlife, it will be 
an eye sore in all of my skyscapes, landscapes and other wide angle 
views. 

33 

ARIZONA SPECIFIC COMMENTS We are concerned about the 
construction and maintenance of access roads along the transmission line 
corridor. Access roads fragment the habitat for wildlife and frequently 
become open routes for recreational off-road vehicle drivers, from which 
they can venture away into unroaded landscapes. That prospect is 
particularly troubling for any route that crosses the Galiuro Mountains, a 
region where wildlife and the human experience of wilderness have 
benefitted from the almost total lack of through roads.  
NEW MEXICO SPECIFIC COMMENTS The proposed and alternative 
transmission routes through central New Mexico will avoid crossing 
directly through the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, 
however in skirting around the actual refuge lands, the proposed and 
alternative routes will bisect the ecoregional conservation area known as 
the "Bosque Wilderness Area" (please note: this is not a federal 
designation) as identified on the attached map.  TNC 

43 

On behalf of the ranchers of the Klondyke-Aravaipa Canyon area and the 
countless others who love visiting this picturesque country, we ask that 
you would use an alternate route such as the Southern Route to run the 
proposed power lines and leave this natural habitat as it is!  

53 

Subject Proposed Aravipa-Klondyke high-tension wires I strongly 
disagree with the proposal. There has been a Southern Alternate Route 
proposed that is not through the natural areas that can so easily be 
destroyed and not replaced. Many of my friends and loved ones enjoy 
going to the Klondyke area for a retreat from manmade It necessities." 

62 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a 
route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. I personally treasure and 
enjoy this wilderness get-away and am very much in objection to the idea 
of putting in power lines.  

70 

My family owns some property around Klondike, AZ, and I am asking 
you to please not put the 500,000 volt cables through that area. It is such 
a beautiful place, we must try to keep the wilderness the way it is. 

76 
 We see that communities along the Rio Grande are gaining better 
understanding of their relationship with the river and its natural 

Earth 
Community 
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communities, and are working to protect them. A 500 kV transmission 
line would be hugely invasive visually (we have seen them elsewhere in 
New Mexico) and would adversely impact human lives and natural 
communities in that area. 

Advocates 

109 

You did not flag exclusion areas that were located immediately adjacent 
to the project study area, such as the Aravaipa Wilderness Area and the 
Santa Teresa Wilderness Area. The flagged and unflagged wilderness 
areas in the Aravaipa region are not isolated exclusion zones, They are 
links in one of the largest and most pristine wildlife corridors left in the 
Southwest. 

115 

I humbly ask that you consider to move this project on to a more 
developed land and save this precious wilderness. This wilderness has 
many uses, one of which consist of believers from around the world, use 
as a bi-annual spiritual leave to pray and to get away from all of the city 
life and meditate on things of God. Another, is the use of the hunting 
opportunities in this specific area.  

116 

This [Aravaipa area] is a unique rural area with pristine wilderness. 
Please do not ruin this, destroy this area. There are very few undisturbed 
areas left to us Please do not trash it. Your Proposed route will destroy 
what is near and dear to many people This area is a treasure to many 
rural and urban people. Urban people need to get out in these 
undeveloped special places and we have paid dearly to get to live here. 
Don't destroy this.  

126 

I strenuously object to any routes planned through the Aravaipa Valley 
and near the Aravaipa and Santa Teresa Wildernesses. These areas are 
some of the few remaining pristine treasures, nearly untouched by 
modern man, in the Southwest. Running these lines through the Aravaipa 
region defies the conservation goals of the Renewable Energy Standards. 
It is the antithesis of "green" to construct infrastructure projects near our 
dwindling wilderness areas. As an alternative to the Aravaipa-northern 
Galiuro Mtns. route, I would urge one that already has existing access 
roads and nearer to current infrastructure corridors. Wild places need to 
be left alone. 

139 

I live 3 miles south of the town of Klondyke in the Aravaipa Valley. The 
main reason we chose to buy property this property was because of the 
beautiful view of the Aravipa Valley. This valley is one of a very few left 
in Arizona undisturbed by paved roads and large transmission lines. If 
the transmission lines were to go through the heart of the valley it would 
destroy it would destroy it because the transmission lines can be seen for 
miles up and down the valley by us who live here and those who come to 
visit the wilderness. I understand the purpose of the SunZia Project is to 
provide environmentally friendly renewable energy sources of electricity 
to urban areas. I am in favor of that as long as it does not destroy any 
more of the remanding wilderness areas we have so few of here in 
Arizona. Although the proposed route does not go through a designated 
wilderness area it does weave between 3 that are designated which are 
the Galiro Wilderness, the Aravipa Wilderness and the Santa Teresa 
Wilderness areas. The areas in-between are just as much wilderness as 
those that are designated. There are existing infrastructure corridors that 
run south of the Graham Mountain and the Galiro Wilderness area where 
it would a little longer and a little more expensive but would leave the 
pristine wilderness areas intact. 

142 We have been informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines 
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on a route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. This is an area we 
frequently visit for its natural habitat. These types of areas are not easily 
replaced. To those who do not visit or enjoy the desert, land like this may 
be a dime a dozen and a "who cares," but to those of us do frequent this 
area, it is beautiful. We don't want to see it ruined with power lines and 
the unhealthy effects of them! We enjoy this wilderness area, so please 
don't put in power lines. 

151 

I feel it is rather short sighted to run a new line through mountainous 
areas with no access and no existing roads, It would seem far simpler and 
cost effective to follow established ROW's. Why not follow already 
established ROWs, it seems much simpler and cost effective. And will 
not disturb boundless natural areas. 

189 

As concerning the high tension wires going through the untouched 
wilderness, I would appreciate it if the wilderness was left alone. We 
have plenty of inhabited land to use and not enough of God's creation the 
way He made it. A portion of the land this affects is sacred to a group of 
us Christians and we camp there a few times a year. We would be very 
upset if this were to ruin our special place that we hold so dear to our 
hearts. Please rethink your decision and respect that which is left of the 
wilderness.  

203 

As very, very concerned citizens we are writing to you about the 
abominable plan you have to rape and scrape your way through our 
pristine, untouched, riparian sanctuary area of Aravaipa Canyon. Please 
do not plan any more projects that involve destroying our precious land 
heritage. 

237 

Although we appreciate and favor the concept of "green power," we feel 
that the idea of routing transmission lines through environmentally 
sensitive areas will negate part of the value of green power. There are not 
that many natural, undeveloped areas remaining. Official wilderness 
areas are important and we are thankful they have been set aside to 
remain undeveloped but due to rugged terrain it is difficult for older and 
handicapped people to access. Adjoining areas are also pristine and 
should be preserved for human use and wildlife corridors as well. We 
feel that it would be a mistake to bring this project through the Galiuro 
and Aravaipa Valley areas as well as a health hazard to residents who 
love this area dearly. 

250 

I am a resident of Socorro county, and have just been made aware of the 
massive power lines that will be built to run through the Rio Grande 
valley. I cannot express how much harm this alternative would cause to 
my lifestyle, as well as the bigger, more important issues, such as 
environmental destruction of wilderness study areas (which the proposed 
path would destroy). 

254 

Objection to the Route Through the Aravaipa Wilderness Region and 
Adjacent Pristine Areas. It is unacceptable to route this project through 
the Aravaipa region wilderness areas, which include the wildlife 
connections associated with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro 
Wilderness areas, as well as the connections to the Graham Mountains. 
Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had an 
infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 
There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads and 
infrastructure, such as the alignment of U.S. Highway 60 or Interstate 
Highway 10. Running these power lines and the associated service road 
through the proposed regions is not necessary and is contrary to the 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-78 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. It sends the 
wrong corporate and governmental message to invade our dwindling 
wilderness areas with major infrastructure projects, while claiming to 
pursue "green" goals, particularly, when alternative routes are available.  

303 

Please consider continuing the southern route along I-10 and coming 
north near highway 54. That should avoid most wilderness study areas 
and be south of the missile range as well.  

331 

The proposed 500,000 volt transmission lines running through Aravaipa 
Canyon would put a permanent visual and physical "scar" in one of our 
few remaining wilderness areas. It's hard to imagine anybody could even 
think of destroying a wilderness area with the roads, towers and lines this 
project encompasses. 

371 

The Galiuro Mountains and the San Pedro river valley are a beautiful 
wilderness. Why tear through them with transmission lines from NM to 
AZ? 

390 The lines are too close to wilderness area. 

399 
I moved into this area [Klondyke] 34 years ago. Because it is a pristine, 
beautiful wilderness area. Your proposed route would destroy all of this.  

409 

I do not want the San Pedro River Area disturbed by transmission lines. 
This area is an important corridor for wildlife. These long transmission 
lines should not be placed in wildlife areas that we need to preserve for 
the safety of animals, plants, ecoenvironment for the future. I do not 
want to see any more of our wildlands destroyed.  

412 

It is our opinion that the power lines should run along existing roads and 
highways. Stay clear of the San Pedro Valley and the beautiful Galiuros. 
If we keep using the natural areas we will soon look like NYC. There 
will be nothing natural left for wildlife or for those who love wildlife and 
nature. Why is the San Pedro Valley always targeted every time 
something new pops into someone's mind? There should be some area 
left in its natural state. 

413 

I live on the San Pedro River Valley. My husband and I along with our 
neighbors have placed over 200 acres of riparian land into permanent 
conservation. We have done this to protect and preserve one of the last 
remaining wilderness areas in the southwest. The San Pedro River is an 
important migratory path for over 4 million birds a year. We are 
concerned about the impact that this new transmission project will have 
on both the bird migration – but also all the wildlife and our pristine 
wilderness area. Unless you plan to run these new lines along the 
existing power grid and use the existing roadways to access this grid – I 
am opposed to this transmission project. 

451 

The construction of high power transmission lines in the proposed area 
would be very detrimental to the wildlife and pristine habitat. The 
ecosystem in the proposed area is extremely delicate and would be 
devastated. 

456 

I am writing in an effort to have the SunZia Project Power Lines diverted 
from the "Pristine" environmental area of the Aravaipai Valley and 
adjoining lands (e.g., Klondike-Bonita, Eureka Springs). I am strongly 
opposed to the use of this land for running power lines to further the 
cause of "green" energy. 

483 

We live in Aravaipa, and I am totally opposed to anything that will 
invade that environmentally sensitive pristine virgin land, because we 
just don't have all that many of that type of area left. And I think that it's 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-79 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

a serious mistake to put it through this area. And I am for the green 
power idea, but where they are planning to put it, to me, negates the 
value of their power. 

559 

It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa region 
wilderness areas, which include the wildlife connections associated with 
the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as the 
connections to the Graham Mountains. These wildlife corridors have 
been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and 
others. 

CODE 043.00 Grazing and Ranching 

5 

I am writing to you on behalf of myself, Lori Sollers My husband Bill 
Sollers and our three sons E.J. Sammy and Wyle and my parents Eddie 
and Sissie Lackner and my two brothers Tracy and Bill Lackner and my 
two sisters Georgia Luster and Kim Jeremy, not to mention my cousins 
that also have purchased a ranch here in the Klondyke/Aravaipa area, all 
being raised here in Klondyke/Aravaipa area in such beautiful country 
and a simple but very trying at times lifestyle with one road in and out of 
Klondyke to get to civilization and the necessities to sustain life, My 
families roots go back to early 1920s here in the Aravaipa/Klondyke 
area, my grandparents Harold and Kirrilla Lackner purchased the 
Fourmile Ranch then and through all the sacrifices and hard work that 
comes with ranching and living and working the land have flourished 
here for four generations, and intend on the same lifestyle for years with 
visions for the future with great pride. Myself and my husband have 
purchased a ranch here in the area as well, we are sickened by the 
thought of the transmission line proposal, not only for the impact this 
would have on the breathtaking views, but the impact on the country 
with the access roads put in for the transmission line as well, this would 
open up all the this area to all sorts of people and trouble, something that 
this area is not used to dealing with. The main topic is that impact this 
would have on our ranch with two transmission lines and a 1,000 foot 
easement through our whole ranch for this transmission line, this would 
wipe out our private property, something we have worked hard to acquire 
and to maintain, it is devastating to me, it seems much more practical to 
go where there is access and easier routes instead of placing this in such 
UNTOUCHED pristine beauty, this area is one of the most beautiful 
untouched areas in this state, this transmission line would have a 
devastating effect on not only our ranch, but my parents, my cousins and 
all of our neighboring ranchers. 

37 

My concern with this Project's proposed route through the 
Aravaipa/Galiuro area is that it is detrimental to the environment as I will 
explain. The addition of roads will bring previously unfamiliar amounts 
of traffic to the area which will include numerous off-road vehicles. This 
would result in damage to the terrain as well as the harassment of 
wildlife and stock. As has been shown in the past, signs do not prevent 
people from this destructive damage.  

59 

Today I was informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a 
route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the 
ranchers and residents who work and reside there and the numerous 
people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western 
beauty, I ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and 
consider the Southern Route or another route that is already developed 
with access roads and so forth. Please reconsider the change in natural 
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surrounding landscape, the change in work environment for local 
ranchers, and especially any lines that will pass closely to the homes they 
have occupied for many, many years. 

62 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a 
route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the 
ranchers and residents who work and reside there and the numerous 
people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western 
beauty, I ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and 
consider the Southern Route or another route that is already developed 
with access roads and so forth. Not only will the power lines be an 
eyesore to the natural surrounding landscape, but a health hazard to the 
ranchers who have to work around them as they take care for their stock 
and the land their stock depends on.  

116 

Your Aravaipa, Klondyke route will work hardships on the ranching 
families. This route would cut through the heart of our ranch and destroy 
a great deal of what we have worked so hard for and endanger our 
livelihood in a tuff economic time.  

170 

We are in opposition to the placement of 500KV electrical lines thought 
the San Pedro valley contemplated by the NM SunZia project. As owners 
of approximately 5000 acres of private property and 25,000 acres of 
BLM and State lease land we feel these lines will adversely affect the 
environment, adversely affecting our cattle ranching operation, and 
greatly diminish the value of our private property. 

208 

Windmill farms should be located along ridges (more wind) and avoid 
the lower grasslands environments where habitats yield greater values for 
wildlife, grazing, and recreation (bird hunting, pronghorn herds, etc.). 

213 

We are very much against the Aravaipa, Klondyke proposed route for the 
transmission lines. This route will have an overwhelming effect and 
distortion to a pristine unique area. The proposed route will go thought 
the heart of our ranch. This will destroy our lively hood and our lives. 
We paid high dollar for this ranch Since we have worked our guts out to 
put this ranch together, It is our lively hood and our lives.  

239 

Until the late 1970s my family owned majority of the canyon from the 
west to the east end and the surrounding rim country totaling 32 sections 
of deeded land. We are the family who in fact sold the longest stretch of 
the Aravaipa to the Defenders of Wildlife, which was one of the hardest 
decisions my family had to make in the 4 generations of ranchers that I 
represent. It would be a shame to place a blemish the magnitude of a 500 
kilovolt transmission line on one of the few beautiful places left here in 
this part of the country. Surely, you must have a better alternative? 
Currently our families' down sized ranching operations, are 
headquartered near the Cottonwood Cedar Springs area and although I do 
not have specifics for your proposed placement of this line, I could only 
imagine that it will directly or indirectly affect our ranching operation or 
those of our neighbors.  

270 

I have recently learned that there are plans to locate a high voltage 
electric line corridor in the vicinity of the Bosque del Apache Wildlife 
Refuge. I am very concerned about the impacts of this corridor on the 
wildlife at the Bosque and to farmers and ranchers in the nearby 
communities.  

280 

I have learned of the proposal to put high powered power lines through 
the pristine wilderness area in the Aravaipa Canyon near Klondike AZ. I 
wish to passionately object to this proposal! To desecrate such a valuable 
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resource of natural wonder would be a crime of epic proportions! I grew 
up out there, and some of my family still reside in the area! We do not 
wish to see the march of quote modem advancements grinding their way 
across the beautiful and pristine land that provides abundant habitat for 
numerous wild life and birds, along with the ranch animals that enjoy a 
healthy alternative to a feed lot existence on the open ranges out there. 

299 

Proposed route looks like the best choice. Ranchers should be very 
carefully considered on (1) disruption of grazing (2) lose related to cattle 
being displaced by helicopter movement (3) consider gates, rights of 
way, etc. 

341 

We lease grass (grazing rights) from the BLM – will we be compensated 
from the loss of feed? Will BLM reduce our numbers Our ranch has been 
in the family since the early 1880s. It was open range and noted on maps 
as Vacant Land. Fences came into play before there was a state of New 
Mexico or the BLM. Our family has worked hard to be good stewards. 
This transmission line will do immeasurable damage. 

361 

Land use: The Proposed Route (Preferred Alternative) appears to cross 
private parcels of land immediately to the east, north and west of the 
community of San Antonio. Much of this land is rural farmland. The 
proposed rights of way, traffic for maintenance, etc. would disrupt crop 
production. Dropping the route southward would have most of the 
transmission line on rangeland, mitigating much of this impact.  

393 

Enclosed is a copy of a map that shows the boundary of the Conservation 
Easement and the boundary of property owned by Ancha Cattle Co. Also 
enclosed is a copy of the first page of the Deed of Conservation 
Easement that specifies the desire and intent of the Conservation 
Easement. I request that the intent of the Conservation Easement would 
be honored as plans are made to construct the SunZia power transmission 
line. The area presently under consideration for the construction of the 
East Substation includes much of the area in the Conservation Easement 
of Ancho Cattle Co. The construction of the substation or the 
construction of the power line on the Conservation Easement property 
would be a violation of the intent of the Conservation Easement.  

403 

We are in the cattle ranching and hunting business here in Aravaipa 
canyon. We understand your line would be coming across our ranch. We 
are very much against this project. We moved to this area because of its 
remoteness. Cattle ranching and guiding are hard enough in this area we 
sure don't need any more human activity. 

407 

I am against this project. I visit this area and it will change the 
environment there dramatically. It will disturb the ranchers in the area 
and increase unwanted traffic (maintenance vehicles etc.).  

480 

Basically in favor of it [Project]. Need more information on where the 
lines will be going, the impact on livestock and the amount of water that 
will be used, if they need it, for construction or if hydrothermal is 
involved, geothermal. And the time frame seems appropriate, yet we 
need to keep information in the pipeline so producers [ranchers] can stay 
informed. 

486 

I have a ranch out by Frey Mesa just south of Thatcher and Safford. And 
it looks like the line, one proposed line is trying to go through my ranch 
maybe five miles. And I don't agree with this. The reason I don't agree is 
because I feel we already have power lines through the ranch that are 
kind of where you could use them and still stay on the main power line 
road. If you make new roads in to build a power line it will cause side 
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roads off of it. And the damage we're having from four wheelers over 
here already, we're having extreme vandalism and it's ruining a lot of the 
country. 

602 

The land owner of Bayless and Berkalew Co., [San Pedro River Valley] 
is hereby on the public record as being unwilling to grant a right of way 
to SunZia Southwest for this project across private lands and hereby 
states that such a project on nearby state lands would severely negatively 
impact our ability to continue our ranching and farming business of over 
125 years.  

632 

We use our BLM land [Socorro County] for grazing cattle and I do not 
feel that the two are compatible, therefore I am totally opposed to your 
project.  

641 

We feel the construction of a line this size would seriously impact native 
grasses and brush for years to come and limit on grazing operations over 
the long term.  

656 

My family owns a farm just north of the highway 380 in San Antonio, 
New Mexico. These power lines would damage the fields of cultivation 
as well as the cattle we graze on the fields in winter months. 

760 

I feel that the best use of this ranch land is to grow grass for livestock 
feed. If the infrastructure of these transmission lines come across this 
ranch needing 1,000 feet right of ways for two (2) identical structures for 
a length of 15 miles, this would deplete the ranch of six (6) square miles 
of grass.  

CODE 044.00 Private Lands/Property Values 

5 

The main topic is that impact this would have on our ranch with two 
transmission lines and a 1,000 foot easement through our whole ranch for 
this transmission line, this would wipe out our private property, 
something we have worked hard to acquire and to maintain, it is 
devastating to me, it seems much more practical to go where there is 
access and easier routes instead of placing this in such UNTOUCHED 
pristine beauty, this area is one of the most beautiful untouched areas in 
this state, this transmission line would have a devastating effect on not 
only our ranch, but my parents, my cousins and all of our neighboring 
ranchers. 

18 

AZ. I have owned 38.58 AC in Cascabel, Arizona since 1983. I am 
vehemently opposed to this particular alternative route, not if it goes 
through the Cascabel area. I've experienced firsthand, damage that can 
occur during periodic "maintenance". I have an ulterior motive for being 
against this particular proposed alternative route. I am a Natural History 
Cinematographer, I've filmed for National Geographic TV, The 
Discovery Channel and the BBC (Planet Earth series). I make a living 
filming wildlife. This 500 kilovolt transmission line is not a compatible 
project, near this narrow ribbon of greenery, where so many animals 
depend on it for shelter. Not only will it interfere with wildlife, it will be 
an eye sore in all of my skyscapes, landscapes and other wide angle 
views. (shots) This project could affect my livelihood. 

45 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a 
route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the 
ranchers and residents who work and reside there and the numerous 
people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western 
beauty, I ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and 
consider the Southern Route or another route that is already developed 
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with access roads and so forth. Residents are also concerned that the 
lines will pass too closely to the homes that they have occupied for 
many, many years. 

59 

Today I was informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a 
route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. Please reconsider the 
change in natural surrounding landscape, the change in work 
environment for local ranchers, and especially any lines that will pass 
closely to the homes they have occupied for many, many years. 

78 

Additionally many San Antonio residents will experience decreased 
property values as their views of the once-majestic Rio Grande Valley 
will feature giant transmission lines and poles. 

81 

My other concern is for riparian areas near the lines. One of the medley 
of lines proposed through the San Pedro valley takes advantage of an 
existing right of way for a lower power transmission line. That right of 
way goes through a fair amount of private property, including mine. 
Neither my neighbors nor I relish the idea of looking up and seeing a 
huge power structure! However, it is part of the bigger picture of private 
land being near riparian corridors, and riparian corridors attract a lot of 
wildlife. Is the plan to condemn our property or just decrease its 
attractiveness and monetary value? 

95 

Existing residents, currently planned residential developments, and 
proposed future residential developments are prevalent in Eloy, 
particularly near the Picacho Mountains. Any route located west of the 
Picachos would have a far greater environmental impact on present and 
future dwellings than the relatively miniscule environmental impact of an 
alignment east of the Picachos. 

96 

Not all of us want to live our lives surrounded by ribbons of asphalt, 
stressed out by diesel exhaust emitting trucks grinding by our homes 
twenty four/seven, or even in the shadow of high tension power lines. 
This valley has been visited and treasured by people from all over the 
world for its remoteness and natural beauty. Now many of its residents, 
old and new, permanent and part time, are alarmed and becoming 
indignant about proposals to invade this peaceful place and our space, 
first with a truck route freeway, followed by a transmission power line. 
We feel that our choices to live quiet lives here are threatened because 
unidentified entities seem to find it feasible and economically attractive 
to turn the remaining pristine areas of Graham County into just one more 
place on the way to urbanization and exploitation. 

138 

We invested in acreage in Aravaipa Klondyke with hopes of a beautiful, 
peaceful retirement home. We are hoping that you will not put the two 
500,000 volt transmission lines anywhere NEAR the Klondyke/Aravaipa 
pristine wilderness area. PLEASE put it somewhere where the 
infrastructure already exists? 

139 

I live 3 miles south of the town of Klondyke in the Aravaipa Valley. The 
main reason we chose to buy property this property was because of the 
beautiful view of the Aravipa Valley. This valley is one of a very few left 
in Arizona undisturbed by paved roads and large transmission lines. If 
the transmission lines were to go through the heart of the valley it would 
destroy it would destroy it because the transmission lines can be seen for 
miles up and down the valley by us who live here and those who come to 
visit the wilderness. 

170 
We are in opposition to the placement of 500KV electrical lines thought 
the san Pedro valley contemplated by the NM SunZia project. As owners 
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of approximately 5,000 acres of private property and 25,000 acres of 
BLM and State lease land we feel these lines will adversely affect the 
environment, adversely affecting our cattle ranching operation, and 
greatly diminish the value of our private property. 

199 

I sincerely hope that the planned transmission line doesn't run through 
the San Pedro River Valley in Cascabel. As a Cascabel land owner, I 
value the pristine environment and wildlife of the area. 

213 

We are very much against the Aravaipa, Klondyke Proposed route for the 
transmission lines. This route will have an overwhelming effect and 
distortion to a pristine unique area. The proposed route will go through 
the heart of our ranch. This will destroy our lively hood and our lives. 
We paid high dollar for this ranch Since we have worked our guts out to 
put this ranch together, It is our lively hood and our lives. Please don't 
destroy this by the stock of a pen. Chose an alternate route. 

234 

I would prefer that the power line NOT parallel 191 but be installed 
parallel to I-10 and skirt Mt. Graham on the western side. Place the 
power line near Stockton Rd would be unacceptable due to the proximity 
to homes as well as a monastery which was built on land that is intended 
for peace, quiet and its desert beauty. No one who travels 191 wants to 
see that power line. 

238 

The best route in Southern and Central New Mexico would be along the 
White Sands Missile Range border. Crossing the Rio Grande near New 
Mexico Highway 380 will ADVERSELY IMPACT many established 
homes, farms, and ranches near the communities of San Antonio and 
Bosquecito by: 
a. Temporarily disrupting lives during construction, 
b. Permanently taking rights of way, and 
c. Physical proximity to homes of large power lines and towers. 

239 

My name is Terry Salazar Knox and I live in Safford Arizona. My great 
grandfather was one of the earliest pioneers to settle in the beautiful 
Aravaipa Canyon around 1865. Until the late 1970s my family owned 
majority of the canyon from the west to the east end and the surrounding 
rim country totaling 32 sections of deeded land. We are the family who 
in fact sold the longest stretch of the Aravaipa to the Defenders of 
Wildlife, which was one of the hardest decisions my family had to make 
in the 4 generations of ranchers that I represent. It would be a shame to 
place a blemish the magnitude of a 500 kilovolt transmission line on one 
of the few beautiful places left here in this part of the country. Surely, 
you must have a better alternative? Currently our families' down sized 
ranching operations, are headquartered near the Cottonwood Cedar 
Springs area and although I do not have specifics for your proposed 
placement of this line, I could only imagine that it will directly or 
indirectly affect our ranching operation or those of our neighbors. 

244 

We have spent our entire lives building our home and property to raise 
our children in a safe environment. The proposed route for these lines 
runs practically over our house [Pima/Cluff Ranch, AZ]. We have a great 
concern about the known EMF/cancer links. We are close to retirement 
and plan on our children living on our ranch after we are gone. This 
project, if built as it is proposed now, will totally destroy the lives of my 
wife, children, grandchildren, etc. I would really like to see an alternate 
route implemented. 

245 
We have 3,400 acres private ground and 15,000 state land on 4-Mile 
Ranch [Willcox, AZ]. We have solar panels, metal water tanks, piston 
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pumps on water lines to push to different troughs. Also about six miles of 
water lines 200-p.s.i. This would ruin the value of our ranch. 

256 

I recently in great dismay learned of this plan to put power lines through 
our canyon. My family resides along the planned route for this health 
hazard, and I hope to retire in this area. This canyon has long been 
valued for its wilderness area and natural appearance. Please do not ruin 
Klondyke and the surrounding areas for those who live and vacation 
there. 

264 

Also are you guys going to buy up our property if we are in the way? 
What happens if our property is just outside of the way? I wish the line 
would go down along the Whites Sands property instead of along 380 in 
San Antonio. The area will lose its tourism appeal with a hulking power 
line in it. Power lines reduce property value. I have lived under them 
many years when I was too poor to rent a better place. 

281 

Opposed. I am a property owner and concerned about the proximity to 
my land. My family lives here and I am not in favor of this proposed 
corridor. It would cause my view and property values to decline. 

284 

Opposed! As a homeowner directly affected by this line I am strongly 
opposed. The line goes directly over my home and my family's health 
and happiness will be ruined. I bought the property for the view and 
remoteness of the site. 

314 

Wires that hum are the worst part of electrical transmission – the hum 
warns of danger. A good thing most of the time. However, people who 
have houses next to the wires suffer stress and from Electromagnetic 
Frequency pollution. Animals can move away and usually do, except for 
the lower ones. And plants and fish are especially vulnerable if they are 
the highly specialized types. Therefore considerable planning needs to be 
done to protect the health, welfare, and property values near these lines. 

323 I don't want to give up any more of my land for these poles [Arizona]. 

340 

I am writing in regard to the proposed transmission power line to be 
build close to Deming by SunZia Transmission. My property joins 
Solano Rd on the North. Recently I have entered into negotiations with a 
home builder to possibly sell my property (which is a 75 acre farm) to 
him. However, if the transmission line was to follow Solano Road the 
value of my property would drop greatly. No one would want a house 
very close to that line. My request is that you please select one of the 
other sites to put this line. The city has already begun the extension of 
water and sewer lines along Solano road. Therefore I am expecting to 
sell my property for agree price. A power line across, or near, my 
property would certainly lower the price of my property. 

341 

Our ranch has been in the family since the early 1880s. It was open range 
and noted on maps as Vacant Land. Fences came into play before there 
was a state of New Mexico or the BLM. Our family has worked hard to 
be good stewards. This transmission line will do immeasurable damage. 
It was apparent at the meeting that approximately 80% of the people 
there would not have land affected by the transmission lines. So basically 
should have no input. If a person chooses not to have wind generators on 
their property then, then they should not be required to furnish 
transmission lines tearing up the land, and ruining the view. The people 
that will have deeded land in the path of the lines and they should not be 
required to furnish transmission they do not want them, will they be 
taken anyway by eminent domain? That is a big issue. 
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345 

Your proposal to build windmills and power lines through southern 
Arizona is just plain wrong. I bought 36 acres in the Eureka Springs 
Ranch near Willcox and Safford, Arizona and it is so clean and beautiful 
right now. I do not want you to screw it up for the pleasure of the idiots 
that live in California. Let them build more windmills over there. When 
you drive the southern route to the Los Angeles area and you go through 
the area where they have all the thousands of windmills it makes you 
want to puke. Don't ruin my land for the pleasure of others. I paid for it 
with hard earned money and it is mine. 

347 

If the county road 153 route is continued south across the Armendaris 
Ranch it would bypass the entire population of San Antonio and all the 
attendant lawsuits that are sure to arise from crossing numerous privately 
owned plots of land. The Armendaris Ranch is a business enterprise 
experienced at dealing with other large enterprises. Large entities can 
more easily deal with each other as opposed to one entity dealing with 50 
private landowners. It is true that the Armendaris Ranch owner is a 
shrewd businessman, but he is also a supporter of alternative energy. It is 
unlikely that the construction of two 500 kv power transmission lines 
running through their property or within their line of vision will take 
place without numerous protests. 

361 

The Proposed (or preferred) route crosses very valuable private farm and 
urban land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, 
environmentally, socially, visually, and economically. The land in the 
San Antonio area is becoming increasingly used for residences, and most 
people do not care to look at a view of high voltage transmission lines 
and towers, nor do they care to live near them. Property values will 
decline in the immediate area and few people will want to live next to a 
high voltage transmission line. 

372 

I have noticed this project is proposed to be implemented on private land, 
and access roads would need to be made. Also, service roads for the 
project would have to be made. I understand that there are alternate 
routes that can be used that access and service roads are already in place. 
I don't think that intruding on private land is the solution when other 
routes are available. 

377 

I am a homeowner in the Klondyke area. I am opposed to having the 
location of the transmission line running thru this area. I bought my 
property to get out of the city life and power lines. I plan on retiring in 
this area in a few years and would rather not have transmission lines 
ruining the beauty of the surrounding mountains and landscape. 

384 
I can tell you that a electric power project in this area in my opinion 
would spark off a building boom around the whole entire area. 

388 

The plan needs to address the social and economic impacts of nearby 
transmission lines to members of the public. Property values will decline 
in the immediate area and few people will want to live next to a high 
voltage transmission line. The southern route along WSMR would have 
virtually no social or economic impacts to humans. 

393 

Enclosed is a copy of a map that shows the boundary of the Conservation 
Easement and the boundary of property owned by Ancha Cattle Co. Also 
enclosed is a copy of the first page of the Deed of Conservation 
Easement that specifies the desire and intent of the Conservation 
Easement. I request that the intent of the Conservation Easement would 
be honored as plans are made to construct the SunZia power transmission 
line. The area presently under consideration for the construction of the 
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East Substation includes much of the area in the Conservation Easement 
of Ancho Cattle Co. The construction of the substation or the 
construction of the power line on the Conservation Easement property 
would be a violation of the intent of the Conservation Easement. As a 
general request, I hope that the location of substation and power line 
would be secluded as possible from the view from public roads and 
private homes. 

395 

It appears that your power transmission lines are through our private 
property. We purchased 6+ acres in Dec. 2007 because of remote area, 
NOT contaminated with many construction or utilities. And we prefer it 
as such. We are against this project. 

396 

Own approximately 2,400 contiguous acres surveyed and approved for 
sub-dividing into plus or minus 160 acre parcels. Would be concerned 
about visual issues. Land is basically south and west of Mule Shoe ranch. 

400 

Your plans should include using every available inch of established 
easements and accesses and then get the property next to it. There is a 
finite amount of private land in these canyons [Willcox, AZ]. What is the 
financial impact on the ranchers? (you like meat) How much land do 
they lose before the herd has to be trimmed? What happens to the value 
of property? Owners live and work here because of the perfect 
surroundings for work. Almost all jobs out here are also nonrenewable. 
People won't do these jobs in the future. Negotiate with others to share 
easements, accesses, and dedicated properties for utilities. We've got to 
pull together to get what we need to pursue happiness. 

403 

We are in the cattle ranching and hunting business here in Arivaipa 
canyon. We understand your line would be coming across our ranch. We 
are very much against this project. We moved to this area because of its 
remoteness. Cattle ranching and guiding are hard enough in this area we 
sure don't need any more human activity. Also having to look at this line 
would be bad enough. This could be very disruptive to our business, and 
our way of life. 

408 

The Aravaipa Valley is a pristine area and should stay like that for years 
to come. We don't want to see wind power which will spoil the view and 
destroy this valley. The property value will drop because nobody wants 
to live next to power lines and have this view. 

413 

I live on the San Pedro River Valley. My husband and I along with our 
neighbors have placed over 200 acres of riparian land into permanent 
conservation. We have done this to protect and preserve one of the last 
remaining wilderness areas in the southwest. The San Pedro River is an 
important migratory path for over 4 million birds a year. We are 
concerned about the impact that this new transmission project will have 
on both the bird migration – but also all the wildlife and our pristine 
wilderness area. Unless you plan to run these new lines along the 
existing power grid and use the existing roadways to access this grid – I 
am opposed to this transmission project. 

418 

I own a private air strip in the San Pedro Valley near milepost 22 on the 
Cascabel Road. It is currently operated as a private airport, but it has a 
special use permit issued by Cochise County that would allow air park or 
commercial air operations. (The permit was originally obtained for an air 
park development; the airport was public until 2003.) Construction of 
high-capacity power transmission lines, especially within 3-4 miles of 
the Cascabel Road, would seriously endanger air traffic in and out of the 
air strip, and would substantially lower the value of my property and the 
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special use permit associated with it.  

419 

We strongly oppose this project. It will adversely impact the San Pedro 
River watershed no matter which route is taken. We are property owners 
in the area and do not want our quality of life along the San Pedro River 
destroyed. 

429 

I live in the San Pedro Valley off of Gamex Road. The existing power 
line cross my land and are visually not very pretty but to erect 160' tall 
towers? These would be visually obscene and totally destroy the value of 
my property not to mention destroy the natural beauty of an almost 
pristine area of land. Also I'm not pleased with health hazards I've heard 
about – and ROWs 1,000' wide that would eat up a huge amount of 
property (the lower portion of my land) if in fact it follows existing 
carrier lines (wood poles) 

430 

I own property in Benson, AZ. Legal description and NE quarter of NE 
quarter of section 18 township 16 south range 20 east of the Gila and Salt 
river base and meridian Cochise County, AZ. My property consists of 40 
acres. Address for mobile home located on property is 2145 N. 
Jackrabbit Trail, Benson, AZ 85602. I do not want the proposed 
transmission lines to run through my property. 

446 

The least amount of impact to the environment would occur if the 
transmission line were to cross near Derry, New Mexico and proceed 
east through BLM property and then north through the White Sands 
Missile Range. By crossing at Derry, you will not encounter any 
endangered species and critical habitat issues. Also this crossing would 
have the least impact on homes because they are so sparse in this area. A 
power line of this magnitude through the Small Town of San Antonio 
would severely impact the living environment of the residents. 

460 

The currently proposed alternative route through the San Pedro River 
valley is a very poor and destructive choice for the SunZia transmission 
lines. Many people living in this area would lose their homes, their land 
and their livelihood. 

462 

My husband and I spent our savings for the down payment on 80 acres in 
the Aravaipa Valley to eventually build our dream home on – and to 
retire on this beautiful land. We highly object to your proposed path for 
the SunZia project. 
We purchase the land due to the incredible views and untouched desert. 
Please do not ruin our plans and dreams when you have alternate paths 
thru existing high tension line routes (your southernmost alternative 
shown on your maps). 
This was our life savings and our dreams for the future. Please leave our 
Aravaipa Valley untouched. 

475 

I'm the president of Frio Ridge. We are a landowner association in 
northern Curry County and southern Quay County, representing 127 
landowners and 177,000 acres. I am also the chairman of the Coalition of 
Renewable Energy Landowner Association, representing 52 million 
acres and 2,000 landowners through eastern New Mexico. We've got a 
lot of – like I said, we have 2,000 landowners, nearly 2 million acres. 
We've got a lot of prime land that 's available for wind development. We 
just need a transmission line to move it, and we'd like to see SunZia 
consider our area, consider expanding out from Ancho and Bingham, 
wherever their terminus is. 

476 
I live at Corona, and our ranch is under lease to Shell for wind – under an 
option. And so we're very much in favor of this project. It's good for our 
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community. It's good for our county. It's good for our schools. 

478 

My name is Paul Henry. I'm one of the directors of Windmill Ranches, 
which is north of here, and just right across from Ancho. We have 18,000 
acres, 326 lots, people that – you know, it's not fully developed, just 
some people live out there. Maybe 20 people live out there right now, 20 
homes. Other people are building as we speak. There are people that live 
all over the United States, when they retire or whatever, they'll come and 
build out there. But the biggest concern is – if you got that before about 
the views, the other concern is the noise, if there's any noise. 

488 

I support the concept of putting the new line on public lands as much as 
possible, particularly north and west of Deming. By doing so, you stay 
off of my private land. 

512 
With all the public land available in the area around San Antonio, NM 
why does private land have to be a factor?  

516 

I have property in NM at the Windmill Ranches Subdivision located in 
Lincoln county at Ancho. It would be a huge mistake to run these power 
lines through the ranch as it is a subdivision and many people are 
interested in living there. If the lines were to go through the ranch it 
would lower property values as well as ruin our views. 

698 
We own lot # 270 at Windmill Ranches near Ancho, NM and are 
concerned that the state will exercise the option of emminent domain. 

878 

Since I am a retired, handicapped widow, will owners be compensated 
for the adverse affects of the project in our development? Will owners be 
relocated to other areas which are safer? 

CODE 045.00 Access 

1 

Transmission lines and their accompanying maintenance road would 
irreversibly change this [Aravaipa] valley's environmental stability. 
Hunters, whose number already seem too high for nature to support in 
this valley, would use the maintenance roads to gain access to the 
presently threatened and dwindling wildlife population (long time valley 
residents report regularly seeing herds of up to one hundred deer at a 
time, years ago. With 1000 hunting permits issued for the valley 
annually, it is now a rare treat to see deer at all. The absence of Gambel's 
Quails quantities has vastly increased insect population). Recreational 
quads and 4x4 vehicle's tires would tear at the silty, powdery-sand 
terrain; their tires would foster erosion and carve trails that would 
permanently scar the land, and forevermore serve to invite more off-
roaders to use the area. Unleashing increased human traffic would result 
in discarded trash and debris, adding to the power-line visual pollution 
and off-roader noise pollution. 

5 

Myself and my husband have purchased a ranch here in the area as well, 
we are sickened by the thought of the transmission line proposal, not 
only for the impact this would have on the breathtaking views, but the 
impact on the country with the access roads put in for the transmission 
line as well, this would open up all the this area to all sorts of people and 
trouble, something that this area is not used to dealing with. 

10 

Moreover, the DEIS must adequately consider the significant impacts 
caused by fragmentation of existing habitat due to the proposed line as 
well as the roads that would be put in place for construction and 
maintenance of the line.  

Center for 
Biological 
Diversity 

33 
We are concerned about the construction and maintenance of access 
roads along the transmission line corridor. Access roads fragment the TNC 
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habitat for wildlife and frequently become open routes for recreational 
off-road vehicle drivers, from which they can venture away into 
unroaded landscapes. That prospect is particularly troubling for any route 
that crosses the Galiuro Mountains, a region where wildlife and the 
human experience of wilderness have benefitted from the almost total 
lack of through roads. Our experience with land management has shown 
that putting fences and gates across utility access roads is ineffective – 
replacing locks and rebuilding gates have become frequent events for our 
preserve managers. The proposed route, crossing the Galiuros near their 
north end, would thus have an unintended effect of significantly 
increasing off-road travel near and through our Aravaipa Canyon 
Preserve. We recognize that some transmission towers can be installed 
with helicopters, and we encourage that practice. Enough aerial 
placements would need to be done to avoid creating new travel routes in 
conservation lands. Linear disturbance features such as utility corridors 
become avenues for the spread of invasive plant species. This can be 
minimized by prompt revegetation, but subsequent new disturbance, such 
as maintenance of an access route, reopens that avenue. 

36 

I oppose SunZia's proposed route for their transmission lines that will run 
through the Aravaipa Valley. This area should be avoided because it is a 
pristine environment. It is one of the few areas left in the State of 
Arizona that is still wild. At the moment there are few people and very 
little development. Because of this wildlife can move freely through their 
natural corridors and live undisturbed lives in their natural habitats. The 
construction of this transmission line would severely alter this 
environment. The new roads built alongside the lines would make easy 
access for many more people to invade this unique environment. 

37 

My concern with this Project's proposed route through the 
Aravaipa/Galiuro area is that it is detrimental to the environment as I will 
explain. The addition of roads will bring previously unfamiliar amounts 
of traffic to the area which will include numerous off-road vehicles. This 
would result in damage to the terrain as well as the harassment of 
wildlife and stock. As has been shown in the past, signs do not prevent 
people from this destructive damage. This increased influx translates into 
destroying the productive harmony of our future generations' enjoyment 
of nature and wildlife.  

81 

The broader concern is that should these transmission lines be built in 
lieu of locally generated power, that they not disrupt wildlife. It is 
obvious that the process of construction will have a bad, if temporary, 
effect. Roads, encouraging ORV'ers and hunters in locations previously 
inaccessible, will have a bad effect. 

90 

The Department opposes any route that follows the San Pedro River 
Valley and the FourMile Creek area between the Galiuro and Aravaipa 
Wildernesses which is currently undeveloped. The Department has 
identified an important wildlife corridor between the Galiuros and 
Aravaipa to connect bighorn sheep habitat in that area. If the 
Aravaipa/Galiuros route is chosen, the line should be installed without 
creating any new roads. Even without roads, the transmission line will 
impact this pristine, unfragmented habitat. The last couple of alternative 
routes pass through Sulphur Springs valley which supports a variety of 
wildlife such as pronghorn, Ornate box turtles, and Sandhill cranes. Any 
new roads, as well as the power line would have impacts on those 
species, especially Sandhill cranes which use fields in the valley and are AZGFD 
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known to collide with power lines. Further north in the Aravaipa Valley, 
the power line would create new roads through quality mule deer and 
javelina habitat. 

92 

I would ask that consideration be given to indirect impacts, such as 
project site access becoming temporary or permanent access points for 
unauthorized access by the public and off-road vehicle use. As is 
typically the case on leases granted on State Trust lands, creation of 
access points in biologically sensitive areas leads to degradation of 
natural drainage and plant communities. Every effort should be made to 
prevent creating unintentional access points into this area [San Pedro 
River Valley]. Pima County 

96 

One of our primary concerns about the power transmission line proposal 
is that any right of way that is cleared under the lines may soon become 
trails for ATVs. We think the potential downsides of that possibility 
should be considered. A cleared right of way would probably be used by 
some people as a way to get into formerly inaccessible back country. 
From experience, some of us realize that kind of ATV traffic could 
translate into further damaged grasslands, increased erosion, and a likely 
accelerated decline of the deer and javelina populations as well as 
increased stress on other wildlife. Some of us have been observing this 
decline from the perspective of a near-lifetime. In just the past thirty five 
years we have witnessed nightly herds of deer, seen in the evening in 
nearby fields, decline from counts of about 80 to 0-10. We formerly saw 
80 to 100 javelinas cross the road in one group. Now we seldom see 
three or four together and usually none at all. Every year some hunters 
ask us, "Where are the deer?" and they add, "we can't find any." We 
think, "neither will anyone else" if current trends continue. When hunters 
are free to roam formerly inaccessible back country, where will a buck 
survive long enough to breed, let alone grow to his prime? 

110 

I have lived in Arizona from more than 30 years. One of the reasons that 
I choose to live in the Southwest was the access to Wilderness areas for 
hiking. If we allow ourselves to put power line through them they will no 
longer be the valuable resource that they are now. I am horrified that 
such a plan could be suggested through Arivipa Canyon and other areas. 
These lines will have to have roads to service them so why not run them 
where there are roads already like I-10. 

146 

For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and reside there 
and the numerous people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its 
rugged south-western beauty, I ask that you would keep the proposed 
lines out of this area and consider the Southern Route or another route 
that is already developed with access roads and so forth. 

190 

Providing the impetus for non-polluting, renewable energy sources is the 
correct approach but it is only half of the solution. To then transport this 
energy 460 miles across state lines not only presents an eyesore, but is 
harmful to wildlife. And it isn't just birds which are affected. Access 
points, maintenance and the various human activity necessary to install 
and maintain these types of things fragments habitats. 

213 

We are very much against the Aravaipa, Klondyke Proposed route for the 
transmission lines. We fear the impact from the size of the project but 
also the impact of the huge easement and road. A road like that will 
increase human activity immensely. There will be an increase in traffic 
endangering our animals and children. The Hugh increase in human 
activity will bring an increase in vandalism and crime. This little special 
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rural area is not set up to handle this. One of the greatest trophy white 
areas is in the path of this proposed route. All the increased human 
activity will have a very damaging effect on the wildlife in this special 
area. 

242 

I suggest using existing corridors as much as possible to minimize 
disturbance to more pristine areas and also make construction and 
maintenance easier. ADOT 

299 

Proposed route looks like the best choice. Ranchers should be very 
carefully considered on (1) disruption of grazing (2) lose related to cattle 
being displaced by helicopter movement (3) consider gates, right of 
ways, etc. 

317 

The addition of new access roads will alter the natural run off patterns of 
the large volumes of rain water the land receives during the monsoon 
season that could result in unintended flooding. The roads may also 
change the natural pattern of wild fires by acting as firebreaks, allowing 
increase growth of highly combustible vegetation that could result in 
more severe wild fires at a later time. The roads will also encourage 
increased vehicle traffic, including off road traffic which is already 
encroaching into natural environment, often, illegally, on to restricted 
land. 

325 

If they must be installed – there already exists, on the east side of the San 
Pedro River, SWTC lines. These lines run along the foothills, have 
existing roads that are already established for maintenance access. This 
would be the best economical choice for the new transmission lines. 
Saving money and saving the land! 

326 

Cascabel Working Group. An alternative route for the proposed SunZia 
transmission lines runs through our valley. I support alternative energy 
sources which these lines purport to carry, primarily for their reduced 
environmental impact. But it would be counter that concern to negatively 
impact one of the most environmentally critical areas in the southwest. 
The scenic impact of the transmission lines cutting through this largely 
unfragmented landscape is not negligible, but it is only the first order of 
objection. Of more concern is the impact that access roads and 
maintenance will impart. Roads to the tower would have enormous 
negative impacts in this fragile desert and serve to carve up the relatively 
pristine landscape. Towers will of necessity be on high points that will 
require steep inclines which erode badly with each monsoon season. 
They will in turn wash sediment into the streams, such as Hot Springs 
and Redfield, which are home to seven species of native fish – the most 
endangered class of animals in Arizona. Roads will invite trespass by off 
road vehicles. Controlled burns for grassland enhancement performed by 
BLM and TNC in the area will be compromised. The clearing required 
beneath the transmission line rows will further impact native flora and 
fauna. I would recommend that this route through the San Pedro River 
Valley, as well as other areas of environmental concern such as the 
Aravaipa route, be dropped from consideration. If SunZia is to be a truly 
environmentally friendly project, it should follow existing highways and 
pipelines which are already infrastructure sacrifice areas. 

330 

The valley has a centuries-old history of human occupation that is very 
unique and the extensive archaeological resources would be threatened 
by the footprint of the towers. The new access to sites created by the 
service roads would increase the incidence of vandalism. We need to 
protect our cultural resources as well as our natural resources.  
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Power line construction and long-term maintenance necessitates access 
roads that will lead to soil erosion, invasive plant species, water quality 
degradation/non-point pollution, and off-road vehicle misuse that will 
further these problems. The need to protect the infrastructure by 
suppressing wildfire or preventing proscribed burns will hamper 
vegetation management tools that are useful to improve upland 
watershed conditions. 
Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation 
of tall vegetation) of the very trees that provide habitat for endangered 
species, bank and floodplain stabilization for soil and water quality, and 
the valued global ecoservices of transpiration and carbon exchange.  
In this section of the study area, please route the proposed transmission 
lines along the existing highway and rail lines between Bowie and Vail. 
Those service and transportation corridors are already impacting the 
environment and have the added benefit of already established access for 
new line construction and maintenance. This route will avoid Aravaipa 
Canyon, Tres Alamos Wash, and the entire Lower San Pedro River 
Valley. 

352 

Maintenance roads under the lines with ATVs and 4 wheelers will 
increase erosion, noise, litter and interfere with wildlife 
habitats/population. We love the silence, peace and pristine beauty that 
this whole line will ruin. Consider the alternative route that is already in 
place (suggestion). 

363 

We understand that with growing needs for energy it's necessary to bring 
power to western markets and load centers. But why not use existing 
corridors like highways and railways that are now cleared of vegetation 
and maintained. Let's not use unspoiled lands. There would be a negative 
impact on the soil, water and wildlife. The access roads cut and the 
clearing of dense vegetation or tall trees destroyed would cause erosion 
and uncalculated harm. 

372 

I have noticed this project is proposed to be implemented on private land, 
and access roads would need to be made. Also, service roads for the 
project would have to be made. I understand that there are alternate 
routes that can be used that access and service roads are already in place. 
I don't think that intruding on private land is the solution when other 
routes are available. It makes sense to use access that is available than to 
plow through virgin territory. Please consider all the options. 

377 

I am a homeowner in the Klondyke area. I am opposed to having the 
location of the transmission line running thru this area. The access roads 
leading to the towers will give ATV and other off-road vehicles access to 
private and wilderness areas in which they will abuse and vandalize. The 
ranchers in that area have a hard enough time trying to make a living 
with the drought, predators, fuel costs and mother nature. This will 
indeed add more hardships for the ranchers. 

381 

The San Pedro River Valley is one of the lynch pins of North American 
biodiversity. Over 400 bird species, countless mammals, etc. rely upon it 
for migration routes, food, and shelter as attested by numerous scientific 
studies. More disturbance, construction, roads, etc. will damage this 
priceless resource and invite continued degradation of the landscape via 
the access roads and the vehicles that will use them on an ever increasing 
basis (ATVs, off-road vehicles). route near already heavily disturbed 
corridors such as I-10 should be considered instead. 

385 I live in the San Pedro River Valley. I have read about the SunZia 
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Transmission project and I am opposed to the idea. Not only for the fact 
that it will add a different view of our landscape, but also the impact it 
will have on the environment. Putting in new roads will destroy natural 
habitat and make it easier for trespassing. 

405 

I am a full time resident in Aravaipa Canyon. It's a pretty nice 
neighborhood. This proposed power line project is much akin to the 
recent I-10 bypass proposal. Why is it necessary to construct new 
megaprojects thru areas that are for the most part semi-wild and 
minimally developed when there are already power line corridors and gas 
line routes that for all intent and purpose could be expanded to 
accommodate the demand for more? The required access roads are 
already there. 

408 
The existing power has maintenance roads and environmental impact 
would be minimized. 

413 

I live on the San Pedro River Valley. Unless you plan to run these new 
lines along the existing power grid and use the existing roadways to 
access this grid – I am opposed to this transmission project. 

416 

My particular area of concern is the alternate routes being considered for 
the San Pedro River Valley. Opening up these remote areas of the San 
Pedro River Valley would lead to their rapid erosion and deterioration. 
Native species of plants and animals will be damaged: By staying along 
already established routes, the flyways, migration corridors between sky 
islands, and sensitive vegetation can be kept intact. Jeeps and ATVs 
could quickly smash flat native vegetation if given access. 

420 

I would like to express my approval of your plan to provide clean, 
renewable energy to the Southwest. While I approve of your efforts, I 
feel that using the existing power corridor for this endeavor is the correct 
choice. There would be less impact on the environment because 
substations and a maintenance road already exist. Our public lands can 
remain pristine, wildlife would not be disturbed and unnecessary roads 
would not cut through our state and federal lands causing increased 
erosion and noise pollution. 

425 

The San Pedro Valley is the only major flyway for migrating birds in the 
west because of the damage to other river systems. The valley must be 
preserved as a biological gem. Service roads will bring all manner of 
vehicles deep into the last wild territories. Stay out of the San Pedro 
Valley. 

437 

There is sufficient developable land along our existing corridors and they 
offer the advantage of easy access to infrastructure that is placed in 
parallel with them. Use of existing corridors for the transmission lines 
can be far less costly to install and maintain. 

438 

Transmission lines and their accompanying maintenance road would 
irreversibly change this valley's environmental stability. The currently 
spectacular views would no longer be unmarred – strung with high 
voltage wires and towers reaching between 150 and 200 feet into the 
once uncharged air. Hunters, whose number already seem too high for 
nature to support in this valley, would use the maintenance roads to gain 
access to the presently threatened and dwindling wildlife population 
(long time valley residents report regularly seeing herds of up to one 
hundred deer at a time, years ago. With 1,000 hunting permits issued for 
the valley annually, it is now a rare treat to see deer at all. The absence of 
Gambel's Quails quantities has vastly increased insect population). 
Recreational quads and 4x4 vehicle's tires would tear at the silty, 
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powdery-sand terrain; their tires would foster erosion and carve trails that 
would permanently scar the land, and forevermore serve to invite more 
off-roaders to use the area. Unleashing increased human traffic would 
result in discarded trash and debris, adding to the power-line visual 
pollution and off-roader noise pollution. 

452 
Public recreational access to the SunZia transmission corridor should be 
allowed without locked gates on public lands. 

456 

I am writing in an effort to have the SunZia Project Power Lines diverted 
from the "Pristine" environmental area of the Aravaipai Valley and 
adjoining lands (e.g., Klondike-Bonita, Eureka Springs, etc.). I do not see 
the need, in an effort to further the “green" energy cause, for a perfectly 
pristine environmental area to be desecrated when alternate developed 
routes exist. If more access is made available via maintenance roads, 
ATV use will increase, as will erosion, noise pollution, and general 
littering. Wildlife habitats will be disturbed. I cannot imagine in our 
efforts to "save the planet"; "go green"; and "deliver 'clean energy' to the 
"State of California" that digging up a pristine environmental refuge in 
the State of Arizona and the adjacent valley--untouched for centuries--
was part of the major plan. 

457 

Opening up all this land would encourage all sorts of destructive off road 
vehicular and human illegal traffic. Please construct this line in a flat 
area already ruined!! 

460 

The currently proposed alternative route through the San Pedro River 
valley is a very poor and destructive choice for the SunZia transmission 
lines. The land would be crisscrossed with road and side roads to access 
the towers for repair; these roads would invite vehicular traffic including 
ATVs, and would create soil erosion, air pollution, noise pollution and 
general destruction of the peace of the people and animals in the San 
Pedro River valley. Don't do it here! 

468 

Project engineers told me that typically the easement for these lines 
would be about 200 feet wide, and this includes a no-build zone beneath 
the power lines for safety purposes. They said that two types of roads 
would be required, temporary construction access roads and a permanent 
service road. In remote areas, the service road could be simply a dirt 
road, but it would require a compacted surface, such as AB mix or 
decomposed granite in areas subject to erosion. No mention was made of 
excluding the service road from public use, and one consultant thought 
that it would be difficult to limit public access to a new road, since the 
lines would primarily be on public lands. This additional information 
indicates to me that not only will these high tension power lines affect all 
life in close proximity to them, it will also have a long term impact as 
hunters and ATV vehicles will make use of them to further damage the 
environment. Let these lines be put aside already existing roads and 
already traveled routes. If we want to go green, let's really be green about 
it. So, I favor choosing a route that already has an existing access road. 

482 

Well, I just wanted to say that I oppose the route that they want to take 
through the Galiuro Mountains. That's all pristine country. There is no 
access through there as it is now. And there is no reason to open that 
country up. 

486 

The reason I don't agree is because I feel we already have power lines 
through the ranch that are kind of where you could use them and still stay 
on the main power line road. If you make new roads in to build a power 
line it will cause side roads off of it. And the damage we're having from 
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four wheelers over here already, we're having extreme vandalism and it's 
ruining a lot of the country. We're having irreplaceable – irreparable 
would be a better word damage already, and there is going to be more. 

563 

My wife and I purchased land at Eureka Springs [Aravaipa Valley] 
because of the pristine nature of the valley. We feel the addition of these 
lines will degrade the beautiful views and increase trash, noise and traffic 
from recreational vehicles that would use the maintenance roads. 

595 

The Turkey Creek ACEC consists of 2,326 acres that adjoins a portion of 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness at its southeast end and contains two 
riparian woodlands. The area has significant cultural and scenic values 
and is an important wildlife resource and riparian area. The area is 
threatened by off road vehicle (ORV) use, unregulated camping and 
current and potential resource extraction. The Deseli Grasslands area is 
greatly threatened by ORV use, livestock grazing, and could benefit from 
a prescribed fire plan. The effects of building additional new roads, such 
as increased construction traffic and public access to the trail and 
associated cultural resources, must also be taken into account during the 
evaluation of project alternatives.  

Wilderness 
Society 

609 

Service roads will be needed to maintain the power lines after they are 
built. These roads will serve as corridors for invasive species of plants 
and animals that are not native to this area, and they will open up the area 
to ATV s and other off road vehicles. The end result will be a significant 
degradation of what is now in many places, a pristine environment. 

613 

These access service roads [in San Pedro River Valley] would allow 
ATV access to the Archaeological sites, with inevitable damage and 
looting, as well as access to private ranch lands. 

616 

The maintenance roads will bring additional problems and issues along 
the route and to the nearby Wilderness areas. Additional people who will 
bring ATVs that will also impact the natural environment of the area 
[Aravaipa Valley]. 

624 
The lines and their service roads would complicate ranch management 
and recreational vistas [in San Pedro River Valley]. 

634 

The impacts from the power line poles, towers, electrical fields, service 
roads and other abuses to landscape vegetation, hundreds of 
archaeological suites, etc, is too high a price to pay from a national 
treasure [San Pedro River Valley.]  

759 

The Redington NRCD has completed a three year watershed assessment 
in which erosion from utility corridors as well as poorly constructed and 
maintained roads was identified as a major natural resource concern in 
the area. 

Redington 
NRCD 

CODE 046.00 Military Considerations 

6 

The proposed SunZia transmission line needs to be sited on or along the 
White Sands Missile Range boundary, and NOT run through the village 
of San Antonio, nor cross the Rio Grande between San Antonio and Luis 
Lopez. The Missile Range and the Defense Department need to accept 
and permit the transmission towers on the Range or right along side of 
the White Sands boundary. The Range absconded with one-fifth of the 
state and the citizens get darn little in return. This is an excellent 
opportunity for WSMR/DoD to SHARE. 

78 

I would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on 
the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in 
the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands 
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would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the 
Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and 
preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

83 

As the representatives of Holloman AFB for NEPA and planning 
activities, we insist on being included on any project that potentially 
impacts our air and ground operations. This project is within the assigned 
airspace for WSMR/Holloman/Cannon/Kirtland. 

120 

To the extent that a more northerly path is somehow determined to be the 
only feasible route for the Project the transmission line should be located 
on or immediately adjacent to lands controlled by White Sands Missile 
Range. One of the alternative routes shown on the latest map of the 
proposed Project would locate the transmission line on the western 
boundary of White Sands. This location would be preferable to following 
the Rio Grande and crossing the Bosque. At the northwest comer of 
White Sands, the line continues north and follows Highway 380. 
Recently White Sands acquired a large tract of land, formerly known as 
the Mendiburu Ranch, in the vicinity of Bingham. If the transmission 
line were located on the northern boundary of White Sands it could 
proceed east to a point east of Bingham on DOD lands, causing less 
disruption to local property owners in the Bingham area, before veering 
north into Lincoln County. 

153 

The Proposed (or preferred) route crosses very valuable farm and urban 
land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, 
environmentally, socially, visually, and economically. The route of least 
significant impact should drop south in township 5S range 2E and go 
diagonally across the BLM land to T6S. Here it could go south through 
the White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) in T6S as the public utilizes 
County Road 153 which cuts off the northwest comer of the range and 
makes it inaccessible for the Range. In township 7, the edge of the 
County Road could be utilized, as this is public land. The edge of Pope 
Road, on which the atomic bomb was transported and which crosses 
public land, then Ted Turner's Almendaris Grant, could be used for the 
line or it could go straight south on the west of the Missile Range and 
beside the existing county road. 
The southern route along WSMR would have virtually no social or 
economic impacts to humans. The current Proposed Route is not 
appropriate due to the amount of private land which would need to be 
crossed and the amount of publics which would be disrupted. A route 
which would drop south [from Hwy 380] through the edge of White 
Sands Missile Range would be a route of least significant impact and 
should be changed to the Preferred Route. 

238 

The best route in Southern and Central New Mexico would be along the 
White Sands Missile Range border. That Alternative Route seems an 
obvious first choice, followed by the other alternate along the existing 
power line as the second choice. Both are far superior to the Preferred 
Route shown on t he SunZia web site map for the following reasons: 
1. Crossing the Rio Grande near New Mexico Highway 380 will 
ADVERSELY IMPACT many established homes, farms, and ranches 
near the communities of San Antonio and Bosquecito by: 
a. Temporarily disrupting lives during construction, 
b. Permanently taking rights of way, and 
c. Physical proximity to homes of large power lines and towers. 
2. Placing the route north-south along Interstate Highway 25, and east-
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west near Highway 380 across the Rio Grande will create a real public 
eyesore. To reiterate, either of the alternate routes crossing the Rio 
Grande in southern New Mexico between Arrey and Derry and traveling 
north-south along the White Sands Missile Range border or along the 
existing power line surely is a better route, as there far fewer people and 
homes impacted and it will be out of sight of the general public. 

250 

I am a resident of Socorro county, and have just been made aware of the 
massive power lines that will be built to run through the Rio Grande 
valley. White Sands Missile Range is not happy to have this project built 
anywhere on its 1/5 of the state of New Mexico and that there is a 
"preferred alternative site" which literally runs through my yard just 
north of San Antonio. (My house is only a few hundred feet north of the 
proposed path!) 

251 

The Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness 
Study Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands 
Missile Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use 
of military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the 
Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife 
corridor, and preferred by the community of San Antonio. Socorro is the 
second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, 
held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income 
generating event. The Refuge has an estimated economic impact of $4.3 
million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the 
Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this 
rural setting is going to have a negative impact on visitation. The Friends 
support our country's efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support 
the Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor 
chosen for this project has limited negative environmental impacts. The 
only way that the best route can be chosen is if there is adequate time to 
involve the biologists and the White Sands Missile Range in the 
evaluation. 

Friends of the 
Bosque del 
Apache NWR 

264 

Also are you guys going to buy up our property if we are in the way? 
What happens if our property is just outside of the way? I wish the line 
would go down along the Whites Sands property instead of along 380 in 
San Antonio. 

292 

I attended the Socorro scoping session and I strongly prefer that the line 
run down the edge of the White Sands Missile Range lands and then cut 
across to the west at the southern end of the alternative route, or (my 
lesser preference) cut across between the two WSAs. Running along 380 
through the heart of San Antonio is not acceptable. 

296 

It appears that an alternate route passing through a remote portion of 
White Sands Missile Range can have minimal impact on the operation of 
the Missile Range and could mitigate the impact the proposed route will 
have upon the Bosque del Apache, the Rio Grande migratory corridor 
and nearby Wilderness Study Areas. 

344 

We would rather that the proposed high tension power line not be located 
along NM State Rt 380 through San Antonio NM or near Bosquecito Rd. 
We have a tourist based business located with 3/4 of a mile of Rt 380 on 
Bosquecito Rd that would suffer financial losses if this power line were 
to be located north of Rt 380. We feel the land along the White Sands 
Missile Range should be used because there are no houses located in that 
area. 

361 There are routes with much less significant impact, specifically the 
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alternative that crosses over the Rio Grande south of Truth or 
Consequences follows roughly the south boundary of Sierra County, and 
then turns north along the west boundary of the White Sands Missile 
Range. A second preferable route is one that would drop south from Hwy 
380 in township 5S range 2E and go diagonally across the BLM land to 
T6S. Here it could go south through the White Sands Missile Range 
(WSMR) in T6S as the public utilizes County Road 153 which cuts off 
the northwest comer of the range and makes it inaccessible for the 
Range. The only section of private land contains no house. The Antelope 
Wilderness Study Area is currently being managed according to Interim 
Guidelines; however BLM has deemed it not possessing all the 
wilderness values which would qualify it for a Congressionally 
Designated Wilderness. Due to the magnified scope of this project, 
surely Congress could grant an exception to the management status 
should it be determined that a slight eastern boundary of the WSA needs 
to be utilized for the transmission lines. In township 7, the edge of the 
County Road could be utilized, as this is public land. The edge of Pope 
Road, on which the atomic bomb was transported and which crosses 
public land, then Ted Turner's Armendaris Land Grant, could be used for 
the line or it could go straight south on the west of the Missile Range and 
beside the existing county road. A route which would drop south through 
the edge of White Sands Missile Range would be a route of least 
significant impact and should be changed to the Preferred Route. 

447 

The proposed northern "preferred" route along I-25, crossing at San 
Antonio, has an extreme impact to the environment. Crossing the Rio 
Grande River at San Antonio involves crossing the critical habitats of 
both the Willow Fly Catcher and Silvery Minnow, both of which are 
listed as endangered species. Also in consideration is the nearby Bosque 
Del Apache National Wildlife Refuge with its abundance of area 
wildlife. The San Antonio area is a natural flyway for hundreds of 
thousands of migratory birds and the proposed route would provide a 
hazard for these animals. A power line of this magnitude through the 
small town of San Antonio would also severely impact the environment 
of the numerous residents I believe this route should be the last choice, as 
other proposed routes are more sparsely populated. The least amount of 
impact to the environment would be for SunZia to choose the route that 
crosses near Arrey/Derry, NM and continues east, and through the west 
side of White Sands Missile Range. By crossing at Arrey/Derry, this 
project would avoid endangered species, and critical habitat issues. This 
alternate-proposed crossing also has a minimal impact on residents, as 
the area is sparsely populated. Finally by proceeding north through the 
west side of the White Sands Missile Range wildlife study areas could be 
avoided, and the human impact would be very limited as it should be. 

472 

That's our general complaint. We want them going through White Sands. 
We want them to come through White Sands instead of coming through 
the public --logical place. 

511 

Additionally the Friends [of the Bosque del Apache NWR] would like 
SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate 
routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in the far 
northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands would 
be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness 
Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by 
the community of San Antonio. 
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512 

It is my understanding that there is a road in use in the northwest portion 
of White Sands Missile Range. Use this roadway and widen the right-of-
way if needed. Public land is for public use. Using the public land for the 
power line of SunZia is certainly using it for the public. 

533 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump. 
A better route would be White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest 
corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands would be the 
most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study 
Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor. Please do not put 
power lines in Socorro or San Antonio. Use White Sands. 

542 

Why not use military lands south of us? No people around and movies 
can still be made on White Sands? or other military bases south of us. 
The government already owns the lands. Please take your project south 
to White Sands and other military bases where people do not live. 

552 

With the history of Socorro Electric Cooperative's support for 
environmental issues, I would show support of the Transmission 
Corridor to be located using the eastern route along White Sands Missile 
Range and oppose the route located near Bosque Del Apache.  

Socorro 
Electric Coop 

558 

Route selection needs to be include a route through the white Sands 
Missile Range within New Mexico. This area is currently off limits to the 
general public and should be included as a viable route. Development of 
a corridor through the range would limit impacts to the few reaming 
public lands in central New Mexico. 

560 

I own property in San Antonio N.M. I for one would like for you to route 
the proposed lines nearer the white sands range, where there is less 
population. 

587 

It only seems appropriate that SunZia should consider avoiding the 
Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on 
White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This 
minimal use of military lands would be the most environmentally 
sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio 
Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by the community of San 
Antonio. 

595 

Additional alternatives should be identified and evaluated. These 
alternatives include, but are not limited to: A route inside of the White 
Sands Missile Range in New Mexico; A route should be considered 
running east of the existing alternative route along the western border of 
the White Sands Missile Range (WSMR). An alternative route just inside 
the border of the WSMR would allow SunZia to cross the Rio Grande 
River between Arrey and Derry while avoiding the Antelope and Jornada 
del Muerto WSAs and Citizens' Wilderness Proposal units south of there. 
The Department of Defense Should Become a Cooperating Agency. In 
order to explore opportunities to for alternative siting within the WSMR 
which would avoid significant impacts to both the Rio Grande River 
corridor and the Antelope and Jornada del Muerto WSAs, as well as 
other resources, the Department of Defense should become a cooperating 
agency. Recommendations: BLM should work with DOD to ensure that 
DOD joins the EIS process as a cooperating agency. 

Wilderness 
Society 

597 

Preferable Alternative Route Available Clearly, many of the 
complications of bisecting the historic village of San Antonio and the 
extensive cottonwood bosque through the MRGCD's boundaries, and the MRGCD 
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large expanses of private property and endangered species' critical 
habitat, could be avoided by selecting the indicated Alternate Route 
crossing the Northwest Quadrant of the extended area of WSMR, which 
is already the site of existing uses beyond national defense. Certainly, 
this discussion could be facilitated by involving the Department of 
Defense as a cooperating agency in the development of the federal 
analysis. The preferred route is reflected on the attached map as the 
eastern-most Alternate Route.  

599 

The two other alternative routes bring the lines east of the Refuge near 
White Sands Missile Range and cross the river further south, and impacts 
to waterbirds would be decreased with these alternatives. To date the 
Department of Defense White Sands Missile Range has not been an 
active player in discussions of the alternatives associated with the 
development of this energy transmission corridor, but needs to be 
engaged to discuss the options of an eastern alignment which is preferred 
by all other interested parties.  Bosque NWR 

635 

The original plan routing the power line closer to White Sands Missile 
Range steers clear of so much probable ecological, historical and 
community damage that it must be restored. 

641 

As landowners (ranchers) in Central New Mexico we are strongly 
opposed to any high-voltage transmission line to be placed on our 
property. This line would also infringe upon our current-military co-use 
agreement with the United States Army and their right to use the airspace 
over our ranch.  

855 

V. Potential conflicts with military operations and possible solutions a. 
Least Impact Route While the Least Impact Route is almost entirely 
outside the geographic boundaries of the military establishments it 
passes, there is still the possibility of interaction with military operations. 
Specifically, the Least Impact Route passes directly under a Military 
Training Route (MTR) just north of Tularosa. However, this MTR, 
designated VR176, is a visual route which has a floor of 1,500’ above the 
ground. Since it is a visual route (pilots looking out the window), and the 
transmission towers will only extend approximately 130’ above ground, 
there should not be a conflict with the operations. Towers in proximity to 
flight operations would be marked with high-intensity obstruction 
lighting to make them clearly visible from the air. In addition, they 
would be depicted on aeronautical charts, and would ultimately become 
thoroughly familiar to pilots operating in the area as visual markers. 
Since the Least Impact Route also follows public roads, and is outside 
the fence of the bases along the route, it is highly unlikely that its 
existence would compromise any classified operations that the base 
would be conducting (since any operations in this area would already be 
in plain view of the public). Also, it is unlikely that any weapon testing 
would be in proximity to these roads, due to the inherent risk to the 
public. 

Wilderness 
Society 

855 

b. Portion of Second Least Impact Route on north side of WSMR The 
portion of the Second Least Impact Route on the north side of WSMR 
passes directly through the full width of a Restricted Area. This area is 
designated as R-5107C+H, which is a restriction that extends from the 
surface up to space. There is an MTR (VR1233) that crosses almost 
perpendicular to the Second Least Impact Route. This MTR is a low 
level route with segments less than 1,500’ above the surface. The 
construction of a transmission line crossing this MTR will certainly be of 

Wilderness 
Society 
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concern to the military. One possible solution is burying the line across 
the portion which directly conflicts with the MTR. This solution would 
eliminate the military conflict with this route. 

855 

c. Additional comments on military issues 
Military flight operations in the area will definitely have to take into 
consideration the presence of the SunZia line. However, the slight 
modifications that may be necessary to aircraft route or altitude, should 
not be used as justification to prohibit the delivery of renewable energy 
along this vital transmission corridor. The Federal Aviation 
Administration, in 14 CFR Part 77, does not require notification for 
structures less than 200 feet tall. Since transmission towers are in the 130 
foot range, the only time they would be a consideration is when they fall 
within a certain radius of an airport. Our first hand observations of the 
entire eastern border of the White Sands range found that there were 
several radio towers in close proximity to the border of the base and to 
the proposed route which were not depicted on aeronautical charts. These 
obstructions were, however, lighted and would be visible to military 
pilots in the area. 
It should also be noted that transmission lines, towers, wind farms and 
other obstructions are currently used by the military as checkpoints and 
turning points on MTR routes. Following this logic, it is feasible that the 
presence of the SunZia line could be compatible with and perhaps even 
used in military navigation training in the southwest. 
Finally, we believe it is important for energy independence to support 
renewable energy, including projects like SunZia, which should also be 
an important consideration for all parts of the government. 
Recommendations: BLM should work with the Department of Defense 
and consider opportunities, including the potential solutions described 
above, to minimize conflicts with military operations along the routes 
with least environmental conflicts, which we recommend should be 
adopted as the preferred alternative. 

Wilderness 
Society 

856 

3) Placement of the transmission lines as proposed would in all 
likelihood present a safety issue to the air operations at Holloman Air 
Force Base with regard to the two bombing ranges that lie adjacent to the 
proposed route. 
4 ) In the same manner, the placement of the lines as proposed would in 
all likelihood present a safety issue t o t he US Army air operations along 
the southern portion of the proposed route. Otero County 

853 

Since this route [eastern route] also follows public roads, and is outside 
the fence of the bases [Holloman AFB and Ft. Bliss] along the route, it is 
highly unlikely that its existence would compromise any classified 
operations that the base would be conducting—since these operations 
would be in plain view of the public. Also, any weapon testing would not 
be in proximity to these roads, due to the inherent risk to the public. 
In New Mexico, military land and airspace occupies a substantial amount 
of the state's real estate. The military has understandably been 
traditionally resistant to civilian presence on or near their bases and 
operations. However, in the context of renewable energy development, 
cooperation between the military and other stakeholders is vital to 
developing many of our best renewable resources which are located near 
military land. NRDC 

852 
Lines constructed west of the existing power line on Dona Ana North 
Training Area, or to the east of Highway 54, would restrict training at the Ft Bliss 
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battalion and brigade level. The area immediately east of US Highway 54 
is a critically important north-south maneuver corridor for battalion-size 
units.  

825 

West and Northern Route along WSMR – interference by transmission 
lines with WSMR Improvised Explosive Device (IED) defeat weapons 
testing; interference by high power radars and weapon systems to 
transmission line modulations. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 
Eastern route could impact the realistic training and effective test 
operations for Holloman AFB (49th Fighter Wing). 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Eastern Route – Power lines on Fort Bliss reduce the maneuver area and 
the ability of mechanized units to maneuver [ground operations.] The 
area immediately east of Highway 54 is a critically important north-south 
maneuver corridor and would be reduced by at least 36 square kilometers 
by this proposal. Any lines west of the existing power line on Dona Ana 
North Training Area would restrict training at the battalion and brigade 
level. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Two middle western routes – WSMR uses the western extension area as 
a safety buffer for weapon testing. There is a potential to damage these 
power lines. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

CODE 050.00 Scenic/Visual/Landscape Character 

1 

Perceiving that this is, indeed, an environmentally inspired project, it 
seems contradictory that the proposed route would run these high-voltage 
lines so near of the most scenic environments in the Southwest. 
Understanding it's natural sensitivity, the Bureau of Land Management 
has already protected this beautiful environment, the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness Area, and has established a boundary within which no 
development may occur. So the proposed route just skirts this area to the 
south and an alternative route would then run the lines through the 
Aravaipa Valley, which is just southeast of the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness Area. As beautiful as the protected area, this is a pristine 
valley; home to natural peace, rare serenity and unspoiled views. 
Transmission lines and their accompanying maintenance road would 
irreversibly change this valley's environmental stability. The currently 
spectacular views would no longer be unmarred – strung with high-
voltage wires and towers reaching between 150 and 200 feet into the 
once uncharged air. 

3 

Please don't run the lines threw Klondyke in the Aravipa Valley area we 
will be able to see them from our land and part of the reason to go there 
is to get away from the city and all the stuff in the air I like not seeing all 
the wires everywhere. Please don't take this away from me and my 
family. 

4 

Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming community are of great 
concern, not to mention the degradation of the viewscape of the refuge 
and the Socorro Valley (and important resource to the ecotourism of the 
area). 

5 

Myself and my husband have purchased a ranch here in the area as well, 
we are sickened by the thought of the transmission line proposal, not 
only for the impact this would have on the breathtaking views, but the 
impact on the country with the access roads put in for the transmission 
line as well, this would open up all the this area to all sorts of people and 
trouble, something that this area is not used to dealing with. it seems 
much more practical to go where there is access and easier routes instead 
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of placing this in such UNTOUCHED pristine beauty, this area is one of 
the most beautiful untouched areas in this state, this transmission line 
would have a devastating effect on not only our ranch, but my parents, 
my cousins and all of our neighboring ranchers, and last but not least the 
health and safety issues, just how safe are these lines, we do not want 
them in our area to clutter up the beauty, we want to keep our 
Klondyke/Aravaipa area a show piece for the residents and for the new 
generations coming up in all of our families here in Klondyke/Aravaipa. 

6 

Scenic/Tourism: human birders now stay at B&Bs and avian sanctuaries 
directly in the path of the birds and the route alternative to the north of 
San Antonio. The growing business would be disrupted due to visual 
blight and the birds being disrupted. 

7 

I am writing to you because my grandparents live a few miles south of 
Klondyke in the beautiful wilderness of the Aravaipa Valley. For me this 
is "my most favorite place in the whole world". I love this place so much 
because of its wonderful surroundings. I love that you can see for miles 
and miles and nothing is in the way. This valley is so indescribably 
beautiful that it makes you love it even more. I understand the need for 
the SunZia Project, but it still is a wilderness area even thought it isn't 
designated as such. It has taken Mother Nature hundreds of thousands of 
years to create this beautiful valley, you shouldn't go and destroy it in a 
matter of months. There are very few wilderness areas left in Arizona 
without any large visible manmade structures. 

12 

As a resident of Southern California, I can attest to how much my heart 
breaks every time I drive past our states hundreds and hundreds of Giant 
Power Lines and Bitter-Start White Metal Wind Machines scarring acres 
and acres of our most precious fragile dessert and high desert areas near 
Joshua Tree National Park and Tehachapi. I fell in love with your 
beautiful State years ago because it did NOT have such pockmarks and 
I've been visiting annually your paralleled Bosque del Apache and 
surrounding areas. PLEASE find a better way. Don't follow California's 
mistakes. Use the ingenuity New Mexico is known for. 

13 

Please do not do this installation. Deming has many issues but adding 
ugly transmission towers will not help with gathering new business, new 
members or our place as a tourist destination. 

16 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through Gila Valley 
adjacent to the Pinaleno Mountains will have a permanent negative 
impact on the land, as well as on the visual and recreation resources of 
the Coronado National Forest located there. These transmission lines are 
intended to provide power for regions far to the West of the community 
through which they pass, but the manner in which they will affect the 
residents of the community of Safford cannot be overstated. Tourism is 
one of the industries for this small community, and these transmission 
lines will hurt the visual aesthetics of the mountain profoundly, as it is 
unspoiled in its present state. I would strongly urge a re-assessment for 
the routing of these transmission lines, specifically to an area where they 
will be kept out of Gila Valley. 

18 

I have an ulterior motive for being against this particular proposed 
alternative route [San Pedro River Valley]. I am a Natural History 
Cinematographer, I've filmed for National Geographic TV, The 
Discovery Channel and the BBC (Planet Earth series). I make a living 
filming wildlife. This 500 kilovolt transmission line is not a compatible 
project, near this narrow ribbon of greenery, where so many animals 
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depend on it for shelter. Not only will it interfere with wildlife, it will be 
an eye sore in all of my skyscapes, landscapes and other wide angle 
views. (shots) This project could affect my livelihood. In addition, the 
Cascabel community enjoys the benefits of being an eco-tourism friendly 
place, were many come to bird watch and enjoy the fine views of this 
one of a kind Sonoran Desert landscape – "Last Great Places" – TNC. 

19 

Opposed to the power lines planned near the Bosque, partly because it 
may disrupt migration or injure migrating birds, and partly because they 
are ugly. Why not bury the cables instead? I think they require less 
maintenance and don't mess up our beautiful state. Word has it that some 
lines are to be put directly in front of the Organ Mountains, also. Why is 
it necessary to blot out beauty when there's plenty of drab land nearby? 

39 

Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge...one of the American 
Southwest's grandest outdoor spectacles in an area of scenic beauty 
unmarred by intrusive power line s or other structures. Surely available is 
some alternate route that would provide significantly less impact on the 
environment and avoid the destruction of birdlife that likely would be 
associated with the present proposal. 

42 

I am from the Outer Banks in North Carolina and had the opportunity to 
go to the Bosque del Apache in December. We arrived at sunrise just in 
time to see and hear hundreds (thousands?) of snow geese as they flew 
into the area and landed on the lake. In less than an hour the sandhill 
cranes were ascending from the water into the morning sky. The 
experience was breathtaking and one I shall never forget. It is for this 
reason I am requesting that you extend the public comment deadline so 
that the Refuge and knowledgeable parties are given more time to 
evaluate alternate routes for the 2 proposed high capacity transmission 
lines. Line burial would protect all concerned … farmers and birds. And 
assure that this magnificently beautiful area would remain as such. My 
son lives in Albuquerque, and I visit him frequently. I think New Mexico 
is one of the most beautiful places on earth. My wish is that it will stay as 
pristine as it has always been. 

45 

For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and reside there 
and the numerous people who greatly enjoy visiting this area [Aravaipa 
Canyon] with its rugged south-western beauty, I ask that you would keep 
the proposed lines out of this area and consider the Southern Route or 
another route that is already developed with access roads and so forth. 

48 

I am writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa 
Canyon, but the many people that enjoy the rugged beauty of this remote 
area. I personally do not live there but visited many times and have a 
sincere interest in keeping this unique area as natural as possible. We 
cannot create a more beautiful natural areas and surely need to protect 
those we still have. This area is rugged, beautiful and scenic with a few 
ranches in the valley which adds to the old dry western facade. A power 
line and it's easement will do nothing to enhance this Western heritage 
which is also an entrance to one of our designated National wonders. 

49 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the 
Aravaipa-Klondyke route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or 
another route already developed? Natural areas are not easily replaced or 
renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it 
spoiled! 

65 What wildlife program throughout the nations of film producers hasn't 
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featured the masses of cranes, geese and ducks of the Bosque del Apache 
throughout the past few decades? As a wildlife photographer I feel it 
would be a travesty to have any transmission lines visible, however 
distant, in the spectacular New Mexican vistas from and even near the 
Bosque del Apache! The ramifications of these decisions will affect the 
people, wildlife, vistas and the essence of New Mexico as far into the 
future as power lines are used. 

72 

Besides the impact to the birds, the beauty and integrity of the northern 
environs of the [Bosque del Apache NWR] are important to visitors, like 
my wife and me, who bring significant economic benefit to the Socorro 
region by our visits to the area. If it is spoiled by damage to the wildlife 
and beauty of the region, we will be much less likely to visit it. 

76 

My husband and I visit Socorro, NM and the Bosque del Apache NWR 
yearly, sometimes staying over a week. We find spiritual nourishment in 
the very special beauty of the landscape and in watching the cranes as 
they greet the day, call to each other, free their legs from the ice, and lift 
off into the sky toward their feeding grounds. We appreciate the natural 
communities protected and managed for wildlife and farmers within the 
Bosque. The 500 kV transmission line would greatly reduce our 
enjoyment of that area. We see that communities along the Rio Grande 
are gaining better understanding of their relationship with the river and 
its natural communities, and are working to protect them. A 500 kV 
transmission line would be hugely invasive visually (we have seen them 
elsewhere in New Mexico) and would adversely impact human lives and 
natural communities in that area. 

78 

Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything 
that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting is going to 
have a negative impact on visitation. Additionally many San Antonio 
residents will experience decreased property values as their views of the 
once-majestic Rio Grande Valley will feature giant transmission lines 
and poles. 

82 

I would hope that everything is being to totally evaluate the potential 
consequences of power lines that could affect the birds that come to 
Bosque. Bosque is a national and really an international treasure with 
people from all over the country as well as the world who come to visit 
Bosque and many world class photographers come and photograph the 
majesty of Bosque. 

95 

Going west of the Picacho Mountains would destroy view sheds of the 
mountains The views of the Picacho Mountains are some of the City of 
Eloy's most prized natural resources. Obviously, any route west of the 
Picacho Mountains that would place the majority of the Project between 
City and the scenic Picacho Mountains should be avoided to preserve 
these view sheds for the City and its residents. Placing the lines to the 
east of the Picachos for much of their length will eliminate visual 
impacts. Siting the Project to the east of the Picacho Mountains presents 
a one-time opportunity to minimize visual clutter that will otherwise 
result from this Project. There are no residents at all in the area east of 
the Picachos and the Project simply would be out of the view of 
everyone in the Eloy area. We respectfully request that the Project be 
sited to the east of this development to avoid disruption of the plans for 
this development that Pinal County has approved and that Walton and 
the State Land Department have long been planning. 

96 Not all of us want to live our lives surrounded by ribbons of asphalt, 
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stressed out by diesel exhaust emitting trucks grinding by our homes 
twenty four/seven, or even in the shadow of high tension power lines. 
This valley has been visited and treasured by people from all over the 
world for its remoteness and natural beauty. Highly visible projects that 
change the landscape from rural and natural to an appearance of 
engineered and developed are the crack in the door that lets in the 
proponents of even more objectionable projects. We heard many 
enthusiastic comments from guests while working at The Nature 
Conservancy Aravaipa Preserve about what a special experience the 
Aravaipa was to them. It was a special experience to them, as it is every 
day to us, BECAUSE of what is NOT here (freeways, power lines 
stretched on high towers) to mar the natural beauty which IS here in such 
abundance. 

112 

The power lines you suggest would be obtrusive and out of character 
with our beautiful canyon/river landscape. Even more precarious is 
opening the door to those who would then want to add the truck route 
because the area is already commercialized. Please respect what we 
consider of great value in our community and find another path for your 
power lines. Perhaps a better choice would be in already commercialized 
areas such as the freeway systems in our valley or the envisioned truck 
by-pass that the county is considering. 

113 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through the Gila Valley 
and the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and 
recreation resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley and visitors to the 
Coronado National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. 
The alternate route through the Sulphur Springs Valley on the south side 
of the Pinaleno Mountains also negatively affects visual and land and 
recreation resources for visitors to the Coronado National Forest. The 
area in southeast Arizona comprising the Coronado National Forest and 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area is relatively unspoiled visually 
and offers exceptional views and provides opportunities to enjoy our 
public lands in a scenic, rugged, and visually stimulating environment 
free of industry and urban sprawl. The nature of the area provides many 
visual vantage points for the casual visitor wishing to stay on established 
roads or for the more spirited who wish to venture off the beaten path. 
Allowing these large electric transmission lines on the adjacent BLM 
lands on the proposed line route will have a profound and long lasting 
negative impact for those who visit Coronado National Forest and the 
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area and live in the surrounding Gila 
Valley communities. Large electric transmission lines scar our lands 
remaining for generations past ours. We would all be better served by 
visually preserving our national Forests and Wilderness Areas viewed 
from within and afar. 

120 

Any transmission line should be located in the southern part of New 
Mexico to capture proposed wind development on federal lands east of 
White Sands Missile Range. It appears that the Project was originally 
conceived to be shorter in length and to terminate in southeastern New 
Mexico. A southern route, while still objectionable, would appear to 
more efficiently reach potential wind development being considered on 
federal lands and would avoid many areas of visual and environmental 
significance under the jurisdiction of the Socorro Field Office.  

130 
It has come to my attention that there are plans to place tension wires 
across pristine, undeveloped land. Is there no other place these may be 
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placed? I ask you to thoughtfully reconsider such a project before taking 
away more of the beautiful, uninhabited vistas of Southern Arizona. 

134 

My name is Bob McDermott, I live in Silver City New Mexico, and I 
first came to Arizona in 1973 and easily fell in love with the state and the 
fierce independence of its people. Since then I have enjoyed many days 
exploring this wondrous state, taking more than 20 trips into the Grand 
Canyon and many more in other parts of this beautiful part of the 
country. Being able to get out into the back roads and trails of Arizona 
one sees the incredible diversity of the landscapes that is unique only to 
this state. The nature of this open country nurtures its people with a self-
reliant independence that is becoming uncommon today. Arizona must 
meet the needs of it people but what I am asking is that you consider 
what is special about Arizona and find a way to preserve what makes 
Arizona such a great place to live and visit. I have taken about a dozen 
trips into the Aravaipa country and must say that it is one of those places 
that makes Arizona so special in my opinion. I ask that please find 
another route for the SunZia project transmission lines along an existing 
infrastructure and one that preserves the Aravaipa and it haunting natural 
beauty. 

138 

We invested in acreage in Aravaipa Klondyke with hopes of a beautiful, 
peaceful retirement home. We are hoping that you will not put the two 
500,000 volt transmission lines anywhere NEAR the Klondyke/Aravaipa 
pristine wilderness area. PLEASE put it somewhere where the 
infrastructure already exists? And if you can, it really should go 
underground as it is not something that enhances nature's beauty, which 
is what t he Klondyke/Aravaipa area is all about. 

139 

I live 3 miles south of the town of Klondyke in the Aravaipa Valley. The 
main reason we chose to buy property this property was because of the 
beautiful view of the Aravipa Valley. This valley is one of a very few left 
in Arizona undisturbed by paved roads and large transmission lines. If 
the transmission lines were to go through the heart of the valley it would 
destroy it would destroy it because the transmission lines can be seen for 
miles up and down the valley by us who live here and those who come to 
visit the wilderness. I understand the purpose of the SunZia Project is to 
provide environmentally friendly renewable energy sources of electricity 
to urban areas. I am in favor of that as long as it does not destroy any 
more of the remanding wilderness areas we have so few of here in 
Arizona. 

140 

We have been informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines 
on a route that passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. This is an area we 
frequently visit for its natural habitat. These types of areas are not easily 
replaced. To those who do not visit or enjoy the desert, land like this may 
be a dime a dozen and a "who cares," but to those of us do frequent this 
area, it is beautiful. We don't want to see it ruined with power lines and 
the unhealthy effects of them! 

153 

The Proposed (or preferred) route crosses very valuable farm and urban 
land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, 
environmentally, socially, visually, and economically. Visual resources: I 
currently look out my kitchen window across irrigated fields, watch my 
horses grazing, see hummingbirds, roadrunners, deer, pheasants, turkey 
and other birds. I definitely do not want to see large transmission lines. 
These would definitely be unsightly and degrade the visual resources. 
The southern route [along WSMR western border] would not be seen by 
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near as many people. A route which would drop south through the edge 
of White Sands Missile Range would be a route of least significant 
impact and should be changed to the Preferred Route. 

158 

The building of these power plants and transmission lines can negatively 
affect how people come to view their relationship to the land around 
them and how they come to feel about where the live. People who might 
find peace and pleasure in the rural views that they have will now have to 
look at large power lines cutting across their landscape. People who once 
lived in small communities will now have to unfairly share a burden of 
living under or near large power lines, mostly for cities miles and miles 
away. This seems quite unjust, and could have negative effects on 
people's senses of well-being, peace, and basic day-to-day comfort of 
living in rural areas. 

159 

The vision for the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail is to create a 
primitive and challenging backcountry trail on or near the Continental 
Divide to provide people with the opportunity to experience the unique 
and incredibly scenic qualities of the area. For many of the same reasons 
National Parks are established, National Scenic Trails are created to 
conserve the nationally significant scenic, historic, natural and cultural 
qualities of the area. Location of the Continental Divide National Scenic 
Trail The current proposed route for the new transmission line will cross 
the CDT north of Lordsburg, NM. The location of the CDT corridor may 
not be depicted correctly in the SunZia SW Transmission Project maps. 
Not correctly identifying the CDT and other National Historic and State 
Recreation Trails from these maps does not allow for adequate disclosure 
of the effects of development on these resources. Utility Corridors and 
the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail Natural gas-pipelines, 
electric transmission lines, telephone trunk lines, communication towers 
and many smaller utility-distribution lines of all types already cross the 
Continental Divide Trail in many locations.  CTDA 

159c 

Utility sites are, by nature, intensive, high profile land uses. The visual 
impacts and, in some cases, the audible impacts of these facilities 
detracts from the primitive recreational experience provided by the CDT. 
Even utility lines that are located adjacent to the CDT often can be seen 
for miles from the trail, disrupting an otherwise undisturbed scene (or 
scenery) found in southern New Mexico. Adverse impacts also include 
lights, access roads, cleared swaths of land, off-road vehicle access on 
utility right-of-ways, guy wires, chain link fences, and chemical 
treatments of the vegetation in the corridor. These ancillary impacts are 
often more intrusive than the lines, or sites themselves. One of the 
primary visual characteristics of grasslands is the expansive and 
unobstructed views from all directions.  CTDA 

  

Passage through an area where Trail values, such as a sense of 
remoteness, would not be compromised. We highly encourage sighting 
teams to engage with CDTA and our agency partners to identify these 
key areas and potential mitigation when the CDT and its unique 
resources cannot be avoided. Protection of Visual Resources CDTA is 
concerned that the proposed route of the new transmission line risks the 
loss of the visual resources central to the Trail experience. This particular 
section of the CDT is near a transitional zone were trail users will be 
moving from the Grass Lowlands to the Foothills of the Burro Mountains 
in the Gila National Forest. One of the primary visual characteristics of 
grasslands is the expansive and unobstructed views from all directions. CTDA 
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Trail users that are headed north on the CDT will be looking up toward 
the Burro Mountains and those headed south will be looking down across 
the vast desert grassland towards Lordsburg. The current proposed route 
of the new transmission may have a negative impact on the visual 
resources of this area and therefore negatively affecting the experience 
on the CDT. We recommend that visual resources and the impacts to 
these resources be taken into consideration in a manner consistent with 
the Scenery Management System to adequately protect the integrity and 
quality of the scenic resources in the area. 

165 

I would like to urge the BLM to consider all options available to keep the 
lines from coming too close to the Bosque and endangering the birds and 
wildlife. I'm sure here are many more tracts the lines could take 
throughout NM. How about burying the unsightly power lines? 

183 

I come to Bosque del Apache NWR and the Socorro area to appreciate 
its unique beauty and to see the thousands of birds that migrate there in 
the winter. Having large electrical wires visible anywhere in the vicinity 
would detract from my and many other folks enjoyment of this special 
place and could be an obstacle for the migrating birds as well. I am 
pleased that New Mexico is using alternative power but hope that you 
will be able to design another route for the transmission line. 

190 

We are unalterably opposed to any new transmission lines across public 
lands in New Mexico. Providing the impetus for nonpolluting, renewable 
energy sources is the correct approach but it is only half of the solution. 
To then transport this energy 460 miles across state lines not only 
presents an eyesore, but is harmful to wildlife. 

192 

On the one hand I'm very well aware of the need to develop more 
electricity generation and transportation infrastructure in the USA as we 
go forward. Greatly reducing dependence on petroleum for our energy 
needs as a country is a critical long-term goal. On the other hand, it is 
imperative that the huge capital expenditures that will be needed be 
planned and executed in an intelligent way. They need to harmonize will 
the various other stakeholders' long-term needs and goals also. In this 
particular area along the Rio Grande there really is no justification for 
erecting above-ground high tension lines in our viewsheds. Most of New 
Mexico's residents live in this valley and most tourists and other visitors 
travel through it. I recommend putting the lines underground through all 
of this area or using an alternate route outside the Rio Grande river to the 
east. 

197 

Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming community are of great 
concern, not to mention the degradation of the viewscape of the refuge 
and Socorro valley (an important resource to the ecotourism of the area). 

215 

The San Pedro River Valley is unspoiled. There are few places like it left 
in America. Those of us who have chosen to live in beautiful and 
untouched areas strive to preserve these qualities which attracted us, and 
which are in increasingly short supply. The lines will destroy the 
untarnished vistas. They have no place in this location. They should run 
along previously established major routes where major roads, telephone 
lines etc. already run. 

227 

We are writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa 
Canyon, but the many people that enjoy the rugged beauty of this remote 
area. 
We personally do not live there but have a sincere interest in keeping this 
unique area as natural as possible. Our very close friends have a ranch 
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that will be directly impacted by the proposed power line route. We have 
gone to this area many times to visit and help them with their ranch. It is 
truly a beautiful, unique part of Arizona. We worry Aravaipa Canyon is a 
one of a kind area and should be left as the beautiful and unique area that 
it is. 

230 

None of the options are very favorable but the idea of crossing the river 
(Rio Grande) on the main flyway into Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge has to be the absolute worst. This proposed route would 
have the lines crossing right over farm lands and homes I can look at 
outside the window by this computer. My own home place would not be 
directly affected physically but our reason for choosing this area, 
common to many other people, was its proximity to Bosque del Apache. 
Both wildlife and human values are at stake. 

232 

I am opposed to the proposed route for the power lines following Hwy 
380. It would be a detractor to the pristine viewscapes of the area. I know 
the expense of underground burial of lines is probably prohibitive, but 
somewhere along the line consideration of wildlife and the scenic views 
need consideration. I hope you will give them their due. 

238 

The best route in Southern and Central New Mexico would be along the 
White Sands Missile Range border. Placing the route north-south along 
Interstate Highway 25, and east-west near Highway 380 across the Rio 
Grande will create a real public eyesore. To reiterate, either of the 
alternate routes crossing the Rio Grande in southern New Mexico 
between Arrey and Derry and traveling north-south along the White 
Sands Missile Range border or along the existing power line surely is a 
better route, as there far fewer people and homes impacted and it will be 
out of sight of the general public. 

253 

My husband and I also live here for the expansive, high desert: beauty of 
the area, as do many of the residents of our fine town. Might a portion of 
these lines be put underground? Could that be a consideration? Please 
keep the tourism aspect: of our little town of Deming in mind when 
making your decision about this project. 

256 

My family resides along the planned route for this health hazard, and I 
hope to retire in this area. This canyon has long been valued for its 
wilderness area and natural appearance. Also, in this small and long 
protected canyon the huge ugly towers would forever scar the peaceful, 
natural appearance of the wilderness area. Please do not ruin Klondyke 
and the surrounding areas for those who live and vacation there. Surely 
there are more efficient ways for transferring power than ruining a 
primitive area, when you have already established power-lines outside 
the canyon. 

266 

EVERY effort should be made to run these lines somewhere other than 
along migration routes or better yet, put them underground. We already 
have far too many dangerous and ugly towers and lines in this beautiful 
state – let's not make another blunder. 

274 

A public comment on proposed power line corridor through or near the 
Bosque del Apache NWR: Please count me as strongly opposed. My 
family and I visit this area every year and treasure its natural beauty. 
Power lines over the Rio Grande and through San Antonio would 
certainly spoil this natural beauty that my family uses for spiritual 
renewal. Such a power line corridor may well have negative impacts on 
migrating birds, as well. Please consider alternative corridors, preferably 
through areas that are already developed and less natural. 
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281 

I am a property owner and concerned about the proximity to my land 
[Safford, AZ]. My family lives here and I am not in favor of this 
proposed corridor. It would cause my view and property values to 
decline. 

282 

I am very disturbed over hearing of the possible development of the land 
going through Sunset Mountain. These lines could be put thru an 
alternative route so as not to disturb the natural beauty and wildlife. 

288 

I am writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa 
Canyon, but the many people that enjoy the rugged beauty of this remote 
area. I personally do not live there but have a sincere interest in keeping 
this unique area as natural as possible. My family has a ranch that will be 
directly impacted by the proposed power line route. My family and I 
have taken great pride bringing guests to this area of the United States 
that is truly one of the last great places of the old west. It is a true show 
piece of Arizona. We are now three generations that enjoy the beauty of 
Aravaipa Canyon with the vision of many more to come. 

294 
I am a property owner that is directly affected by this line. It will ruin 
property values and the view of the Mount Graham. 

310 

Windmill Ranches is a development of 326 lots, about 18,000 acre, 36 
miles of road. It is not fully developed – (houses) but owners are slowly 
moving in – (owner will build). The concern is view obstruction. 

320 

We are strongly opposed to the placement of any additional transmission 
lines in the San Pedro Valley. The San Pedro Valley is a very fragile and 
unique environment, I believe unequalled in the rest of the USA. From 
our house we have a great view of the current transmission line. It is a 
visual blight in an otherwise pristine area. Two more lines would be 
horrible. 

325 
Having these huge power lines crisscross along the countryside isn't 
something anyone wants. They are an eyesore. 

326 
The scenic impact of the transmission lines cutting through this largely 
unfragmented landscape is not negligible. 

329 

Just purchased property in Eureka Springs Ranch, I am very interested in 
the forward of renewable energy, however I do not want to look at power 
lines in an area I consider my retirement area. This area is one of the last 
pristine areas in AZ. Please consider an alternate route not through the 
Arivaipa Valley. 

331 

The proposed 500,000 volt transmission lines running through Aravaipa 
Canyon would put a permanent visual and physical "scar" in one of our 
few remaining wilderness areas. Why can't these lines be put 
underground? The visual impact will forever damage any area they area 
erected. 

337 

I am opposed to these lines and towers running thru the canyon or 
Sulpher Springs Valley as an alternate route. It would be an eyesore and 
would disrupt the beauty and quietness of the area. We wish to keep this 
area pristine and beautiful and find no benefit from your disruption in our 
area. 

341 

If a person chooses not to have wind generators on their property then, 
then they should not be required to furnish transmission lines tearing up 
the land, and ruining the view. 

343 

One of your selected so called sites for your proposed energy 
transmission lines through Aravaipa Valley will only rape the land of its 
beauty and its tranquility. Running the companies' lines along the base of 
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the Pindeno Mountain Range and just south of Aravaipa Canyon's 
wilderness area should not even be a consideration of routes. There is no 
reason to destroy the view and desert heading into this wilderness area 
with unsightly lines and wind turbines. The only logical proposal is to 
remain out of the Aravaipa Valley. 

345 

Your proposal to build windmills and power lines through southern 
Arizona is just plain wrong. I bought 36 acres in the Eureka Springs 
Ranch near Willcox and Safford, Arizona and it is so clean and beautiful 
right now. I do not want you to screw it up for the pleasure of the idiots 
that live in California. Let them build more windmills over there. When 
you drive the southern route to the Los Angeles area and you go through 
the area where they have all the thousands of windmills it makes you 
want to puke. Don't ruin my land for the pleasure of others. I paid for it 
with hard earned money and it is mine. 

347 

Others who reside in the "Preferred Alternative" corridor live there 
because of the esthetics of rural living. It is unlikely that the construction 
of two 500 kv power transmission lines running through their property or 
within their line of vision [San Antonio] will take place without 
numerous protests. 

361 

Visual and quality of life resources: The proposed route would have 
many adverse visual impacts. The land in the San Antonio area is 
becoming increasingly used for residences, and most people do not care 
to look at a view of high voltage transmission lines and towers, nor do 
they care to live near them. In addition, the route parallels I-25 for a 
significant distance, and while this is not high mountain beauty, there is 
certainly a spare elegance in the scenery along this route that would be 
violated by high voltage transmission lines and the maintenance roads. 

373 

My hope is that this line will not be routed through Bosque del Apache 
nor any other areas of the state where tourism may be impacted. Please 
be thoughtful in your choices. Luna Co. is just at the threshold of 
residential, commercial, and tourism growth. Don't create an eyesore. 

377 

I am a homeowner in the Klondyke area. I am opposed to having the 
location of the transmission line running thru this area. I plan on retiring 
in this area in a few years and would rather not have transmission lines 
ruining the beauty of the surrounding mountains and landscape. I 
strongly oppose the transmission lines running through Klondyke area or 
the surrounding areas. 

380 

Regarding the Transmission Study Corridor and proposed route, I am 
concerned about the proximity of the new transmission line to the 
Bosque Del Apache NWR and the town of San Antonio. The proposed 
route appears to follow Hwy 380 and would pass through San Antonio. 
This could have a detrimental effect on the viewscape of the town. 

385 

I live in the San Pedro River Valley. I have read about the SunZia 
Transmission project and I am opposed to the idea. Not only for the fact 
that it will add a different view of our landscape, but also the impact it 
will have on the environment. 

388 

Visual resources: I currently look out my kitchen window across 
irrigated fields, watch my horses grazing, see hummingbirds, 
roadrunners, deer, pheasants, turkey and other birds. I definitely do not 
want to see large transmission lines. These would definitely be unsightly 
and degrade the visual resources. The southern route would not be seen 
by near as many people. 
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393 

As a general request, I hope that the location of substation and power line 
would be secluded as possible from the view from public roads and 
private homes. 

394 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through Gila Valley and 
the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and recreation 
resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley and visitors to the Coronado 
National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. The alternate 
route through the Sulphur Springs Valley on the south side of the 
Pinaleno Mountains also negatively affects visual and land and 
recreation resources for visitors to the Coronado National Forest. The 
area in southeast Arizona comprising the Coronado National Forest and 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area is relatively unspoiled visually 
and offers exceptional views and provides opportunities to enjoy our 
public lands in a scenic, rugged, and visually stimulating environment 
free of industry and urban sprawl. The nature of the area provides many 
visual vantage points for the casual visitor wishing to stay on established 
roads or for the more spirited who wish to venture off the beaten path. 
Allowing theses large electric transmission lines on the adjacent BLM 
lands on the proposed line route will have a profound and long-lasting 
negative impact for those who visit Coronado National Forest and the 
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area and live in the surrounding Gila 
Valley communities. Large electric transmission lines scar our lands 
remaining for generations past ours. We would all be better served by 
visually preserving our national Forests and Wilderness Areas viewed 
from within and afar. 

396 

Own approximately 2,400 contiguous acres surveyed and approved for 
sub-dividing into plus or minus 160 acre parcels. Would be concerned 
about visual issues. 

399 
I moved into this area [Klondyke] 34 years ago. Because it is a pristine, 
beautiful wilderness area. Your proposed route would destroy all of this. 

403 

We are in the cattle ranching and hunting business here in Arivaipa 
canyon. We understand your line would be coming across our ranch. We 
are very much against this project. We moved to this area because of its 
remoteness. Also having to look at this line would be bad enough. This 
could be very disruptive to our business, and our way of life. 

410 

We moved here a year ago from Utah to enjoy the beauty of the Sonora 
desert. We believe the transmission pole's and wires would distract the 
beauty of the Redington Conservation area. 

415 Do not want to look at power lines purchased property to look at nature. 

416 

Visual effect of huge power lines: Run the lines where the natural 
environment has already been marred by pipelines, railroads, or major 
highways. 

422 

Alternative routing of the power lines would absolutely ruin Arivaipa 
Canyon. Aravaipa Canyon is an area that needs to remain untouched by 
development. By routing power lines through there, it would ruin the 
natural beauty of the area and would disrupt the wildlife in the area. 

424 

We are against these 2 proposed power line routes thru our scenic 
pristine San Pedro River Valley Watershed, scarring of the landscape 
with roads and the visual impact of 2 ugly power line stretching across 
our pristine landscape 

426 
The route along Hwy 26 and NM Hwy 27 was long ago declared a 
"Scenic ByWay" and there are signs posted designating that status. Land 
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owners where property will be crossed by the "proposed" route in this 
area will suffer financial impacts due to loss in value of property located 
anywhere near the proposed transmission line. New Mexico residents 
will suffer the negative impacts of these proposed power lines, and all 
the related energy development will clutter the skyline in northeast Luna 
County for generations to come. This project is intended primarily to 
benefit residents and business in Arizona and California at the expense of 
New Mexico and even the construction crews and materials will be 
brought in from out of state. Only SunZia and their out of state partners 
stand to benefit financially at the expense of New Mexico and its 
residents. However the alternative route located farther east along the 
Dona Ana County line has advantages over the preferred route. The 
eastern alternative goes thru a more rural area thus not creating as many 
negative visual impacts or lowering adjacent property values quite as 
much. 

429 

I live in the San Pedro Valley off of Gamex Road. The existing power 
line cross my land and are visually not very pretty but to erect 160' tall 
towers? These would be visually obscene and totally destroy the value of 
my property not to mention destroy the natural beauty of an almost 
pristine area of land. 

438 

As beautiful as the protected area, this is a pristine valley; home to 
natural peace, rare serenity and unspoiled views. Transmission lines and 
their accompanying maintenance road would irreversibly change this 
valley's environmental stability. The currently spectacular views would 
no longer be unmarred – strung with high-voltage wires and towers 
reaching between 150 and 200 feet into the once uncharged air. 

442 

As a resident of Arizona and an avid outdoors woman, I would hate to 
see the destruction caused by power lines installed. Since I was a little 
girl, my 11 siblings – parents and I were frequent visitors to Salazar 
Ranch, and surrounding areas. Our father loved the views and hunting 
and we can't imagine how the area would be affected! The visual is an 
important as the terrain is natural – untainted! Please use the highways – 
roadways you already have! 

460 

The currently proposed alternative route through the San Pedro River 
valley is a very poor and destructive choice for the SunZia transmission 
lines. The towers would be ugly and visually disruptive, ruining the 
beautiful sky and mountain views. 

462 

My husband and I spent our savings for the down payment on 80 acres in 
the Aravaipa Valley to eventually build our dream home on – and to 
retire on this beautiful land. We highly object to your proposed path for 
the SunZia project. 
We purchase the land due to the incredible views and untouched desert. 
Please do not ruin our plans and dreams when you have alternate paths 
thru existing high tension line routes (your southernmost alternative 
shown on your maps). 

472 

We live in the town of Bingham. Not only are they going to be ugly, 
they're going to ruin the view. I think those are our main concerns: The 
property values and the view We were going to open up part of the 
property to campers, and how can we do that with a View like that? It 
would destroy the value of the place completely concerns. 

485 

We would prefer that the location of the power line not be parallel to 
191, that it be placed South and take the route paralleling I-10 and go 
northwest on the western slope of Mt. Graham. It would have lower 
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impact on houses, and it just wouldn't be so ugly. It wouldn't be so ugly 
driving down 191 with a big power line. Anyway, that's our preference, 
that they locate it not parallel to 191. 

489 

And one of my questions is why can't you just – since you've already got 
view sheds already destroyed, why can't you just put it a long side there? 
Why go into a valley? The Aravaipa Valley now is pretty much like it 
was fifty or sixty years ago. It doesn't have these eye sores or these 
things that are just taking away from the view shed and the pristineness 
of that area. 

494 

We live and operate a museum-movie set on the Cascabel Road just past 
mile marker 7. One of our best features is an almost totally free of 
obstruction view. We already have power poles to the north of us that 
can be clearly seen. To have them east of us would surely impact our 
business in a very negative way. Our eastern view of the mountain is by 
far our best selling point to film makers and to our tourists. Please, we 
are not a high dollar business only a small mom-pop type. Having poles 
to our area would possibly close us down. 

516 
If the lines were to go through the [Windmill Ranch] it would lower 
property values as well as ruin our views. 

522 

I own property in Windmill Ranches, Ancho New Mexico. I did not buy 
this property to have power lines run through it. I bought it for the clean 
untouched view. Power lines, the use of our roads will destroy what we 
bought it for.  

533 

Socorro is a poor county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, 
held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is a great income generating 
event. Tourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, and 
anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting is 
going to have a negative impact. 

552 

On behalf of The Socorro Electric Cooperative, Inc, I would like to 
express my concern on the proposed transmission route that is located 
near the Bosque Del Apache National Wildlife Game Refuge. Socorro 
Electric Cooperative partnered with Bosque Del Apache to place all over 
head electric distribution facilities underground, The intention of this 
project was to eliminate bird contacts and keep the aesthetic qualities of 
the area preserved. 

Socorro 
Electric 
Cooperative 

558 

Visual resource corridors need to be developed for areas along NM state 
Highway 380. the stretch of road between Carrizozo and San Antonio, 
NM is one of the last undeveloped landscapes in the state offering scenic 
views of vast expanses of central New Mexico. There are not enough 
route options to be analyzed through this corridor as all of the proposed 
routes follow the same course and there is not enough variability 
between them to allow for an adequate analysis. Additional route options 
need be designated that traverse the area of the proposed substation 
location. One such option would be to follow Highway 54 south towards 
Alamogordo and west through Las Cruces. The proposed corridor will 
impact an existing BLM scenic byway. 

595 

Visual resource management should be an integral planning 
consideration for transmission lines. To the greatest extent possible, 
viewshed areas designated as visual resource management Class II 
should be avoided, and Class I areas should be excluded from 
development altogether. Recommendations: BLM should direct 
transmission line development to alternate locations away from sensitive 
viewshed areas that qualify as visual resource management Class II and 

The 
Wilderness 
Society 
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areas identified as high quality viewsheds in public comments. BLM 
should exclude Class I visual resource management areas from 
development. Any impacts which are unavoidable should be minimized 
and mitigated to the greatest extent possible. 

610 

I support the development and use of alternative energy sources, but in a 
way that does not degrade the natural and scenic environment of our 
multi-state region. 

636 

Like other owners, I bought this [Windmill Ranch] property because of 
its quiet, rural location and 50 plus mile unobstructed viewscapes of the 
mountains to the south and west. 

688 

I own a lot in the Windmill Ranches subdivision in Ancho, NM. It 
appears that your proposed power line project will affect the ranch. I am 
a stargazer and purchased the lot for the sole purpose of enjoying my 
stargazing hobby under the clear dark obstruction free New Mexico 
skies. Putting up high tension towers and their lines will obstruct the sky 
thus affecting the enjoyment of my hobby. 

699 

The power lines should be kept from public view as much as possible, 
such as the ones west of Springerville, AZ. I think it is preferable to have 
the lines lumbering through the countryside rather than along the 
highway for miles. If possible, the substation should be out of public 
view also. 

856 

The placement of transmission towers along the proposed route adjacent 
to US Highway 54 will introduce a visual impairment to the scenic 
beauty of the area. Otero County 

848 

The northernmost SunZia alignments proposed for New Mexico, which 
cross the Rio Grande near the Bosque del Apache, will likely directly 
impact several significant cultural resources, including the southernmost 
extent of a nearly continuous cluster of medium to large prehistoric 
pueblo villages located along the Rio Grande Valley, in the path of the 
proposed routes. In addition to causing direct adverse effects, the 
proposed alignments could visually mar this virtually intact prehistoric 
landscape and destroy its historic context. NTHP/CDA 

CODE 060.00 Recreation 

8 

Bosque Del Apache is, in my mind, the premier wildlife refuge in the 
lower 48. I have visited many times. Each time I have visited I have 
stayed for days, often two weeks at a time. I have photographed, I have 
recommended this place to many people, both friends and the people 
who take the photo tours I lead in Yellowstone national park in the 
summer. 

16 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through Gila Valley 
adjacent to the Pinaleno Mountains will have a permanent negative 
impact on the land, as well as on the visual and recreation resources of 
the Coronado National Forest located there. 

49 

Natural areas are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug 
up, destroyed and over-developed. The land there is truly beautiful as it 
is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled! I as well as many of my 
friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
area on day trips. 

61 

Please reconsider your proposal to run transmission lines through the 
Aravaipa Canyon area near Klondyke, Arizona. In addition to the 
ranchers and other who live there, there are numerous hikers, visitors, 
campers, and hunters that frequent this area throughout the year which 
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would be adversely affected. 

90 

The proposed route appears to go through the Department's Cluff Ranch 
Wildlife Area. The proposed route would conflict with the Department's 
Management Plan for Cluff Ranch by potentially decreasing wildlife and 
recreation values at the Wildlife Area. AZGFD 

110 

I have lived in Arizona from more than 30 years. One of the reasons that 
I choose to live in the Southwest was the access to Wilderness areas for 
hiking. If we allow ourselves to put power line through them they will no 
longer be the valuable resource that they are now. 

113 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through the Gila Valley 
and the Aravaipa Valley will negatively affect visual and land and 
recreation resources for the citizens of the Gila Valley and visitors to the 
Coronado National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. 
The alternate route through the Sulphur Springs Valley on the south side 
of the Pinaleno Mountains also negatively affects visual and land and 
recreation resources for visitors to the Coronado National Forest. The 
area in southeast Arizona comprising the Coronado National Forest and 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area is relatively unspoiled visually 
and offers exceptional views and provides opportunities to enjoy our 
public lands in a scenic, rugged, and visually stimulating environment 
free of industry and urban sprawl. The nature of the area provides many 
visual vantage points for the casual visitor wishing to stay on established 
roads or for the more spirited who wish to venture off the beaten path. 

115 

This wilderness has many uses...the use of the hunting opportunities in 
this specific area. There is Javalina, Mountain Lion, and Deer in this 
location that many go to hunt every year. 

159 

I am writing on behalf of the Continental Divide Trail Alliance (CDTA). 
The Continental Divide National Scenic Trail was designated by 
Congress in 1978 as a unit of the National Trails System. The 3,100 mile 
CDT traverses the magnificent Continental Divide between Mexico and 
Canada. It travels through 25 National Forests, 21 Wilderness areas, 3 
National Parks, 1 National Monument, 8 BLM resource areas and 
through the states of Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado and New 
Mexico. The vision for the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail is to 
create a primitive and challenging backcountry trail on or near the 
Continental Divide to provide people with the opportunity to experience 
the unique and incredibly scenic qualities of the area. For many of the 
same reasons National Parks are established, National Scenic Trails are 
created to conserve the nationally significant scenic, historic, natural and 
cultural qualities of the area. In addition, National Scenic Trails are 
designed for recreation and the enjoyment of these very special places. 
We would like to minimize the impacts of utility developments and their 
associated facilities on the Trail's resources. In order to provide the 
highest quality experience on the CDT, at this point, we would prefer the 
identified alternative route that would locate the proposed transmission 
lines near the Interstate 10 corridor in Hidalgo County through 
Lordsburg, NM. We support and encourage the following guidelines 
when identifying areas, where when necessary to cross, parallel or 
otherwise include the CDT, utility lines and facilities may be located as 
to reduce their impacts to the CDT: Location is where the CDT crosses 
an existing state or federal highway or highway intersection. CDTA 

232 
I am opposed to the proposed route for the power lines following Hwy 
380... it has the potential to impact negatively the economy of the area 
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from loss of bird watchers and other outdoor enthusiasts. I know that 
projects like these are necessary, but surely there are more isolated routes 
where the impact would be less. I know the expense of underground 
burial of lines is probably prohibitive, but somewhere along the line 
consideration of wildlife and the scenic views need consideration. 

256 
Please do not ruin Klondyke and the surrounding areas for those who live 
and vacation there. 

341 

We have antelope hunters from all over the United States that hunt 3 
days each fall. Most fill out the first day and then stay of another 2 or 3 
days just to enjoy the quiet and peacefulness and mostly the open space 
and the views. Is this not important? 

421 
I plan on using the areas for recreation and do not want to see power 
lines. This is supposed to be a wilderness area. 

557 

We have a community there, of folks who like the place, for the way it 
looks. This has a high degree of value to most of us. This is a major 
reason we chose to invest in the San Pedro Valley in the first place. 
There's an idea called ecotourism. Some of us depend on visitation by the 
general public, to help us survive out there. It is a great place to visit for 
camping, hunting, bird watching, hiking and many recreational activities. 

613 

Electromagnetic fields would negatively affect property use and value, 
recreational values, as well as wildlife, and consequently affect hunting 
and recreational experiences in the area [Cascabel.] 

624 
Further, the lines and their service roads would complicate ranch 
management and recreational vistas [San Pedro River Valley.]  

CODE 070.00 Biological Resources 

10 

Transmission lines and industrial-scale renewable energy installations 
could also adversely impact much of the remaining intact habitat in the 
southwest through direct impacts as well as fragmentation, thereby 
further threatening already rare and endangered species. Therefore, to the 
largest extent possible, siting conflicts between renewable energy 
projects and the rare and endangered resources should be avoided 
through careful planning and a robust NEPA process. Any remaining 
impacts that cannot be completely avoided must be minimized and the 
remaining impact fully mitigated. consider a meaningful range of 
alternatives that avoid significant impacts to resources including, but not 
limited to, impacts to species, habitats, riparian areas, ACECs, and water 
resources. consider all impacts of the project in conjunction with other 
threats to the environment including, for example, impacts to species and 
habitats due to climate change and persistent drought; *consider the 
project in the context of Federal, state, and local area planning – 
specifically, on public lands along with any proposed RMP amendments, 
the DEIS must consider how the piecemeal designation of a new energy 
corridor in this area may undermine long-term planning given that many 
of the RMP's at issue are outdated. 

Center for 
Biological 
Diversity 

10c 

Impacts to Listed Species and Habitats Should be Avoided. The 
proposed project would, at minimum, impact rare riparian habitat in the 
Arizona and New Mexico deserts including areas designated as critical 
habitat for at least three species listed under the ESA: the endangered 
Southwestern willow flycatcher, threatened Loach minnow, and 
threatened spikedace. The DEIS should include at least one, and 
preferable more than one, alternative that would avoid all impacts to 
designated critical habitat and listed species in the project area. To the 

Center for 
Biological 
Diversity 
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contrary, however, it appears that all of the proposed alternatives in the 
"SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Preliminary Study Corridors" 
map, date March 5, 2009, would impact several of the critical habitat 
areas for the species identified above and other rear riparian habitat as 
well as significantly fragmenting other habitats it passes through. Indeed, 
one of the proposed alternatives impacts designated critical habitat for an 
additional species – critical habitat for the endangered Gila chub. A more 
robust identification of alternatives is clearly needed in the DEIS. 
Moreover, the DEIS must adequately consider the significant impacts 
caused by fragmentation of existing habitat due to the proposed line as 
well as the roads that would be put in place for construction and 
maintenance of the line. The benefits to species from maintaining large 
intact habitat areas and movement corridors are well documented and 
must be considered in the DEIS and particularly in the development of 
alternatives. In addition to listed species, the project area is also home to 
many BLM sensitive species, State species of concern, and native plant 
populations that should be protected. 

10c  

In this instance, much of the project are for the proposed SunZia line as 
presented in the scoping documents supports a variety of rare and 
threatened species and the line would cause direct, indirect and 
cumulative impacts to those species and habitats including causing 
increased fragmentation of habitat. 

Center for 
Biological 
Diversity 

34 

It is not necessary to undo conservationist measures already in place such 
as protected lands in the San Pedro River Valley or the Bosque del 
Apache in order to implement green energy projects. Protection of 
wildlife habitat can continue along with production and delivery of green 
energy if we act locally and think smaller projects rather than large. 
Everybody can win, including the birds, animals, rural conservationists 
and city dwellers. A new way of looking at the supply and delivery of 
energy is the truly green approach. 
With consideration for both the need of habitat conservation and for 
efficient energy production and delivery, I request the BLM to protect 
the wild lands we already have from further development of energy 
transmission projects. 

35 

The proposed SunZia transmission corridor should follow the existing 
transmission corridor to minimize cumulative impacts to natural 
resources. The proposed route from Deming to Lordsburg includes 
creation of a new corridor to the north of the existing corridor. Apart 
from some settlement areas around Deming, we would prefer to see that 
the proposed route follows the existing transmission corridor to minimize 
new land disturbance causing associated problems with habitat loss, 
erosion, etc. In general, the proposed transmission line and any energy 
project associated with the transmission line should avoid sensitive 
Chihuahuan Desert grassland, identified as international priority for 
conservation. 

Gila 
Resources 
Information 
Project 
(GRIP) 

36 

This area should be avoided because it is a pristine environment. It is one 
of the few areas left in the State of Arizona that is still wild. At the 
moment there are few people and very little development. Because of 
this wildlife can move freely through their natural corridors and live 
undisturbed lives in their natural habitats. The construction of this 
transmission line would severely alter this environment. The new roads 
built alongside the lines would make easy access for many more people 
to invade this unique environment. There would be fewer and fewer 
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places for the wildlife survive. I ask the BLM and SunZia to please leave 
the Aravaipa Valley undisturbed and wild. 

81 

The broader concern is that should these transmission lines be built in 
lieu of locally generated power, that they not disrupt wildlife. It is 
obvious that the process of construction will have a bad, if temporary, 
effect. Roads, encouraging ORV'ers and hunters in locations previously 
inaccessible, will have a bad effect. The bad effect that I would anticipate 
is an actual decrease in wildlands usable by the animals as well as 
fragmentation. These concerns apply to any areas that have been 
previously remote, most of which would be in the highlands. I am 
encouraged by the June 15th agreement between the Western Governors 
and Cabinet secretaries "to work together on protecting wildlife corridors 
essential to the survival of migratory animals such as pronghorn, caribou, 
mule deer, and elk." We don't have big migrations here, but Agriculture 
Secretary Vilsack also said, "It is important that we take steps to protect 
our country's wildlife corridors as we plan infrastructure for a new 
energy future and updated transportation systems." (http://www.ens-
ewswire.com!ens!jun2009/2009-06-IS-092.asp) I hope that that attitude 
is adopted during consideration of the SunZia project. My other concern 
is for riparian areas near the lines. However, it is part of the bigger 
picture of private land being near riparian corridors, and riparian 
corridors attract a lot of wildlife.  

81c 

With respect to the San Pedro River Valley, I note that your maps 
indicate that despite its being SW Willow Flycatcher habitat, it is also 
marked as a "moderate opportunity area." In any event, the San Pedro 
River valley has been declared one of the "last great places" by the 
Nature Conservancy. Although the valley has suffered the ill effects of 
excessive groundwater pumping and the once fully flowing river, rich 
with wildlife is a mere shadow of its former self, it remains the last free-
flowing river in the Southwest and a hugely important wildlife corridor. 

90 

The Department opposes any route that follows the San Pedro River 
Valley and the FourMile Creek area between the Galiuro and Aravaipa 
Wildernesses which is currently undeveloped. The Department has 
identified an important wildlife corridor between the Galiuros and 
Aravaipa to connect bighorn sheep habitat in that area. The San Pedro 
River watershed supports several wildlife species. Parts of the watershed 
have excellent mule deer and javelina habitat which provides high 
quality hunting opportunities for the public. In addition, the watershed 
supports many listed and candidate species. Any route within the San 
Pedro River watershed will have an impact on the watershed. Cumulative 
impacts should be analyzed for all species in the watershed if this route is 
chosen. AZGFD 

90c 

One of the proposed alternatives appears to run just south of the 
Aravaipa Ecosystem Management Plan (AEMP) area. The AEMP did 
not anticipate any new transmission lines and did not assess the impacts 
associated with construction of a utility line. Neither the AEMP nor the 
BLM Safford District Resource Management Plan designated the 
proposed or alternative routes as utility corridors. In fact, the lands 
between the AEMP and the Coronado National Forest (Galiuro 
Mountains) were designated for BLM acquisition due to their high 
resource values. This area is on the edge of desert bighorn sheep habitat 
and is excellent mule deer, whitetail, and javelina habitat.  
The proposed route appears to go through the Department's Cluff Ranch AZGFD 
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Wildlife Area. The proposed route would conflict with the Department's 
Management Plan for Cluff Ranch by potentially decreasing wildlife and 
recreation values at the Wildlife Area. 

90c 

The proposed route also appears traverse the Department's newly 
acquired lands along the San Pedro River at the Aravaipa confluence. 
The lands were acquired by the Department to protect important breeding 
habitat for Southwest willow flycatcher (WIFL) and numerous other 
species. It has a high density of WIFL nesting areas, includes critical 
habitat for spike dace and loach minnow, and is habitat for a number of 
sensitive species including lowland leopard frog and yellow-billed 
cuckoo. This route would negatively impact the wildlife and their habitat 
in this new wildlife area. The Department realizes the proposed route is 
north of the Peloncillo Mountain Wilderness Area; however, the route 
appears to still pass through the mountain range which is critical desert 
bighorn sheep habitat. The San Simon Valley has existing pronghorn 
habitat as well as potential pronghorn habitat. The Department has built 
wildlife water catchment to help promote habitat suitability of the area. 
The proposed route appears to be adjacent to at least one of our wildlife 
water catchments (Timber Draw). AZGFD 

90c 

The alternative route between the proposed Willow Substation and the 
Winchester Substation is an existing power line route, which the 
Department typically prefers. However, it passes through the Winchester 
Mountains which has good deer habitat and a Mexican spotted owl PAC. 
The route also passes through Allen Flat which is one of the 
Department's prime hunting habitat for pronghorn. The last couple 
alternative routes pass through Sulphur Springs valley which supports a 
variety of wildlife such as pronghorn, Ornate box turtles, and Sandhill 
cranes. Any new roads, as well as the power line would have impacts on 
those species, especially Sandhill cranes which use fields in the valley 
and are known to collide with power lines. Further north in the Aravaipa 
Valley, the power line would create new roads through quality mule deer 
and javelina habitat. AZGFD 

93 

Conservation efforts have been focused along the lower San Pedro River 
because of the large stands of cottonwood willow forest and extensive 
mesquite bosques that support a diversity of species, several of which are 
threatened or endangered. Although the transmission lines themselves 
may not interfere with these habitats, the potential necessity to 
periodically clear vegetation beneath the lines certainly needs to be taken 
into consideration when long-term impacts are assessed. It would be 
preferable to locate the transmission line in an area of the river where 
vegetation is low-growing and sparse, i.e., where the water table is deep 
and does not support tall, dense riparian vegetation. The GIS map sent to 
EPG shows the location of four properties owned in fee by SRP, which 
were acquired as mitigation for impacts to endangered species at 
Roosevelt Lake, specifically the endangered Southwestern willow 
flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) and the yellow-billed cuckoo 
(Coccyzux americanus). These lands secure, in part, SRP's Incidental 
Take Permit (ITP), issued by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under 
the Endangered Species Act, which allows us to store water in Roosevelt 
Lake, a major source of water for the Phoenix metropolitan area. The 
proposed transmission line crossing at Aravaipa Creek passes through 
one and near two other of these mitigation properties. Any impacts to 
these mitigation lands would need to be fully offset, following the SRP 
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requirements of the Roosevelt Lake ITP and associated Habitat 
Conservation Plan. Mitigation lands must contain large, contiguous 
stands of tall, dense riparian habitat that supports breeding flycatchers 
and must be located so the riparian habitat can be managed effectively. If 
a mitigation property is bisected or partially impacted, replacement of 
only the impacted portions would not necessarily meet the terms of the 
ITP and HCP. 

111 

I live in the San Pedro River valley, about 25 miles north of Benson. It is 
an area rich in biological and archeological resources, and as the last 
free-flowing river in AZ, a very major migratory bird corridor as well as 
having areas that are protected by Conservation Easements held by the 
USBR to protect the Southwest Willow Flycatcher. The valley is 
sparsely populated, allowing the cross corridors between the Winchester 
and Galliuro mountain ranges to the east and the Rincon and Santa 
Catalina ranges on the western side of the watershed to serve as very 
viable "sky island" connections for wildlife migration. 

161 

I know the power lines in question will affect the lives of thousands of 
people, but they will also affect wildlife and their habitat hundreds of 
thousands in the years in making, animals and plants that also rely on this 
area for their very lives. They and their habitat have been here far longer 
than we humans have. I am certain that individuals of the most 
technologically advanced nation in the world can find a viable solution to 
this environmental dilemma. 

195 

This is asinine. Do you gentlemen have any clue about the millions of 
man hours, not to mention millions of dollars that have been exet1ed and 
spent in ensuring the survival and recovery of the Sandhill Crane, the 
several species of Snow Geese, and the endangered Pintail Duck. There 
is an abundance of land well to the south of San Antonio, N.M. that 
could be procured and used to satisfy your needs. I would also like to 
point out that there are several species of mammals that reside on the 
BLM lands you propose to encroach upon that are also threatened or 
endangered. 

289 

How can we say we are helping the environment with renewable 
resources, when the very means by which they are delivered ravage the 
environment itself? There has to be a better way than trampling through 
the habitats of countless numbers of animals and plant life. 

326 

Contrary to your poster of the Biological Resources and Cultural and 
Paleontological Opportunities and Constraints on display at the scoping 
sessions, the San Pedro Valley is not a "low" area of concern. The 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), The Bureau of Reclamation, The 
Nature Conservancy (TNC), Pima County, Center for Desert 
Archaeology and others have invested heavily here because they 
recognize it as an area of critical environmental and cultural concern. 
And it is not just the main stem San Pedro River; scientists have become 
more cognizant of how ecosystems work together, and how 
fragmentation depletes their sustainability. These are points that the 
Cascabel Working Group (CWG) and its extensive network of support 
made in opposition to the proposed I-10 bypass route – that followed a 
nearly identical path as SunZia's proposal – which eventually won over 
the Arizona Department of Transportation to drop it. I wish to make clear 
that this is not a NIMBY concern. It is a "Not In Our Environmentally 
Critical Areas" concern. The CWG opposed the I-10 bypass despite the 
fact that many would have profited from increased property values and 
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easier access. A group of neighbors, of which I am a part, recently 
donated some 1,700 acres of conservation easements to TNC, through 
which the proposed SunZia route map passes. Locals are educated about 
the specialness of this area, and are willing to give of their time and 
resources to protect it. 

381 

The San Pedro River Valley is one of the lynch pins of North American 
biodiversity. Over 400 bird species, countless mammals, etc. rely upon it 
for migration routes, food, and shelter as attested by numerous scientific 
studies. More disturbance, construction, roads, etc. will damage this 
priceless resource and invite continued degradation of the landscape via 
the access roads and the vehicles that will use them on an ever increasing 
basis (ATV's, off-road vehicles). 

385 

Putting in new roads will destroy natural habitat and make it easier for 
trespassing. I also think the route through San Pedro, Redington, and 
Aravaipa would do damage to riparian areas that is home to many 
different species. 

466 

Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened fish species, the 
spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the only waterway in Arizona 
still to have all of its native fish species. Other species of special concern 
in the creek and nearby are four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail 
chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three bird species (yellow-
billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the desert tortoise, and the 
desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa Canyon and its watershed 
constitute a unique environment and an ecologically sensitive area. In 
fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has been called the "crown jewel" 
of the wilderness areas administrated by BLM. Protection of the special 
aspects of this environment is a very high priority for [Aravaipa Property 
Owners Association] APOA and the proposed transmission line route 
would threaten the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness in a number of ways. (I) 
The proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek on 
the east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek watershed 
for much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in the 
watershed and the creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native 
species. (2) The proposed route would block the important wildlife 
corridor between the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro 
Wilderness in the Coronado National Forest. This area is an essential 
wildlife corridor for many animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black 
bears, mountain lions, and mule deer, and it connects these two 
ecologically pristine areas. 

549 

Habitat Fragmentation – Transmission line corridors and renewable 
generation create habitat fragmentation. Analysis needs to be done to 
identify intact habitat types that will be segmented by the proposed route 
and associated development. This analysis needs to evaluate the expected 
impacts of fragmentation versus a range of alternatives such as 
distributed load based generation. 

595 

Today in Arizona, these riparian and wetland communities have become 
totally restricted to drainages that provide the necessary water supply 
throughout the growth season. Riparian corridors are the most 
endangered of Arizona's environments, with less than 10 percent 
remaining in an essentially natural state. These remaining corridors 
support an amount of species that is very disproportionate to their size. 
They are crucial corridors for species movement and stopover points for 
migrating species. [32] listed special status species in the Aravaipa 

Wilderness 
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Canyon watershed. 

655 

My family owns a farm just north of Highway 380 in San Antonio, NM. 
These power lines would interfere with the fields under cultivation. It 
would also adversely affect the animals and birds in the area. Every year 
hundreds of migratory humming birds reach our farm; with humming 
from power lines, they may take an alternate route. 

851 

The Nature Conservancy would also recommend that on-site biological 
assessments may play an important part in reducing impacts to wildlife. 
Within the general route identified as having the least impact [far eastern 
route that runs along the eastern border of White Sands Missile Range 
and crosses the Rio Grande just north of the Texas border], there may be 
numerous opportunities to reduce impacts by adjusting siting 
recommendations on a relatively smaller scale.  TNC 

825 

Two environmental areas of concern are the Aplomado Falcon release 
program and the Todsen's Pennyroyal conservation effort. Significant 
coordination and impact assessments need to be done to resolve any 
potential impact on these two environmental areas of concern. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

CODE 071.00 Waterfowl/Migratory Birds 

4 

The friends of Bosque, Bosque del Apache NWR, private citizens, 
conservation groups, and other federal, state and local agencies, are 
concerned about 2 proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission 
lines through south and central New Mexico. The lines will transfer 
energy produced through wind and solar generators east of the corridor 
once it is established. The transmission route requires crossing the Rio 
Grande, and the proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San 
Antonio just north of the Refuge. This proposal transects the flight path 
used by migratory birds including the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and 
ducks that travel up and down the river valley. Alternate routes take the 
power lines across the river between the Refuge and Hatch, New Mexico 
and along the boundary of White Sands Missile Range. Although one of 
these southern routes may be preferred due to the apparent lesser impact 
on the birds, there is not enough data available to make such an 
important statement at this time. 

6 

The proposed SunZia transmission line needs to be sited on or along the 
White Sands Missile Range boundary, and NOT run through the village 
of San Antonio, nor cross the Rio Grande between San Antonio and Luis 
Lopez. The Migratory Flyway: hundreds of thousands of migrating 
waterfowl navigate the Rio Grande, moving north and south seasonally, 
right down in the greenbelt which the power line would cross 
perpendicularly. The cranes are very large birds, they feed in the fields, 
October through March. The proposal is dangerous to the many 
migrating fowl. Scenic/Tourism: human birders now stay at B&Bs and 
avian sanctuaries directly in the path of the birds and the route alternative 
to the north of San Antonio. The growing business would be disrupted 
due to visual blight and the birds being disrupted. 

8 

Bosque Del Apache is, in my mind, the premier wildlife refuge in the 
lower 48. I have visited many times. Each time I have visited I have 
stayed for days, often two weeks at a time. I have photographed, I have 
recommended this place to many people, both friends and the people 
who take the photo tours I lead in Yellowstone national park in the 
summer. It is not just Bosque that concerns me, but the potential threat to 
the flyway. After all, Bosque was built by the CCC to restore habitat to 
the seriously endangered, at the time, Sandhill Cranes. I remember the 
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projects to introduce Whooping Cranes to Bosque and recall power lines 
along their migratory route was part of problem in getting a population 
established. If we add more power lines, we threatened a number of 
species which our nation worked hard to save. It seems we are going 
backwards here. Certainly with modern technology we can find ways to 
balance our need for electricity with protection of species important to 
the balance of nature. 

11 

I wanted to comment on the proposed transmission lines south of San 
Antonio NM, which will by any reasonable standard be a huge threat to 
the safety of the birds migrating down that corridor to the Bosque del 
Apache Wildlife Refuge. 

19 

Katie McLanem RPh of Las Cruces is opposed to the power lines 
planned near the Bosque, partly because it may disrupt migration or 
injure migrating birds, and partly because they are ugly. 

33 

The proposed and alternative transmission routes through central New 
Mexico will avoid crossing directly through the Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge, however in skirting around the actual refuge 
lands, the proposed and alternative routes will bisect the ecoregional 
conservation area known as the "Bosque Wilderness Area" (please note: 
this is not a federal designation) as identified on the attached map. The 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge includes 10 miles of Rio 
Grande River frontage and is a critical migratory stopover along the 
Rocky Mountain Flyway. The Refuge is a destination for migrating 
waterbirds, neotropical migrants, shorebirds and raptors, including 
threatened, endangered and imperiled species. The EIS should evaluate 
the impacts of the proposed and alternative transmission line routes on 
the migration corridors of these species -including cranes, waterfowl and 
raptors – as they fly in and out of the habitat contained in the National 
Wildlife Refuge. Design elements for the proposed and alternative routes 
can be used to minimize the mitigation needed to address impacts to 
these species. The EIS should also evaluate design alternatives that 
include burying the transmission line as it crosses the migratory corridor 
and off-site mitigation to compensate for lost habitat. TNC 

34 

The problem of electro-magnetic interference with migratory paths and 
with the life-cycles of birds and other animals in the immediate 
proximity of the lines. New times call for new methods. A new way of 
looking at the supply and delivery of energy is the truly green approach. 
With consideration for both the need of habitat conservation and for 
efficient energy production and delivery, I request the BLM to protect 
the wild lands we already have from further development of energy 
transmission projects. 

39 

As a professional ornithologist, and as a frequent, long-time visitor to 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, I must protest your 
proposal to install high-capacity transmission lines in the vicinity of San 
Antonio, north of the Bosque Refuge. Erection of such transmission lines 
in this area almost certainly would prove devastating to numbers of large 
birds such as eagles and other large raptors, and especially geese and 
Sandhill Cranes which frequent this entire area in immense numbers 
during the migration seasons and throughout the winter. Surely available 
is some alternate route that would provide significantly less impact on 
the environment and avoid the destruction of birdlife that likely would be 
associated with the present proposal. Many of my friends and colleagues 
are, like me, proponents of improved energy projects BUT NOT AT 
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THE EXPENSE OF A MAJOR WILDLIFE RESOURCE. 

52 

The currently proposed route through San Antonio is completely 
unacceptable, as it would have a very strong negative impact on the 
flyway of thousands of cranes, geese, ducks, and other migratory birds 
which travel through this area to the Bosque del Apache annually. Some, 
in fact, make flights through this area daily in the winter to feeding 
grounds north of the Bosque, then return to the Bosque for safe roosting 
at night. 

65 

A proposal which routes high capacity transmission lines within sight of 
the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge is untenable. Analogies 
of equally absurd proposals would be a commercial airport in Yosemite 
National Park, or a cell phone tower on the White House lawn. Some 
things should just be out of bounds to even consider. We have already 
seen in California the error of allowing the installation of a wind farm in 
a critical area which then killed and continues to kill, far too many 
migratory raptors. This blunder could have been averted had there been a 
responsible study made. It would be tragic to have a similar mistake 
befall the world renown Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge. As a 
biologist/naturalist, the danger these same lines undoubtedly will be to 
large birds of all species; is equally un-thinkable.  

72 
The route just north of the [Bosque del Apache] refuge could bring great 
harm to the migrating birds that winter there and enter it from the north. 

76 

The large birds that find refuge along the Rio Grande will be vulnerable 
to electrocution on the transmission line. The birds fly north and south 
between the Bosque and the nearby farm fields where they feed during 
the day, and are likely to be killed in significant numbers. 

78 

Following the public meeting in Socorro, it is obvious that there are 
many unanswered questions as to the effect that these power lines will 
have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former 
resident of the San Luis Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that 
power lines can cause to flocks of cranes under adverse weather 
conditions, and how they hastened the demise of the reintroduced 
whooping crane population. Running two 500kV lines (and countless 
ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight path of many 
overwintering cranes is further complicating an already obstructed path 
for this struggling population. There are alternate routes to the south that 
appear to be better for this purpose since they do not intersect a daily 
flight path and may be in a location where many birds are flying higher 
on a longer migration jump; however, there is not enough data or time at 
this point to determine the best route. 

80 

The SunZia proposal has the potential to entail enormous impacts within 
the Central Rio Grande Valley, an area that serves as a vital north-south 
migration corridor for scores of thousands of migratory birds each spring 
and fall. The Valley also harbors a number of endangered or threatened 
species and others listed as species of concern. Analyzing and evaluating 
likely impacts from construction and operation of a 500 kilovolt 
transmission system that bisects the migratory corridor perpendicular to 
the flight lines must entail many specific facts, details, specifications, 
protocols, policies, and detailed plans of operation. 

82 

I would hope that everything is being to totally evaluate the potential 
consequences of power lines that could affect the birds that come to 
Bosque. Bosque is a national and really an international treasure with 
people from all over the country as well as the world who come to visit 
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Bosque and many world class photographers come and photograph the 
majesty of Bosque. 

90 

The last couple alternative routes pass through Sulphur Springs valley 
which supports a variety of wildlife such as pronghorn, Ornate box 
turtles, and Sandhill cranes. Any new roads, as well as the power line 
would have impacts on those species, especially Sandhill cranes which 
use fields in the valley and are known to collide with power lines. AZGFD 

92 

The San Pedro River is the last free-flowing river in the state of Arizona, 
and was identified as one of the ten most endangered rivers in the United 
States by American Rivers in 1999. Due to the river and its associated 
wetlands, it contains the highest quality riparian gallery forest in all of 
southern Arizona and remains a critical area for seasonal migratory birds 
between North, Central and South America. Ultimately, the County 
prefers that the segment of alternative route that crosses through the San 
Pedro Valley in Pima County be removed. Pima County 

94 

Transmission lines can present direct physical hazard to birds, in the 
form of electrocution or collision. NMDGF strongly recommends that 
the SunZia power lines and substations should be designed and 
constructed in full conformance with the Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee· publications Suggested Practices for Raptor Protection on 
Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006, and Mitigating Bird 
Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the Art in 1994 (both available 
at http://www.aplic.org). The Rio Grande is a major migratory corridor 
for all types of birds. Most birds migrate at altitudes well above any 
power lines, however they may fIy lower during adverse weather or 
when approaching or leaving a stopover location, NMDGF has particular 
concern about the preferred route where it crosses the Rio Grande at San 
Antonio_ This route passes directly between the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge, and the NMDGF Bernardo 
and La Joya Wildlife Management Areas north of Socorro, which are 
managed to provide food and habitat for wintering waterfowl and other 
migratory birds. This riparian wetland complex is host to 35,000-72,000 
migrating and wintering sandhill cranes, 40,000-45,000 snow geese and 
approximately 100,000 ducks. We have documented the movement of 
5,000-20,000 geese daily between Bosque del Apache and Bernardo. 
One thousand to 3,000 cranes move off the river daily to nearby 
agricultural fields. Cranes and waterfowl are susceptible to power line 
collisions because of their large size and relative lack of maneuverability, 
particularly where the lines are situated between preferred resting and 
feeding areas, Special status species which may occur at the Bosque del 
Apache include brown pelican, neotropic cormorant, bald eagle and 
southwestern willow flycatcher. Most of the alternatives to the San 
Antonio crossing involve routes east of the Rio Grande, crossing the 
river at the Derry-Arrey area south of Caballo Reservoir.  NMDGF 

94c 

Potential wildlife concerns with those routes, which should be evaluated 
in the EIS, include impact to experimental (Endangered Species Act 
Section 10m) reintroduced Aplomado falcons south and east of the 
Bosque del Apache, occupied desert bighorn sheep habitat, BLM special 
management areas, migratory birds at the Derry-Arrey river crossing, 
and loss or fragmentation of Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, a key habitat 
type identified in the Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy for 
New Mexico. Issues of concern pertaining to the southern portion of the 
proposed New Mexico route of the Sunzia lines (from interstate 25 to the NMDGF 
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Arizona state line) include Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, and 
concentrations of ducks, cranes and raptors in the area between Hatch 
and Deming. The San Simon Cienega is also one of the few riparian 
habitats in the area. The Cook Peak range, and other pinyon-juniper 
foothills, should be surveyed for nesting state Threatened gray vireos. To 
aid in siting and mitigation planning, we recommend that the EIS process 
include monitoring seasonal bird flight behavior at potential collision 
hazard locations: the San Antonio crossing of the Rio Grande, the 
Derry/Arrey crossing of the Rio Grande, the crossing of the Caballo 
Mountains ridgeline, and the Hatch-Deming bird concentration area. 
Study data should include flight altitude and be species specific where 
possible, and also include radar monitoring of night migrants. Project 
planning should include development of a project specific post-
construction Avian Protection Plan (see APLIC Suggested Practices 
document for guidance), with mortality monitoring and adaptive 
management provisions. Bird diverter devices should be installed on the 
lines at potential collision hazard locations, and support towers should be 
lighted only where required by law, using red or red-and-white blinking 
or strobe lights. Towers should be erected without guy lines if possible; 
if a guyed design is necessary, the guy wires should be provided with 
bird diverters.  

111 

I live in the San Pedro River valley, about 25 miles north of Benson. It is 
an area rich in biological and archeological resources, and as the last 
free-flowing river in AZ, a very major migratory bird corridor as well as 
having areas that are protected by Conservation Easements held by the 
USBR to protect the Southwest Willow Flycatcher. The valley is 
sparsely populated, allowing the cross corridors between the Winchester 
and Galliuro mountain ranges to the east and the Rincon and Santa 
Catalina ranges on the western side of the watershed to serve as very 
viable "sky island" connections for wildlife migration. 

122 
Please do not put up power lines in the path of the thousands of cranes 
and geese that approach the Refuge each day in the fall and winter. 

124 

I find it very disturbing that more thought has not been put in to the 
location of the transmission lines, as it will cross between the two 
National Wildlife Refuges. It seems that this location will have a 
devastating effect on our National Treasures as this is the major flyway. 
People from around the world travel t o see the magnificent flight of the 
Sand Hill Cranes and The Snow Geese. I believe that the lines in this 
location would kill many of these magnificent creatures. 

128 

It has come to my attention that the BLM is considering allowing the 
placing of high voltage lines to carry electricity from solar panels and 
wind generators To the East of the Rio Grande River crossing the river 
North of the flight line of migratory birds into the Bosque del Apache 
NWR. Will you please extend the period for studying alternate routes or 
methods of transporting this electricity? It is very important for the 
quality of life in this part of New Mexico that the migrating birds have a 
safe flyway. 

129 

I am distressed to hear there is consideration of bringing a transmission 
line through the flight path for birds that visit Bosque del Apache every 
year. Bosque del Apache is a New Mexico treasure that is rated as one of 
the top 10 birding areas in the world Please do not just put a transmission 
line in without looking at other possible options, considering the impact 
on the birds and the surrounding farm land and taking into consideration 
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the loss for bird and people that would result if a transmission line is 
placed near Bosque del Apache. 

133 

Please do not place transmission lines near San Antonio, in the migration 
path of sandhill cranes, ducks and snow geese that winter at the Bosque 
del Apache. This is a particularly ill-suited site for such a project. 

152 

I must say I was shocked and dismayed when I received notice of your 
proposal to place the transmission lines near San Antonio where they 
would interfere with the annual migration route of thousands of sandhill 
cranes, snow geese and ducks that winter at the Bosque del Apache. 
Placing high power transmission lines in this area would potentially kill 
thousands of birds and endanger the long term health of these species in 
New Mexico. I am certain that alternative routes or methods of 
transmission can be developed that will enable your project to succeed 
without creating an environmental disaster for these birds and the Bosque 
del Apache. 

156 

I am concerned about the proposed power lines which are scheduled to 
run near/through Bosque Del Apache Wildlife Refuge. This wonderful 
sanctuary for waterfowl has been a spot that my wife and I have been 
visiting for nearly 40 years. Over the years, especially when the 
Whooping Cranes were being introduced into this area, power lines have 
been a significant barrier to the natural migration of birds. 

157 

I am writing in response to the proposed routing of 500KV lines across 
parts of New Mexico that could be extremely detrimental to wildlife. My 
understanding is that these lines could either be placed across the Rio 
Grande near San Antonio, NM or further south. My concern is that these 
routes are east west routes and the bird migration (thousands and 
thousands of migrating birds) are on a north south trajectory. Especially 
near San Antonio this could be devastating and disruptive due to the 
proximity to the Bosque del Apache, a safe preserve for all kinds of 
birds. I have Canadian Geese every year flying directly over my home 
and appreciate this marvelous element of the wild. 

169 

I am the PR co-Chairman and webmaster for the Friends of the Bosque 
del Apache NWR, an organization with members from all over the state 
of NM and many hundreds of members in other states across the nation. I 
am personally quite alarmed at the plans for high capacity transmission 
project which would transect or otherwise impact the flyway for the 
sandhill cranes and other migratory birds to and at their winter home at 
the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge south of Socorro, and 
alarmed at the possible harm that any alternate route would present, 
endangering thousands of migratory birds traveling further south, 
including to Mexico. Many thousands of birds travel throughout the Rio 
Grande valley during the winter months and at other times of the year, 
and the impact upon them could be devastating. Sandhill cranes and 
Light Geese and ducks will fly back and forth from The Bosque del 
Apache NWR to Bernardo morning and night in the thousands, flying 
right across one of the main proposed path for the lines. This is in direct 
contradiction to the mission of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, the efforts of the State at Lands. Gordon/Bernardo State 
Waterfowl Area and many of the goals and efforts of the other nearby 
refuges such as Sevilleta NWR as well. 

182 

I am an avid birder who visited Bosque del Apache recently and was 
overwhelmed to be able to witness the unique gathering of Sandhill 
Cranes, many ducks and geese, other water birds, and the many land 
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birds which call that area home for at least part of the year. There is 
nothing so exhilarating than to watch thousands of birds leave at sunrise 
in the morning and return at sunset. It actually borders on the spiritual. It 
pains me to think that this wonderful part of nature might be disrupted by 
a transmission line that certainly will claim many avian lives, such as one 
of the proud Whooping Cranes that once called Bosque home. I have 
visited a number of areas in this country and many in a number of 
foreign countries, but Bosque stands at the top of the list as worth 
visiting over and over again. 

186 

I have had over 50 years of experience with wetlands and their use by 
wetland birds. One of the factors of concern in wetlands and the 
surrounding area is the avian mortality caused by power lines. 
Unfortunately in this case if the power line was to be built along NM 380 
it transects an area where a large number of sandhill cranes spend the 
winter. Some birds avoid power lines effectively but sandhill cranes are 
subject to high mortality under certain weather conditions and these 
conditions with limited visibility occur in this area during the period of 
winter use. A careful analysis should be implemented to assess this 
potential mortality of sandhill cranes as sites north and south of NM 380 
where key wintering habitat is provided. 

191 

I am a member of the Friends of the Bosque Del Apache and am 
concerned about the potential impact of a high voltage transmission line 
in the midst of an important flyway. The need for additional electricity 
and the desirability of renewable resources is understood and supported 
but, we should not adversely impact wildlife, especially migrating birds 
that depend upon areas like the refuge. 

218 

As a member of Friends of the Bosque del Apache, Friends of Whitfield 
Wildlife Conservation Area (Belen), Central New Mexico Audubon 
Society, participant in International Migratory Bird Day counts and 
Christmas Bird Counts, plus being an advocate for creating and 
reclaiming suitable nesting areas for rare and threatened species of birds 
in the Rio Grande Valley, I definitely have many concerns about how the 
power lines will affect our migrating bird populations and other wildlife. 
There are many scientists who should be given extended time for study 
and analysis of collected data so decision making by the BLM on all 
alternatives presented can be weighed against that which has the least 
impact on the wildlife. What would a drive along Route 380 be like if the 
Western Meadowlarks were silenced, Swainson's Hawks no longer 
preyed on small rodents due to migratory routes disrupted, dead Red-tail 
Hawks dangled by their feet from high tension wires due to 
electrocution, the Spragues' Pipits and Homed Larks ... just a memory, 
and the hum of the wires disrupted normal animal sleep patterns? 
Perhaps an exaggeration, perhaps not. 

230 

I just learned today that high voltage transmission lines were proposed 
across our "neighborhood," leading from Eastern production facilities to 
users in Arizona. None of the options are very favorable but the idea of 
crossing the river (Rio Grande) on the main flyway into Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge has to be the absolute worst. 

232 

I am opposed to the proposed route for the power lines following Hwy 
380 for the following reasons: It would transect a major migratory 
flyway. For an avian rehabilitator, there is nothing worse than having to 
euthanize a crane with bone exposed and legs broken. It is not pleasant. I 
know that projects like these are necessary, but surely there are more 
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isolated routes where the impact would be less. 

246 

Members of the New Mexico Audubon Society and the Friends of the 
Bosque Del Apache National Wildlife Refuge are extremely concerned 
that such a power line project would adversely impact migratory bird and 
especially the Cranes and Geese migrating to the refuge from the north. 

251 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route 
of the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio. Following 
the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque 
del Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions 
as to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many overwintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the 
Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife 
corridor, and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Friends of the 
Bosque del 
Apache NWR 

298 

Please suggest SunZia look into vertical access wind turbines, if they 
haven't already. They're quieter, generate power at lower wind speeds, 
can sustain performance at higher wind speeds, and appear to be a solid 
mass to birds, thus eliminating the mass carnage of migrating birds that 
fly into traditional fan generators. 

317 

The San Pedro Valley and Aravaipa Canyon are unique to the Tucson 
area affording residents and visitors the unique opportunity to see a 
natural free flowing river. The environment is a valuable riparian area 
and a migratory route for a number of bird species. 

330 

I have lived in Cascabel, 25 miles north of Benson, in the Lower San 
Pedro River Valley for the past 40 years. I have come to appreciate and 
begin to understand the ecologic values here along this reach of the river 
and its tributaries; in fact, for the entire watershed. It is one of the few 
remaining intact natural systems in the Southwest. Because of the 
relatively pristine conditions here, the valley supports endangered 
species and the highest density of neo-tropical migratory birds in the 
West. 

380 

I am also concerned about impacts on the migratory patterns of birds to 
the NWR. I request that the proposed route be modified to bypass the 
town of San Antonio. The alternate route that runs north-south to the 
west of the Bosque Del Apache NWR should be evaluated in greater 
detail. 

413 

The San Pedro River is an important migratory path for over 4 million 
birds a year. We are concerned about the impact that this new 
transmission project will have on both the bird migration – but also all 
the wildlife and our pristine wilderness area. 

452 

Transmission wires should be clearly marked (poles equipped with 
perches etc.) to avoid lethal collisions and/or electrocutions of raptors 
and other large migratory birds. 



 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project L-133 EPG 
EIS Scoping Report  April 2010 

Table L-1 Comments Summary 
ID COMMENT 

519 

Please do not put power lines anywhere near Bosque Del Apache! Birds 
have absolutely no advocates but humans, and as we are "supposed" to 
be humans, we should be advocating for nature and birds, etc.  

597 

The San Antonio region, in which the Proposed Route would cross the 
Rio Grande and the adjacent bosque (cottonwood forest) is one of the 
Southwest's premier migratory bird habitats, situated just north of the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, which provides a critical 
refuge for Sandhill Cranes and thousands of Snow Geese and Ross 
Geese, as well as Bald Eagles, Golden Eagles, Great Blue Herons, and 
many other species. The EIS obviously needs to provide a detailed 
analysis of anticipated migratory bird habitat impacts, including bird 
deaths due to collisions with the transmission lines, based on the types of 
mitigation measures that will be required to address this problem in the 
San Antonio region. Could the presence of the transmission lines have 
any localized or even regional effect on these birds' migratory patterns, 
which might entail changes in how the Fish and Wildlife Service or other 
agencies manage their populations? The Middle Rio Grande is also 
designated critical habitat for a bird species, the Southwestern willow 
flycatcher, and a fish species, the Rio Grande silvery minnow, listed 
under the Endangered Species Act. MRGCD 

599 

The proposed route would bring the 500kV lines along New Mexico 
Highway 380, passing through the communities of Bosquecito and San 
Antonio, and crossing the Rio Grande 3 miles north of the Refuge. This 
proposed route will have negative effects on the migratory, wintering, 
and breeding bird populations that use the Socorro Valley and will 
compromise the establishment purpose of the Bosque del Apache NWR. 
The two other alternative routes bring the lines east of the Refuge near 
White Sands Missile Range and cross the river further south, and impacts 
to waterbirds would be decreased with these alternatives. Discussions 
also need to be initiated with the Bureau of Land Management regarding 
the status of existing Wilderness Study Areas that would be affected by 
an eastern alignment. Located on the southern end of the Central Flyway 
and along the key migration corridor of the Rocky Mountain Population 
(RMP) of sandhill cranes, the Middle Rio Grande Valley, more 
specifically the Socorro Reach of the Valley, has been integral in the 
rebuilding and protection of this water bird population.  

Bosque del 
Apache NWR 

599 

Managed agricultural crops are provided at Bosque del Apache NWR 
and the Ladd S. Gordon Waterfowl Management Area approximately 40 
miles north of the Refuge. Food and hunting management at each of 
these areas is designed to encourage daily movement between the areas 
to disperse the population of wintering cranes and snow geese and to 
reduce disease outbreak and spread. Daily movements north out of 
Bosque del Apache NWR to Ladd S. Gordon or the surrounding 
agricultural lands expose birds to obstacles in their flight path. Extreme 
weather conditions that create poor visibility, which are common along 
the river during the winter, further increase the likelihood of bird and 
transmission line collisions. The Socorro Valley has been identified as 
the most critical landscape in the annual cycle of the Rocky Mountain 
Population of sandhill cranes (approx 20,000 annually in the population) 
due to the density of wintering birds in one location, the limited 
availability of foods (natural and wintering), and the small size of this 
wintering area (Taylor 1999, Rod Drewien Pel's. Comm). Research 
across all sandhill crane populations indicates the single most important 

Bosque del 
Apache NWR 
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factor regulating sandhill crane populations is habitat availability (Tacha 
et al. 1992). Understanding the importance of the Valley in the context of 
population viability is essential when evaluating potential anthropogenic 
impacts. 

601 

It is my understanding that the scientific opinion of the Bosque del 
Apache staff and administration is that the proposed transmission lines 
will cause additional mortality of several species of migratory birds, 
including Sandhill Cranes; and that these levels of additional mortality 
are likely to lead to population declines. Thus the construction of these 
transmission lines must not occur above ground, or if they are above 
ground they must be rerouted to pathways approved and promoted by the 
scientific staff of the Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge. I understand 
that some of the promoters of the Sun Zia Southwest Transmission 
Project dismiss these perfectly viable alternatives as being prohibitively 
expensive. That is not an acceptable argument when we are talking about 
saving money by putting species, especially migratory species limited to 
wetland habitats, at additional risk of population declines. Protecting 
natural species is simply a cost of business. 

609 

The [San Pedro] valley is the principal migratory corridor for birds in the 
West, as they move between nesting grounds in the north and their 
wintering grounds farther south. 

857 

Specific concerns on the expanded project area are two Bird Habitat 
Conservation Areas (BHCAs) published by the Intermountain West Joint 
Venture. The Chupadera Mesa BHCA, near the northern substation 
origin of the proposed transmission project, is a grassland migratory 
corridor for longbilled curlew and other grassland birds, and an 
important area for ferruginous hawks. The Sacramento Mountains and 
Drainages BHCA includes the Holloman Lakes, which are important for 
shorebird breeding and migration. We recommend the EIS analysis 
include any potential impact to birds in those locations, in particular 
addressing collision hazard and mitigation.  NMDGF 

850 

Expansion of the originally proposed study area, primarily to the east and 
south, including alternative routes, introduces other species of concern, 
the gray vireo and grassland species, for consideration. USFWS 

745 

The USGS study that demonstrated the [San Pedro River Valley] as the 
major avian migratory flight corridor in the West noted that it was the 
full complement of mountain and valley oases as well as the mainstem 
river that served this purpose.  

Cascabel 
Working 
Group 

CODE 072.00 Other Wildlife 

14 

This route cuts through more than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon 
watershed, crosses Aravaipa Creek on the east side of the canyon, and 
bisects the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management to the north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado 
National Forest to the south. Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the 
Sonoran Desert that flows through the wilderness and the area in which 
the APOA members live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally 
threatened fish species, the spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the 
only waterway in Arizona still to have all of its native four other fishes 
(longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three 
bird species (yellowbilled cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the 
desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa 
Canyon and it's watershed constitute a unique environment and an 
ecologically sensitive area. In fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has 
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been called the "crown jewel" of the wilderness areas administered by 
the BLM. The proposed route would block the important wildlife 
corridor between the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro 
Wilderness in the Coronado National Forest. This area is an essential 
wildlife corridor for many animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black 
bears, mountain lions, and mule deer, and it connects these two 
ecologically pristine areas. Overall, approximately 50 miles of the 
proposed route would pass through or within one mile of areas 
determined to be environmentally sensitive, the largest number of miles 
in this category of all the transmission line routes proposed or alternative. 

18 

The BLM and The Nature Conservancy approached me years ago, they 
thought my little place there in Cascabel was an important "link" in the 
Hot Springs Canyon Wildlife Corridor. They encouraged me to have a 
conservation easement put in place. They paid me a considerable sum, in 
return, I am supposed to see that the area is preserved in perpetuity. I 
have given up many rights, including the possibility of subdividing and 
many other options I once had. This is why the word, "encumbered" is 
used to describe the legal restrictions that have been imposed on my 
property.[It] is a very sensitive area where wildlife traverse from the 
Galiuro, Winchester Mountain Ranges on the East side of the San Pedro 
Valley, to the Paige Canyon, Rincon and Catalina Mountain Ranges on 
the Western side. There is no other area in the San Pedro Valley, where 
so many large mammals traverse, it's because much of the wildlife 
depend on the differing elevations during the seasonal changes, for food 
and sustenance. Among the habitats they depend upon a good deal of the 
year are, riparian habitats. Cascabel has some of the most substantial 
native Mesquite Bosque Riparian Habitats in Arizona. Over 90% of the 
Riparian Habitats in Arizona have been destroyed. Hot Springs Canyon 
is the second largest tributary to the San Pedro River – so it's a very 
healthy habitat for all Sonoran inhabitants – at the present time. Other 
agencies who found this immediate area of Cascabel to be valuable and 
to be worth preserving are: The USF and WS, who has an ongoing 
"Partners for Wildlife" project, and the NRCS, who has an ongoing 
"Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program" on my 38.58 acre property. These 
agencies want the area to remain undisturbed. 

33 

*Avoid impacts through identification of alternate corridors. Among the 
results of our ecoregional assessments was the identification of the 
Lower San Pedro River Valley, including the watershed of Aravaipa 
Canyon, as a high priority for biological conservation in the Southwest. 
We have worked in Arizona since 1966 with private, state, federal, and 
tribal interests to protect biologically sensitive lands. Among the results 
of those efforts are several large nature preserves and cooperatively 
managed areas that we own or manage in the Lower San Pedro River and 
Aravaipa Canyon watersheds which could be affected by some of the 
routes that have been identified. All the identified routes across the 
Galiuro Mountains and Aravaipa watershed or down the San Pedro River 
Valley will likely cause significant environmental impact, either directly 
or indirectly, and we recommend avoidance of these areas. Over the last 
three decades The Nature Conservancy and many other agencies and 
organizations have been working steadily to protect the Lower San Pedro 
Basin. This area has become a focal point for conservation and 
mitigation investments because of the opportunity to protect and restore a 
relatively undisturbed river system, cross-valley wildlife movement, and TNC 
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ecological processes such as fire that maintain ecosystem health. Partners 
in this effort include the Bureau of Land Management, Bureau of 
Reclamation, Salt River Project, Arizona Game and Fish Department, 
Pima County and a number of private landowners. The Resolution 
Copper Company has offered to protect additional lands in the valley 
through its proposed land exchange for a mine site in Superior. Together, 
these partners have protected close to 40,000 acres and invested over $25 
million in acquisition of conservation lands and appurtenant water rights.  

33c 

Close to one third of the lower river corridor is now in protected status, 
and stream flow and habitat conditions are improving. In many cases, 
these purchases satisfied mitigation requirements for habitat losses in 
other parts of the state that were the unavoidable byproduct of projects 
important to the economy. Jeopardizing the integrity of these 
conservation projects by opening the valley to development that depletes 
water and fragments habitat could trigger the need for additional 
mitigation. There are few places remaining in the southwestern U.S. that 
are as intact and have the quality and extent of aquatic and riparian 
habitat as that found on the San Pedro River. The Lower San Pedro River 
Valley is bookended by two large conservation holdings that serve as 
refuge for a number of rare and endangered species, among other things. 
At the north end is Aravaipa Canyon. The perennial Aravaipa Creek is 
widely recognized as one of the most important refuge for native fish in 
the Southwest. The Aravaipa ecosystem has a documented presence of 
529 plant and 353 animal species, including 233 birds, 50 reptiles, 48 
mammals, 12 fish, and 10 amphibians. The area includes five species 
currently listed under the Endangered Species Act, 13 BLM sensitive 
species, and 14 species on AGFD's list of Wildlife of Special Concern in 
Arizona. TNC 

33c 

On the south end is the Muleshoe Cooperative Management Area, with 
57,500 acres jointly managed by the Bureau of Land Management, 
Forest Service, Arizona Game and Fish Department, and The Nature 
Conservancy. It includes part of the Galiuro Wilderness, Redfield 
Canyon Wilderness, and Hot Springs ACEC. The area includes at least 
29 special status fish and wildlife species. Pima County's award-winning 
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan identifies most of the land in the 
county in what is called the Middle San Pedro Subarea as important for 
protecting biological corridors, critical habitat, cultural resources, 
ranches and riparian resources. TNC 

33c 

Of particular concern are the riparian forests along the San Pedro River, 
which support a rich biological community, including the endangered 
Southwest Willow Flycatcher. Many properties along the lower San 
Pedro River have been set aside as mitigation for environmental damage 
elsewhere, and are managed specifically to benefit the Willow Flycatcher 
and generally for the native riparian community. The cottonwood and 
mesquite trees along perennial reaches of the river grow to sufficient 
height that regulations for 500 kV transmission lines would likely require 
tree removal for clearance beneath the lines. Thus, towers on either side 
of a river crossing in those reaches would need to be extremely tall to 
avoid clearing a swath of trees beneath the lines. TNC 

33c 

The ADOT/AGFD Wildlife Linkages Assessment identifies the portion 
of the valley between the Catalina/Rincon Mountains and the Galiuro 
Mountains as a potential linkage zone and the river corridor as a riparian 
habitat/linkage zone. It also identified areas south of the Galiuro TNC 
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Mountains, and south of the Pinaleno Mountains. A more detailed 
analysis modeled wildlife movement corridors between the Galiuro and 
Pinaleno Mountains. All of these are crossed by one or more of the 
routes under consideration. In these cases, protecting wildlife linkages 
does not require total avoidance. Rather, they are areas where protecting 
the ability of wildlife to move should be considered in the design of 
fencing and other infrastructure.  

33c 

Site specific concerns: In addition to those general concerns, we have 
identified several issues that are specific to the proposed route. As 
shown, it crosses the Galiuro Mountains in an undeveloped area near our 
Aravaipa Canyon Preserve and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness. Just 
south of that route is National Forest land and the Galiuro Wilderness. 
We have worked with the ELM and Forest Service to establish both the 
physical and institutional conditions that would allow natural fires to run 
their course in that region. That is critical to its ecological health, both 
for the upland vegetation communities and the riparian and aquatic 
systems that are affected by watershed condition. We are concerned that 
a transmission corridor would require fire suppression to prevent damage 
to towers and lines. We also note that one of the biggest threats to the 
health of Aravaipa Creek and its native fish community is excessive 
sediment deposition. While the proposed route is some distance from the 
creek, erosion from power line construction in the watershed upstream of 
Aravaipa Canyon would likely cause additional sedimentation that 
degrades one of the most important native fish habitats in the Southwest. TNC 

33c 

Compensating for Unavoidable Impacts. Regardless of the final route 
chosen, we anticipate impacts on biodiversity values and possibly on 
sensitive, candidate, or listed species. We believe it is imperative to 
offset all impacts to these species and other biodiversity. It is likely that 
the impact of the access roads, towers and transmission lines on some 
species cannot be mitigated through on-site action, and will require off-
site mitigation efforts. TNC 

36 

I oppose SunZia's proposed route for their transmission lines that will run 
through the Aravaipa Valley. This area should be avoided because it is a 
pristine environment. It is one of the few areas left in the State of 
Arizona that is still wild. At the moment there are few people and very 
little development. Because of this wildlife can move freely through their 
natural corridors and live undisturbed lives in their natural habitats. The 
construction of this transmission line would severely alter this 
environment. The new roads built alongside the lines would make easy 
access for many more people to invade this unique environment. There 
would be fewer and fewer places for the wildlife survive. 

81 

I have two major concerns with respect to siting. The broader concern is 
that should these transmission lines be built in lieu of locally generated 
power, that they not disrupt wildlife. It is obvious that the process of 
construction will have a bad, if temporary, effect. Roads, encouraging 
ORV'ers and hunters in locations previously inaccessible, will have a bad 
effect. Some people express concern that wildlife will not want to subject 
themselves to the radiation given off by the lines. (The bad effect that I 
would anticipate is an actual decrease in wildlands usable by the animals 
as well as fragmentation.) These concerns apply to any areas that have 
been previously remote, most of which would be in the highlands. My 
other concern is for riparian areas near the lines. One of the medley of 
lines proposed through the San Pedro valley takes advantage of an 
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existing right of way for a lower power transmission line. That right of 
way goes through a fair amount of private property, including mine. 
Neither my neighbors nor I relish the idea of looking up and seeing a 
huge power structure! However, it is part of the bigger picture of private 
land being near riparian corridors, and riparian corridors attract a lot of 
wildlife.  

90 

The Department opposes any route that follows the San Pedro River 
Valley and the FourMile Creek area between the Galiuro and Aravaipa 
Wildernesses which is currently undeveloped. The Department has 
identified an important wildlife corridor between the Galiuros and 
Aravaipa to connect bighorn sheep habitat in that area. 
a. If the Aravaipa/Galiuros route is chosen, the line should be installed 
without creating any new roads. Even without roads, the transmission 
line will impact this pristine, unfragmented habitat. If fragmentation 
occurs, the Department will need to identify wildlife corridors in this 
area to maintain connectivity between Aravaipa and the Galiuros. 
b. The San Pedro River watershed supports several wildlife species. Parts 
of the watershed have excellent mule deer and javelina habitat which 
provides high quality hunting opportunities for the public. In addition, 
the watershed supports many listed and candidate species. Any route 
within the San Pedro River watershed will have an impact on the 
watershed. Cumulative impacts should be analyzed for all species in the 
watershed if this route is chosen. AZGFD 

90 

4. The proposed route also appears traverse the Department's newly 
acquired lands along the San Pedro River at the Aravaipa confluence. 
The lands were acquired by the Department to protect important breeding 
habitat for Southwest willow flycatcher (WIFL) and numerous other 
species. It has a high density of WIFL nesting areas, includes critical 
habitat for spike dace and loach minnow, and is habitat for a number of 
sensitive species including lowland leopard frog and yellow-billed 
cuckoo. This route would negatively impact the wildlife and their habitat 
in this new wildlife area. 
5. The Department realizes the proposed route is north of the Peloncillo 
Mountain Wilderness Area; however, the route appears to still pass 
through the mountain range which is critical desert bighorn sheep 
habitat. 
6. The San Simon Valley has existing pronghorn habitat as well as 
potential pronghorn habitat. The Department has built wildlife water 
catchment to help promote habitat suitability of the area. The proposed 
route appears to be adjacent to at least one of our wildlife water 
catchments (Timber Draw).  
7. The other two alternative routes east of Highway 191 are preferable. It 
appears one of the routes follows an existing power line, but the 
Department would need a better map to evaluate impacts. 
8. The alternative route between the proposed Willow Substation and the 
Winchester Substation is an existing power line route, which the 
Department typically prefers. However, it passes through the Winchester 
Mountains which has good deer habitat and a Mexican spotted owl PAC. 
The route also passes through Allen Flat which is one of the 
Department's prime hunting habitat for pronghorn. AZGFD 

90 

The last couple alternative routes pass through Sulphur Springs valley 
which supports a variety of wildlife such as pronghorn, Ornate box 
turtles, and Sandhill cranes. Any new roads, as well as the power line AZGFD 
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would have impacts on those species, especially Sandhill cranes which 
use fields in the valley and are known to collide with power lines. 
Further north in the Aravaipa Valley, the power line would create new 
roads through quality mule deer and javelina habitat. 

90 

General Recommendations for Construction of Transmission Lines 
• Transmission lines must be designed to prevent or minimize risk of 
electrocution of raptors. 
• Limit project activities during the breeding season for birds, generally 
May through late August, depending on species in the local area. Raptors 
breed in early February through May. Conduct avian surveys to 
determine bird species that may be utilizing the area and develop a plan 
to avoid disturbance during nesting season. 
• Limit removal of deadfall/snags since many wildlife species use snags 
for refuge. 
• Avoid work near bridges with bats during maternity season, usually 
May through late August. If possible, complete work at night when the 
least amount of bats are roosting. 
• If riparian areas are present be aware aquatic species breed at different 
times throughout the year. Review the biology of each species to 
determine a timeframe and actions (e.g. limiting sediment input into the 
river during construction) that would minimize impact to the species. 
• Coordinate plant salvage efforts with the Arizona Department of 
Agriculture, in accordance with the Arizona Native Plant Law. In 
addition, the applicable land management agencies should be consulted 
regarding guidelines for revegetation efforts. 
• Contact the Army Corp. of Engineers for Best Management Practices 
and guidelines for minimizing and mitigating impacts to riparian areas. AZGFD 

94 

Transmission lines can present direct physical hazard to birds, in the 
form of electrocution or collision. NMDGF strongly recommends that 
the SunZia power lines and substations should be designed and 
constructed in full conformance with the Avian Power Line Interaction 
Committee· publications Suggested Practices for Raptor Protection on 
Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006, and Mitigating Bird 
Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the Art in 1994 (both available 
at http://www.aplic.org). NMDGF 

94 

Potential wildlife concerns with those routes, which should be evaluated 
in the EIS, include impact to experimental (Endangered Species Act 
Section 10m) re-introduced Aplomado falcons south and east of the 
Bosque del Apache, occupied desert bighorn sheep habitat, BLM special 
management areas, migratory birds at the Derry-Arrey river crossing, 
and loss or fragmentation of Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, a key habitat 
type identified in the Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy for 
New Mexico. Issues of concern pertaining to the southern portion of the 
proposed New Mexico route of the SunZia lines (from Interstate 25 to 
the Arizona state line) include Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, and 
concentrations of ducks, cranes and raptors in the area between Hatch 
and Deming. West of Lordsburg, the proposed route through the Granite 
Gap and San Simon Cienega goes through habitat occupied by desert 
bighorn sheep and by state listed reptile species. The San Simon Cienega 
is also one of the few riparian habitats in the area. The Cook Peak range, 
and other pinyon-juniper foothills, should be surveyed for nesting state 
Threatened gray vireos. To aid in siting and mitigation planning, we 
recommend that the EIS process include monitoring seasonal bird flight NMDGF 
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behavior at potential collision hazard locations: the San Antonio crossing 
of the Rio Grande, the Derry/Arrey crossing of the Rio Grande, the 
crossing of the Caballo Mountains ridgeline, and the Hatch-Deming bird 
concentration area. Study data should include flight altitude and be 
species specific where possible, and also include radar monitoring of 
night migrants. Project planning should include development of a project 
specific post-construction Avian Protection Plan (see APLIe Suggested 
Practices document for guidance), with mortality monitoring and 
adaptive management provisions. We have also enclosed a copy of the 
Powerline Project Guidelines from our Habitat Handbook. Please 
incorporate the guidelines into siting and best management practices for 
construction and operation of SunZia. 

96 

From experience, some of us realize that kind of ATV traffic could 
translate into further damaged increased erosion, and a likely accelerated 
decline of the deer and javelina populations as well as increased stress on 
other wildlife. Some of us have been observing this decline from the 
perspective of a near-lifetime. In just the past thirty five years we have 
witnessed nightly herds of deer, seen in the evening in nearby fields, 
decline from counts of about 80 to 0 -10. We formerly saw 80 to 100 
javelinas cross the road in one group. Now we seldom see three or four 
together and usually none at all. Every year some hunters ask us, "Where 
are the deer?" and they add, "we can't find any." We think, "neither will 
anyone else" if current trends continue. 

153 

Biological resources, including special status species: Willow flycatcher 
nests and buffer zones in the area may be disturbed both during 
construction and throughout the Proposed project route. Habitat for 
domestic animals, deer, birds and other wild animals will be disturbed. 
What are the human health and safety repercussions of living and/or 
growing up near these major transmission lines? These issues need to be 
addressed and mitigated in the plan.  

190 
Access points, maintenance and the various human activity necessary to 
install and maintain these types of things fragments habitats. 

199 

I sincerely hope that the planned transmission line doesn't run through 
the San Pedro River Valley in Cascabel. As a Cascabel land owner, I 
value the pristine environment and wildlife of the area. 

204 

Other species of special concern in the creek [Aravaipa Creek] and 
nearby are four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, 
and Sonoran sucker), three bird species (yellow-billed cuckoo, gray 
hawk, and black hawk), the desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep.  
The proposed route would block the important wildlife corridor between 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in the 
Coronado National Forest. This area is an essential wildlife corridor for 
many animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black bears, mountain lions, 
and mule deer, and it connects these two ecologically pristine areas. 
Overall, approximately 50 miles of the proposed route would pass 
through or within one mile of areas determined to be environmentally 
sensitive, the largest number of miles in this category of all the 
transmission line routes, proposed or alternative. 

208 

Windmill farms should be located along ridges (more wind) and avoid 
the lower grasslands environments where habitats yield greater values for 
wildlife, grazing, and recreation (bird hunting, pronghorn herds, etc.) 
Likewise, solar panel fields should avoid grassland habitats. Example: a 
"fast track" solar field is listed for Mason Draw in Dona Ana County. It 
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appears to cover thousands of acres to the west of the draw which are 
prime Chihuahuan grasslands favored by golden eagles, an introduced, 
successful pronghorn herd and multiple recreation. This grassland 
expanse also offers excellent livestock forage (Lazy E and Corralitos 
ranches). To the east of Mason Draw are thousands of acres of creosote 
bush, mesquite and catclaw. Nobody goes there. If you have to cover 
over habitat with a solar field, impact the less valuable lands re: 
biodiversity, grazing economies, and recreation. Don' t let them fragment 
or otherwise bugger up the Nutt Grasslands. 

213 

All the increased human activity will have a very damaging effect on the 
wildlife in this special area. Thus the route needs to stay in an already 
developed area. 

223 

It seems the I-10 corridor is the ideal line to follow. It’s already messed 
up, pretty flat and relatively direct. It will save many square miles of 
pristine desert and wildlife areas. I object to the Saguaro-Oracle-San 
Manuel route the most. The views, wildlife and condition of the desert is 
that area is already in a distressed state because of development in that 
area. 

237 

Although we appreciate and favor the concept of "green power," we feel 
that the idea of routing transmission lines through environmentally 
sensitive areas will negate part of the value of green power. There are not 
that many natural, undeveloped areas remaining. Official wilderness 
areas are important and we are thankful they have been set aside to 
remain undeveloped but due to rugged terrain it is difficult for older and 
handicapped people to access. Adjoining areas are also pristine and 
should be preserved for human use and wildlife corridors as well. 

254 

It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa region 
wilderness areas, which include the wildlife connections associated with 
the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as the 
connections to the Graham Mountains. In addition, the San Pedro River 
valley option would destroy one of the last remaining waterways in the 
state and disturb the existing uses of agriculture and wildlife 
conservation there. These wildlife corridors have been documented by 
the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and others. 

317 

The San Pedro Valley and Aravaipa Canyon are unique to the Tucson 
area affording residents and visitors the unique opportunity to see a 
natural free flowing river. The environment is a valuable riparian area 
and a migratory route for a number of bird species. The environmental 
impact of the lines would be substantial. The valley is also home to a 
number of mammalian species including coyotes, deer, javelina, bobcats, 
and mountain lions. These animals regularly travel from the foothills to 
the San Pedro River for food and water throughout the year. Placement 
of the power lines in tandem and creating new access roads will certainly 
have a negative impact on their natural habitat. 

322 

Oracle is designated as one of the highest potential wildlife areas in the 
state. Why add to the danger with lines – or endanger your lines by 
locating them here? 

327 

The greatest continuing impact would be the killing of birds and bats by 
the wind turbines themselves. At present, the numbers and species of 
birds and bats being killed by the existing turbines is not well quantified. 
Thus, additional data must be collected before BLM can adequately 
assess the impact of the proposed corridor. The killing of significant 
numbers of bats by wind turbines is a recently discovered effect that 
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requires further study to reasonably assess the impacts, particularly on 
endangered species (see attached). In summary, before the requirements 
of NEPA can be met, BLM must first obtain reliable data on the impact 
of existing and reasonable anticipated wind turbines kills of bird and bat 
species. Only then can the environmental impacts be properly assessed. 

330 

I have lived in Cascabel, 25 miles north of Benson, in the Lower San 
Pedro River Valley for the past 40 years. I have come to appreciate and 
begin to understand the ecologic values here along this reach of the river 
and its tributaries; in fact, for the entire watershed. It is one of the few 
remaining intact natural systems in the Southwest. Because of the 
relatively pristine conditions here, the valley supports endangered 
species and the highest density of neo-tropical migratory birds in the 
West. The topography supports the convergence of several ecoregions 
which in turn provide habitat for an amazing diversity of resident species 
of mammals, birds, fish, amphibians, and reptiles. Lines that intersect 
riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation of tall vegetation) of 
the very trees that provide habitat for endangered species, bank and 
floodplain stabilization for soil and water quality, and the valued global 
ecoservices of transpiration and carbon exchange. 

334 

A new power line through the middle San Pedro Valley would be an 
environmental, ecological, and archaeological crime of stunning 
proportions! The Nature Conservancy spent literally millions of dollars 
to buy lands here to protect what it describes as "one of the world's last 
great places." the BLM has spent millions of dollars to buy preservation 
lands here as well. At particular hazard are wildlife corridors reaching 
from the Galiuro Mtns to the Catalina Mtns via canyons crossing the San 
Pedro River as well as numerous archaeological sites (including a village 
visited by Padre Kino), endangered species and riparian bird habitat 
together with desert bird species, particularly raptors. 

406 

We do not agree with your current proposed routing of the SunZia power 
transmission line as it crosses Graham County Arizona. The current route 
will travel directly through the Arizona Game and Fish Department's 
Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area. It will have a negative impact on the wildlife 
environment in and around the Wildlife Area. The construction of such a 
project will not only jeopardize the permanent wildlife species and 
habitat but also endanger others that use this area for migration. There 
are several prehistoric cultural sites within and around the Cluff Ranch 
Wildlife Area that would need consideration. Such a construction project 
would be against the Game and Fish Department's mission statement for 
the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area: "To optimize the potential for the area as 
wildlife habitat. To promote use of the area for present and future 
generations for public hunting, fishing, wildlife viewing, education and 
other wildlife oriented recreation." We believe that the SunZia power 
line should follow other existing power line routes and Arizona Game 
and Fish to protect the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area and other wildlife 
habitat areas within Graham County. 

409 

I do not want the San Pedro River Area disturbed by transmission lines. 
This area is an important corridor for wildlife. These long transmission 
lines should not be placed in wildlife areas that we need to preserve for 
the safety of animals, plants, ecoenvironment for the future. 

438 

Transmission lines and their accompanying maintenance road would 
irreversibly change this valley's environmental stability. The currently 
spectacular views would no longer be unmarred – strung with high 
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voltage wires and towers reaching between 150 and 200 feet into the 
once uncharged air. Hunters, whose number already seem too high for 
nature to support in this valley, would use the maintenance roads to gain 
access to the presently threatened and dwindling wildlife population 
(long time valley residents report regularly seeing herds of up to one 
hundred deer at a time, years ago. With 1,000 hunting permits issued for 
the valley annually, it is now a rare treat to see deer at all. The absence of 
Gambel's Quails quantities has vastly increased insect population). 

457 

I am a biologist who has been living in the Aravaipa Canyon/Klondyke 
area for 35 years. I've been observing the unique wildlife in the Aravaipa 
Canyon, Creek and tributaries all this time. We in this community, live 
here because of the relative isolation and the beauty of the high desert 
scrub/riparian environment. As you know, there are few permanently 
flowing waters, such as the Aravaipa Creek, left in Arizona. Although I 
am very much in favor of wind and solar power, I do not want 
construction of such a massive transmission line through here. I feel it 
would greatly impact the plants and animals along the proposed route 
and the Aravaipa Creek: all drainages there flow into the Aravaipa 
Creek. 

472 

They don't want to hear the hum. We don't want to hear it either. We 
don't want them running off the oryx, the antelopes. They run out there. 
They won't come near the place [Bingham, Socorro County]. 

542 

We bought land in Windmill Ranches subdivision to preserve the natural 
plant and wild life in this area. We have had folks hunting out of an 
helicopter a couple years ago. Our wild life has not been the same. 
Finally seeing rabbits again, no antelope, deer, or oryx have returned to 
our place as yet. Some animals have been put out here to build up their 
breeds. Your companies plan to put anything in this area will destroy the 
animals and wild plant life when you place the transmitters near us.  

558 

Habitat Fragmentation – Transmission line corridors and renewable 
generation create habitat fragmentation. Analysis needs to be done to 
identify intact habitat types that will be segmented by the proposed route 
and associated development. This analysis needs to evaluate the expected 
impacts of fragmentation versus a range of alternatives such as 
distributed load based generation. 

559 

It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa region 
wilderness areas, which include the wildlife connections associated with 
the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as the 
connections to the Graham Mountains. These wildlife corridors have 
been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and 
others. As an alternative to the routes that pass through the wildlife 
corridor connecting the Aravaipa Wilderness Area with the Galiuro 
Wilderness Area, I favor choosing a route that already has an existing 
access road and an existing infrastructure corridor. 

599 

Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge) was established 
on December 18, 1936, with the acquisition of land, using the authority 
of the Migratory Bird Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 712d) 1936 to 
provide refuge and breeding grounds for migratory birds and other 
wildlife as well as incidental fish and wildlife-oriented recreational 
development, the protection of natural resources, and the conservation of 
endangered species or threatened species. Today along with the RMP 
cranes, the Middle Rio Grande Valley plays host to hundreds of 
thousands of migrating and wintering waterbirds and countless breeding Bosque NWR 
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and migratory neotropical migrants and raptors. The Socorro Valley is an 
important breeding area for numerous neotropical migrants including the 
endangered southwestern willow flycatcher and candidate species the 
yellow-billed cuckoo. Extensive alteration to the river and associated 
floodplain has reduced the available riparian habitat and constricted it to 
a narrow corridor. This constriction increases the density of birds moving 
along the corridor increasing the likelihood of collisions. The Socorro 
Valley also winters numerous bald eagles, with annual populations 
varying with wintering water bird numbers, and hosts several species of 
raptors throughout the year. The Socorro Valley has historically been an 
important agricultural production area, particularly for chili and in more 
recent years alfalfa and silage. Sandhill cranes forage extensively in the 
agricultural areas of the valley. The proposed mile wide energy easement 
will be developed over several of the valley's largest agricultural 
producers, rendering those fields useless from a water bird use 
standpoint. The Socorro Valley is suffering from a declining producer 
base, and with the development of the lines and energy corridor, two of 
the largest remaining producers would be put in a position to consider 
abandoning farming, further limiting food availability for wintering 
waterbirds. 

600 

In your forthcoming Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), please 
include thorough analyses of the impacts or potential impacts of the 
proposed project on recovery of the endangered jaguar (Panthera onca) 
and Mexican wolf (Canis lupus baileyi). Also, provide analyses of 
impacts on populations of mountain lion (Puma concolor), black bear 
(Ursus americanus), pronghorn (Antilocapra americana), and deer 
(Odocoileus spp.) These evaluations should address impacts on long-
term population viability and on habitat areas needed for species 
conservation or recovery, including core habitat areas, habitat linkages, 
and corridors. 

609 

The [San Pedro River] valley and the surrounding area, much of which is 
relatively pristine desert, has been used by indigenous people since the 
last ice age, and by migratory wildlife for much longer than that.  

613 

The San Pedro River is the last major free-flowing river in our desert 
southwest, and in being so, shelters the greatest biodiversity of any 
landlocked area in the United States, including rare native fish, birds and 
mammals, and providing the principle migration corridor between North, 
Central and South Americas. 

617 
The wildlife adds to our enjoyment of the beauty of the land whether 
they roam in BLM or Windmill Ranch areas. 

624 

The animals and plants are still using this pathway [in San Pedro River 
Valley], making it the major one from North America to Central and 
South America. The migratory paths are not just north and south, but also 
from east to west between the mountain ranges that parallel the river 
corridor. These paths between "sky islands" are essential for wildlife 
population survival and the maintenance of predator-prey balanced 
relationships. The vegetation beneath transmission lines is by necessity 
controlled. In areas of cottonwood-willow stands particularly, this 
control would be devastating to the rare habitat for both resident and 
migratory endangered and threatened bird and fish species. 

653 

We own a farm just north of Highway 380 in San Antonio, NM. These 
power lines would have an adverse affect on cattle, migratory birds, and 
especially protected species such as the bald eagle and the silvery 
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minnow.  

857 

The southern portion of the expanded project area may cross important 
habitat for mule deer and bighorn sheep; potential adverse impacts to 
those species should be mitigated through project design and 
construction planning. We have enclosed a list of special status species 
for Otero County, no part of which was included in the original study 
area. The EIS should evaluate potential impact on each of these species. NMDGF 

CODE 073.00 Aquatic 

14 

Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert that flows 
through the wilderness and the area in which the APOA members live. 
Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened fish species, the 
spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the only waterway in Arizona 
still to have all of its native four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail 
chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker). 

90 

The proposed route also appears traverse the Department's newly 
acquired lands along the San Pedro River at the Aravaipa confluence. 
The lands were acquired by the Department to protect important breeding 
habitat for Southwest willow flycatcher (WIFL) and numerous other 
species. It has a high density of WIFL nesting areas, includes critical 
habitat for spike dace and loach minnow, and is habitat for a number of 
sensitive species including lowland leopard frog and yellow-billed 
cuckoo. AZGFD 

153 

The Proposed route would cross the Rio Grande at a reach which has 
been identified as containing a large population of Silvery Minnows. 
Dropping the route southward would not impact this species near as 
significantly. 

257 

The proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek on 
the east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek watershed 
for much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in the 
watershed and the creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native 
species. 

388 

The Proposed route would cross the Rio Grande at a reach which has 
been identified as containing a large population of Silvery Minnows. 
Dropping the route southward would not impact this species near as 
significantly. 

446 

Crossing the Rio Grande at San Antonio would involve crossing the 
critical habitat of both the Willow Fly Catcher and Silvery Minnow 
which are both listed as endangered species. 

595 

Aravaipa Canyon is nationally recognized as one of Arizona's most 
valuable biological areas. It is known for its scenic towering cliffs, lush 
riparian vegetation, multiple species of native fish and wildlife. 

Wilderness 
Society 

597 

The Middle Rio Grande is also designated critical habitat for a bird 
species, the Southwestern willow flycatcher, and a fish species, the Rio 
Grande silvery minnow, listed under the Endangered Species Act. Both 
species are presumed to thrive in certain selective conditions, and it 
appears to be important for the silvery minnow in particular, to facilitate 
spawning and recruitment of young, to have available certain conditions, 
such as lateral floodplain habitat produced by overbanking. For the 
silvery minnow, the EIS needs to go beyond a cursory discounting of 
whatever the temporary construction impacts might be, to address how 
the structures and surrounding infrastructure for the SunZia Transmission 
Project may subtly modify the river habitat in the area, which could MRGCD 
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affect minnow population dynamics over a wider area. 

851 

The route along the existing pipeline corridor through the Muleshoe 
should be avoided due to the sensitivity of Hot Springs and Bass 
canyons. This route would cross these streams in an area being actively 
managed for native fish recovery. These include Gila chub (Gila 
intermedia, Endangered), Speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus), Longfin 
dace (Agosia chrysogaster), Desert sucker (Catostomus clarki), and 
Sonora sucker (Catostomus insignis), along with reintroduced 
populations of Spikedace (Meda fulgida, Threatened), Loach minnow 
(Rhinichthys cobitis, Threatened), Desert pupfish (Cyprinodon 
macularius, Endangered) and Gila topminnow (Poeciliopsis occidentalis, 
Endangered). TNC 

CODE 074.00 Vegetation/Grasslands 

18 

Among the habitats they depend upon a good deal of the year are, 
riparian habitats. Cascabel has some of the most substantial native 
Mesquite Bosque Riparian Habitats in Arizona. 

33 

There are few places remaining in the southwestern U.S. that are as intact 
and have the quality and extent of aquatic and riparian habitat as that 
found on the San Pedro River. Mitigating for losses to this system would 
be very limited and possibly less successful. The area includes at least 29 
special status fish and wildlife species. Its canyons support important 
populations of native fish, and its uplands have been important study 
areas for the interaction between fire, upland vegetation, and aquatic 
community health. the placement and size of individual transmission 
towers will significantly affect the overall environmental impact of a 
route. The footprints of towers should avoid riparian zones, especially 
those with perennial water, and stream crossings should incorporate 
towers of sufficient height to avoid any tree removal required to meet 
safety regulations. Of particular concern are the riparian forests along the 
San Pedro River, which support a rich biological community, including 
the endangered Southwest Willow Flycatcher. The cottonwood and 
mesquite trees along perennial reaches of the river grow to sufficient 
height that regulations for 500 kV transmission lines would likely require 
tree removal for clearance beneath the lines.  TNC 

33c 

NEW MEXICO: The route also crosses through the Nutt Grassland, 
which contains important habitat, although the most sensitive lands are 
west of the proposed route. Fragmentation of this grassland would be 
minimized if the route were moved to follow the existing corridor for 
New Mexico State Highway 27. TNC 

35 

In general, the proposed transmission line and any energy project 
associated with the transmission line should avoid sensitive Chihuahuan 
Desert grassland [southern New Mexico], identified as international 
priority for conservation. 

Gila 
Resources 
Information 
Project 
(GRIP) 

81 

My other concern is for riparian areas near the lines. One of the medley 
of lines proposed through the San Pedro valley takes advantage of an 
existing right of way for a lower power transmission line. That right of 
way goes through a fair amount of private property, including mine. 
Neither my neighbors nor I relish the idea of looking up and seeing a 
huge power structure! However, it is part of the bigger picture of private 
land being near riparian corridors, and riparian corridors attract a lot of 
wildlife.   

90 General Recommendations for Construction of Transmission Lines AZGFD 
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Coordinate plant salvage efforts with the Arizona Department of 
Agriculture, in accordance with the Arizona Native Plant Law. In 
addition, the applicable land management agencies should be consulted 
regarding guidelines for revegetation efforts. Contact the Army Corp. of 
Engineers for Best Management Practices and guidelines for minimizing 
and mitigating impacts to riparian areas. 

92 

The Bingham Cienega Natural Preserve was purchased specifically for 
protection of the mesquite bosque and associated wetlands, and is 
proposed as mitigation land under Section 10(1) of the Endangered 
Species Act. I urge that care be taken to avoid direct or indirect impacts 
to not only County-owned land, but also other areas of riparian 
vegetation along the San Pedro River owned by the Nature Conservancy 
and others. Pima County 

93 

Conservation efforts have been focused along the lower San Pedro River 
because of the large stands of cottonwood-willow forest and extensive 
mesquite bosques that support a diversity of species, several of which are 
threatened or endangered. Although the transmission lines themselves 
may not interfere with these habitats, the potential necessity to 
periodically clear vegetation beneath the lines certainly needs to be taken 
into consideration when long-term impacts are assessed. It would be 
preferable to locate the transmission line in an area of the river where 
vegetation is low-growing and sparse, i.e., where the water table is deep 
and does not support tall, dense riparian vegetation. The proposed 
transmission line crossing at Aravaipa Creek passes through one and near 
two other of these mitigation properties. Any impacts to these mitigation 
lands would need to be fully offset, following the requirements of the 
Roosevelt Lake ITP and associated Habitat Conservation Plan. 
Mitigation lands must contain large, contiguous stands of tall, dense 
riparian habitat that supports breeding flycatchers and must be located so 
the riparian habitat can be managed effectively. If a mitigation property 
is bisected or partially impacted, replacement of only the impacted 
portions would not necessarily meet the terms of the ITP and HCP. SRP 

94 

Potential wildlife concerns with those routes, which should be evaluated 
in the EIS, include impact to experimental (Endangered Species Act 
Section 10m) reintroduced Aplomado falcons south and east of the 
Bosque del Apache, occupied desert bighorn sheep habitat, BLM special 
management areas, migratory birds at the Derry-Arrey river crossing, 
and loss or fragmentation of Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, a key habitat 
type identified in the Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy for 
New Mexico. Issues of concern pertaining to the southern portion of the 
proposed New Mexico route of the SUMa lines (from interstate 25 to the 
Arizona state line) include Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, and 
concentrations of ducks, cranes and raptors in the area between Hatch 
and Deming. West of Lordsburg, the proposed route through the Granite 
Gap and San Simon Cienega goes through habitat occupied by desert 
bighorn sheep and by state listed reptile species. The San Simon Cienega 
is also one of the few riparian habitats in the area. The Cook Peak range, 
and other pinyon-juniper foothills, should be surveyed for nesting state 
Threatened gray vireos.  NMDGF 

96 

One of our primary concerns about the power transmission line proposal 
is that any right of way that is cleared under the lines may soon become 
trails for ATV's. We think the potential downsides of that possibility 
should be considered. 
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A cleared right of way would probably be used by some people as a way 
to get into formerly inaccessible back country. From experience, some of 
us realize that kind of ATV traffic could translate into further damaged 
grasslands, increased erosion, and a likely accelerated decline of the deer 
and javelina populations as well as increased stress on other wildlife. 

208 

2) Windmill farms should be located along ridges (more wind) and avoid 
the lower grasslands environments where habitats yield greater values for 
wildlife, grazing, and recreation (bird hunting, pronghorn herds, etc.)  
3) Likewise, solar panel fields should avoid grassland habitats. Example: 
a "fast track" solar field is listed for Mason Draw in Dona Ana County. It 
appears to cover thousands of acres to the west of the draw which are 
prime Chihuahuan grasslands favored by golden eagles, an introduced, 
successful pronghorn herd and multiple recreation. This grassland 
expanse also offers excellent livestock forage (Lazy E and Corralitos 
ranches). To the east of Mason Draw are thousands of acres of creosote 
bush, mesquite and catclaw. Nobody goes there. If you have to cover 
over habitat with a solar field, impact the less valuable lands re: 
biodiversity, grazing economies, and recreation. 
4) Another example: Don' t let them fragment or otherwise bugger up the 
Nutt Grasslands. 

320 

The San Pedro Valley is a very fragile and unique environment, I believe 
unequalled in the rest of the USA. The additional of 2 additional 
transmission line endanger it. More access roads will increase the loss of 
Saguaros (by ___[illegible]) and increase the erosion, loss of habitat and 
cause significant damage to the area. 

330 

Power line construction and long-term maintenance necessitates access 
roads that will lead to soil erosion, invasive plant species, water quality 
degradation/non-point pollution, and off-road vehicle misuse that will 
further these problems. The need to protect the infrastructure by 
suppressing wildfire or preventing proscribed burns will hamper 
vegetation management tools that are useful to improve upland 
watershed conditions. 

341 
The traffic coming and going will tear up existing roads plus the top soil 
and grasses in the right-of-way area. This will not heal in our lifetime. 

363 

Let's not use unspoiled lands. There would be a negative impact on the 
soil, water and wildlife. The access roads cut and the clearing of dense 
vegetation or tall trees destroyed would cause erosion and uncalculated 
harm. 

416 

Opening up these remote areas of the San Pedro River Valley would lead 
to their rapid erosion and deterioration. Native species of plants and 
animals will be damaged: By staying along already established routes, 
the flyways, migration corridors between sky islands, and sensitive 
vegetation can be kept intact. Jeeps and ATVs could quickly smash flat 
native vegetation if given access. 

426 

I am making comments on the proposed project as it passes through Luna 
County in New Mexico. The preferred route is unacceptable in 
northeastern Luna County because it goes through the "Nutt Grasslands" 
for miles and miles. The "Nutt Grasslands" have always been linked to 
the "Otero Mesa" because both are sensitive areas with unusual natural 
characteristics. Oil and gas activity has been unable to continue on 
"Otero Mesa" due to the pristine nature of that environment along with 
environmental and land owner objections. The "Nutt Grasslands" lay 
along both sides of NM Hwy 26 and NM Hwy 27, south, west and north 
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of Nutt, New Mexico in northeast Luna County and southwest Sierra 
County. It is a large area of pure grassland with no invasive species of 
brush or other undesirable vegetation. It extends to the foothills of the 
Cooks Range and Black Range mountains to the west and offer views not 
found often in southwest New Mexico. It would be a travesty to have two 
500kV lines followed by wind towers, other related structures, roads, etc. 
in this particular sensitive area of Luna County known as the "Nutt 
Grasslands." 

595 

The Turkey Creek ACEC consists of2,326 acres that adjoins a portion of 
the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness at its southeast end and contains two 
riparian woodlands. The area has significant cultural and scenic values 
and is an important wildlife resource and riparian area. The area is 
threatened by off road vehicle (ORV) use, unregulated camping and 
current and potential resource extraction. The Table Mountain ACEC 
contains two plant communities of concern. These include an alligator 
juniper savanna at the top of Table Mountain that exists in less than 20 
locations and a white oak woodland containing Mexican blue oak in the 
adjoining Sycamore and Saddle Canyons. The total area encompasses 
1,220 acres to the south of the canyon and of concern in this area is ORV 
use, prescribed fire and preventing mineral withdrawal and vegetation 
impacts. The Desert Grasslands ACEC is significant due to its relict 
deseli grasslands which are an important baseline for management 
objectives. Desert grasslands are widely used for the majority of grazing 
in the desert southwest but also provide critical habitat for 13 state listed 
wildlife species and are important for watershed stabilization. 

The 
Wilderness 
Society 

597 

The MRGCD runs from north to south approximately 160 river miles 
with the Rio Grande at its center. The farmland extends between the 
mesas on each side. Adjacent to the river is one of the largest un-broken 
cottonwood and willow forests in the United States. Within this bosque 
are found wildlife and bird and fish species more specifically described 
below. It is the contiguity of that bosque forest that forms the central core 
of the ecosystem.  MRGCD 

850 

Grassland Species: In addition to the gray vireo, there are several 
grassland bird species which may be negatively impacted by the project. 
Grasshopper (Ammodramus savannarum) and Baird's (Ammodramus 
bairdii) sparrows and Sprague's Pipits (Anthus spragueii) are known to 
occur (or have occurred) in the grasslands of Otero Mesa, Lower Rio 
Grande Valley, and the Tularosa Valley. All three species are either 
regional or National Birds of Conservation Concern for the Service. 
Fragmentation of large, contiguous grassland habitat will negatively 
affect these and other grassland specialist species. USFWS 

760 

It was explained by a BLM Real Estate Specialist, at the meeting, that 
the disturbed areas would be replanted. It has taken centuries to develop 
a gypsum tolerant grass for this delicate pasture. It requires rain at the 
optimal time. Good water is rationed in our basin. Water in any quantity 
washes away topsoil as it rolls down hill to our 'dry lake beds' where it 
has leached brine up to the surface, rendering the ground barren. Any 
disruption to the natural progression of seasonal development sets the 
clock back many years, and allows foreign invader seeds to propagate.  

851 

Desert grasslands form another natural community in need of 
conservation in the Southwest, and several of the routes cross a 
significant grassland area called Allen Flat, southeast of the Galiuro 
Mountains. As part of a statewide assessment we conducted for the BLM TNC 
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in Arizona, Allen Flat was identified as an “A” class grassland, the best 
condition (Map 2). If the transmission line includes a continuous 
maintenance road or continuous fencing, it will fragment this grassland 
patch and may reduce its habitat value for wildlife such as grassland 
birds and pronghorn. Also, replanting of disturbed areas should be with 
only native species. 

CODE 075.00 Invasive Species 

33 

Linear disturbance features such as utility corridors become avenues for 
the spread of invasive plant species. This can be minimized by prompt 
revegetation, but subsequent new disturbance, such as maintenance of an 
access route, reopens that avenue. TNC 

211 

I am concerned about potential impacts to migratory birds and potential 
increases in invasive species along the ROW. Please minimize and 
mitigate these impacts to the maximum extent possible. 

243 

I have Frye Mesa Ranch south of Safford and 1/2 way up Mt. Graham 
form the city limits and I already have enough off road problems with 
this line. We will have more side roads, more gate problems. This is a 
bad place to put a power line thru to the San Pedro River rough country, 
few roads, wilderness country. Also, at the bottom of Frye Mesa we have 
invasive Sweet Resin Bush. We have spent 1/2 million to keep from 
spreading with private and government money. 

426 

The "Nutt Grasslands" lay along both sides of NM Hwy 26 and NM Hwy 
27, south, west and north of Nutt, New Mexico in northeast Luna County 
and southwest Sierra County. It is a large area of pure grassland with no 
invasive species of brush or other undesirable vegetation. 

486 

Keeping as much of it as possible near existing power line right of ways. 
I probably will have a lot more comments. And I hope to be able to work 
with you guys. I would like to say that going through Frey Mesa, right 
below, we have a weed that we spent over a half million dollars trying to 
get rid of, the sweet resin bush. We're thinking about closing the road out 
that way because people are picking this plant and spreading it. This 
bush is very, very invasive, and it' s not to be spread because it takes over 
everything. We spent, like say I, a half million, the government and I, 
already trying to get rid of it. And more roads through there would 
spread the speed and cause problems spreading the plant around with the 
equipment, et cetera. 

613 
Invasive non-native weeds would inevitably spread along the disturbed 
soils of service roads. 

CODE 080.00 Cultural Resources 

6 

The proposed SunZia transmission line needs to be sited on or along the 
White Sands Missile Range boundary, and NOT run through the village 
of San Antonio, nor cross the Rio Grande between San Antonio and Luis 
Lopez. Cultural issue: pre-historic Indian pueblo ruins dot the west bank 
of the Rio Grande, many of them unexcavated. Pottery shards and rooms 
cover the ground in numerous locations along the "Socorro reach". It 
would be impossible to avoid damaging the artifacts of this important 
and little understood civilization – the first to contact the Spanish when 
they arrived here in the 1500s. Point-of-contact is still 
being researched in the immediate area of the proposed power line 
crossing. 

33 
Pima County's award winning Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan 
identifies most of the land in the county in what is called the Middle San TNC 
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Pedro Subarea as important for protecting biological corridors, critical 
habitat, cultural resources, ranches and riparian resources. 

36 
Throughout the Aravaipa Valley there are numerous archaeological sites. 
This line would certainly damage these delicate pieces of history. 

48 

This area is rugged, beautiful and scenic with a few ranches in the valley 
which adds to the old dry western facade. A power line and it's easement 
will do nothing to enhance this Western heritage which is also an 
entrance to one of our designated National wonders. 

75 

Me and my family are very concern about this High Tension Wires going 
thru Sunset MT. We believe that God sent a Prophet to speak to his 
children, his name is William Marrion Branham and in 1963 seven 
angels came down from heaven and talk to him in this Sunset MT. This 
Mountain really is a Blessing to all of us, if you could find another way 
of doing this important project without going thru Sunset would be 
greatly appreciated. 

92 

The County's general concerns are over impacts to 1) the San Pedro 
River and its tributaries and 2) sensitive archaeological resources in the 
area. Archaeological Resources The high archaeological sensitivity of 
the San Pedro Valley in the area of the proposed alternative SunZia 
transmission route is well documented and reflects important prehistoric 
occupation as well as historic-period ranching. There are 27 recorded 
sites within a half-mile on either side of the All-American pipeline and 
proposed alternative transmission line corridor. These include three 
significant archaeological sites, the Reeve Ruin, Redington Ruin, 
Bayless Ranch Ruin, and an historic cemetery site near the vicinity of the 
proposed crossing. State cultural resources requirements must be met 
before any construction. 

114 

I am writing to say how appalled I am to read that you are considering 
the middle San Pedro River valley and Aravaipa Canyon as possible 
routes for the SunZia transmission lines. It reminds one of the song that 
said "they paved paradise to make a parking lot." Any building along the 
middle San Pedro or Aravaipa Canyon would destroy ecological, 
archaeological and cultural resources which the federal government, the 
BLM, the Nature Conservancy, and many private entities have spent 
millions of dollars to preserve. I hope these terrible route choices will be 
totally removed from consideration. The fact that there are electrical 
transmission lines here (at the cost of great environmental and 
archaeological destruction) doesn't justify causing more destruction in an 
area that has been called "one of the world's last great places." 

118 

I am writing this letter to request that the proposed route through the 
Sunset Mountain area be reconsidered for a route that already has an 
existing infrastructure condor with access roads in place. This is a very 
special place which God has revealed Himself to His Prophet and many 
others. 

120 

In addition to the Bosque del Apache, the proposed transmission line 
appears to cross multiple areas identified by the BLM as "avoidance" 
areas, and generally follows the Rio Grande and historic Camino Real. 

121 

I recently was aware of the changes of cables of high tension that you 
want to run through sunset. For my family and I that is a very special 
place. On February the 28th, 1963 a mysterious cloud appeared formed 
by a constellation of seven angels. It appeared in the Life magazine in the 
same month of 1963. 
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139 

Klondyke is the home of one of Arizona's most notorious stories which 
has elements of "Old West" tragedies. Southeast of the town is Klondyke 
cemetery where Thomas Jefferson "Jeff" Power, his wife, daughter and 
two of their three sons lie. Jeff Power brought his family from Texas to 
Arizona in 1909 and he started a cattle ranch. Powers wife, Martha Jane 
was killed in a buggy accident in the year 1915 when the horse started to 
run wild. One year later, Power took his children to his mine in the 
Galiuro Mountains where they built a cabin in Rattlesnake Canyon. Here 
his daughter ala May died when she was bitten by snake in 1917. 
Charley, who was Powers oldest son was wounded in the First World 
War and the old man decided that his other sons John and Tom Jr. shall 
never be food for the canons and he kept the boys home when they were 
called for military duty. They were declared as deserters and on February 
10, 1918 four lawman from Graham County were sent to arrest the 
brothers. When they arrived at Powers place, the shooting started. When 
the shooting ended, three of the lawman and old man Power were dead. 
Brothers Tom and Jim were wounded and they escaped to Mexico, but 
they were captured, brought to the court and convicted for killing. On 
February 26 and 28, 1918 they were send to jail in Florence and their 
brother Charley left the area. The Power brothers left the jail in 1960 
after 42 years in prison and John returned to the Klondyke area. After 
John's explanation Tom was poised in Los Angeles and he died in 1970 
in Sunset, Arizona (about 47 miles south of Klondyke). John moved the 
bones of his father and brothers to Klondyke cemetery and placed them 
beside his mothers and sisters grave. On his father grave he wrote: "T. J. 
Power Sr. 1918 – Age 54. Shot down with his hands up in his own door." 
Now John is buried beside them in Klondyke cemetery. 

166 

I am very upset about the desecration that will take place if wiring is put 
through Sunset Mtn. That place is Holy Ground. Just like God visited 
Moses, He also visited William Branham there. Bro. Branham is the 
prophet of this last day. Many wonderful things have happened there. 
People have been blessed. You cannot help but feel a wonderful peace 
when you are in that area. Please, please do not use this piece of land. Re 
route the project. 

255 

The Klondyke area is very remote and scenic. I have to study your routes 
better but I worked power lines for __ [illegible] out of Willcox, Benson, 
and feel the Klondyke Frye Mesa Safford route is the wrong way to go. I 
have a ranch in both areas and no one I have talked to wants it out there – 
we have Indian ruins and invasive plants that should not be disturbed. 

258 

In regards to the Sunset Mountain area that is being considered for the 
installation of the power lines. This area has been practically undisturbed 
for many years. It was the special camping site of a very influential 
minister named William Branham back in the 50s and 60s. To me and 
my church and many other churches around the world, we have gone 
there periodically over the past 40 years to pray and seek a closer walk 
with God. It is a very special place. A very, very special place. And one 
reason why it has remained so special is that it has remained undisturbed. 
We employ you that you would please leave this special place as it is for 
the sake of the hundreds of people that think of it as a place to retreat and 
draw closer to God. Many of us have had wonderful spiritual experiences 
at this special place and we ask that you please not take this away from 
us. 

279 I am highly opposed to your tension wires running through the Sunset 
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Mountain area. Thousands and thousands of Christian believers across 
the United States and from around the world believe this area to be 
sacred. To us, it is considered nothing less than Holy Ground. 

285 

Please leave our wilderness alone. This place has a special significance 
to very many people all around the world. There was a man by the name 
of William Branham that God blessed in this wilderness. He spoke of 
supernatural experiences at this place. The account of what happened he 
spoke of many times on tape. The tapes have been sent around the world, 
and many of his followers still visit this place today just to see where 
God showed himself in a supernatural way to His servant. This includes 
people from all over the world. You can find out more about William 
Branham here: www.branham.org. The sermon he preached entitled, 
"What is the Attraction On The Mount" explains what exactly happened 
there. I am not asking or even expecting you to believe what Brother 
Branham has said, but you should know that any type of development in 
this area would hurt and disappoint many more people than you probably 
know or could ever have estimated. 

286 

I am opposed to this line cutting across my property [Safford] or within 
0.8 of a mile. It nears or crosses several archaeological sites and burial 
grounds. 

289 

I am not an activist, I am a Christian, but the path that has been most 
highly favored in the construction of these power lines, has most 
definitely peaked my attention. There is a canyon there, near Sunset 
Mountain, which holds a very special history to my faith. In it runs in a 
picturesque wash, surrounded by beautiful walls of stone and filled with 
an assortment of wildlife that is hard to find all in one place. Nearby 
there is a natural mountain spring, which holds cool refreshing water and 
turns the area around it into a fresh almost tropical oasis. I cannot begin 
to describe it in words, and do justice to the magnificence and peace, that 
blessed little valley holds for thousands of believers. The serenity so 
many find there would be irrevocably marred by the metallic monoliths 
you plan to erect. The very notion of thousands of feet of wire cutting 
through the sky physically pains me. You could not equate it to someone 
building a hideous pillar in your backyard. It is more akin to building a 
series of vulgar and offensive billboards throughout a graveyard that 
holds your entire family. Every visit you made to that graveyard would 
make you sick and disgusted by the sheer audacity that someone had to 
put something so inappropriate in a place you hold so sacred. I apologize 
for using so striking an analogy, but I cannot stress enough how 
important it is to me, and tens of thousands of others, that the plans to cut 
through pristine wilderness in lieu of developed lands not be realized. 

295 

This email is in reference to Sunset Mtn, in Tucson, Arizona, and the 
tension wires that will possibly be put there. Every year, a group of 
Brothers from church go up there to camp and fellowship. Many people 
come from all over the world to learn of the supernatural experiences that 
have happened there. It has always been a very sacred place for the 
believers of Jesus Christ. Please take this into consideration when 
making plans to put the wires or bypass there. 

317 

I would first like to comment on the depiction of the valley as a "low" 
area of concern by the Biological Resources and Cultural and 
Paleontological opportunities and Constraints posters. Although there 
may be fewer cultural opportunities and concerns in the valley as 
compared to other sites in Arizona, there are certainly more 
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paleontological opportunities in the San Pedro Valley than along other 
proposed routes for the transmission lines. Certainly using existing 
railroad or interstate highways would be a less intrusive alternative to 
ruining a natural environment. In addition, while these opportunities 
refer to early Native-American sites, there is a wealth of historical value 
in the valley with regard to the early settlement of the Tucson and 
surrounding area by Hispanics and early American settlers. Many of the 
original farm and ranch families have continued to live and work in the 
valley for generations on the same land their ancestors pioneered. 
We have a family cemetery that sites on a small bluff overlooking the 
valley's bottom land and the river. At least five generations are buried in 
the cemetery. When visiting a unique peace and calm is provided to the 
soul by the view of the surrounding country, the river, the clear blue sky 
with raptors circling overhead. That type of view is afforded to all 
residents and visitors to the valley. Placing the power lines in the valley 
will destroy that view and our environment. 

318 

Along with wildlife there are hundreds of historic sites/archaeological 
sites all along the San Pedro which need to be preserved. The placement 
of these huge towers holding the power lines will cause irreparable 
damage to the environment. With the large equipment, number of people 
trampling the land, and amount of earth moving required to set up the 
towers the San Pedro will be ruined forever. 

320 

We are strongly opposed to the placement of any additional transmission 
lines in the San Pedro Valley. The entire valley is covered with 
untouched archaeological ruins from over 800 years ago. 

326 

Contrary to your poster of the Biological Resources and Cultural and 
Paleontological Opportunities and Constraints on display at the scoping 
sessions, the San Pedro Valley is not a "low" area of concern. The 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), The Bureau of Reclamation, The 
Nature Conservancy (TNC), Pima County, Center for Desert 
Archaeology and others have invested heavily here because they 
recognize it as an area of critical environmental and cultural concern.  

330 

The valley has a centuries-old history of human occupation that is very 
unique and the extensive archaeological resources would be threatened 
by the footprint of the towers. The new access to sites created by the 
service roads would increase the incidence of vandalism. We need to 
protect our cultural resources as well as our natural resources. 

334 

A new power line through the middle San Pedro Valley would be an 
environmental, ecological, and archaeological crime of stunning 
proportions! The Nature Conservancy spent literally millions of dollars 
to buy lands here to protect what it describes as "one of the world's last 
great places." The BLM has spent millions of dollars to buy preservation 
lands here as well. At particular hazard are wildlife corridors reaching 
from the Galiuro Mtns to the Catalina Mtns via canyons crossing the San 
Pedro River as well as numerous archaeological sites (including a village 
visited by Padre Kino). 

342 

Although we think using and producing renewable energy is a good 
thing, we are very much opposed to running power lines through pristine 
environmental areas and through nonrenewable cultural sites. The San 
Pedro River Valley is a very special place that has unique and well 
preserved cultural sites. 

361 
Also – the area in question [San Antonio] has many dispersed 
archeological sites, including areas where one can find remnants of 
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dwellings, petroglyphs, pottery shards and arrowheads, as well as more 
recent "post-Spanish" occupation. Routes should also be examined with 
these resources in mind. What may not be significant to the average 
person may have great historical value to researchers who find the much 
information from less-known sites. 

406 
There are several prehistoric cultural sites within and around the Cluff 
Ranch Wildlife Area that would need consideration. 

461 

Construction of high power transmission lines and the maintenance of 
these lines would have a profound negative impact on our Cascabel 
community, our environment and on the cultural resources that exist in 
this valley. The environment and cultural resources cannot be replaced if 
they are destroyed! 

598 

CDA and the National Trust want to emphasize that impacts come not 
simply from physical construction, but rather also can stem from the 
creation of new vehicular access routes that could increase the likelihood 
of looting and vandalism of many archaeological sites and inappropriate 
and destructive use of Native American sacred sites. 

Center for 
Desert 
Archaeology 
(CDA)/Nation
al Trust for 
Historic 
Preservation 

551 

 More research needs to be done on the paleo Indians in this area 
[Carrizozo.] Not one stone should be turned without extensive study of 
the archeology of this proposed area. 

595 

Many prehistoric and historic cultural resources are located along the 
path of and in close proximity to the proposed 1000-foot primary 
transmission line right-of-way and alternative rights-of-way. Direct 
impacts to these resources, such as from ground disturbing construction 
activities, should be evaluated in the EIS. Indirect impacts to resources 
are of equal concern and also require evaluation. They include erosion 
and/or increased sedimentation resulting from construction activities, as 
well as artifact collecting and vandalism resulting from increased public 
access. Below we describe some specific locations that contain 
significant and sensitive cultural resources that should be thoroughly 
considered in the SunZia project EIS. The most sensitive locations for 
cultural resources within the proposed project area in Arizona occur in 
the foothills of the Pinaleno Mountains, upper Aravaipa Creek, the lower 
San Pedro River valley and the Picacho Mountains-all of which are 
crossed by proposed or alternate routes. The Pinaleno Mountains (aka 
Mt. Graham) have been found by the Forest Service to be eligible for a 
"Traditional Cultural Property" designation.  

Wilderness 
Society 

598 

The location and manner in which routes cross the river are especially 
critical for minimizing impacts to cultural resources. Crossings designed 
to avoid any ground disturbance within the riparian corridor of the river 
will facilitate protection of prehistoric cultural resources that typically 
are found within a mile-wide corridor centered on the river. Several 
alternative routes are depicted in the vicinity of the Picacho Mountains. 
This area has been subject to a number of investigations over the years 
that have documented a rich heritage of Archaic, Hohokam and Historic 
period archaeological sites and rock art localities. 
Landscapes of Significance to Native American Groups An evaluation of 
potential physical, visual and social/psychological impacts to Native 
American traditional cultural properties (TCPs) and sacred landscapes 
also must be included in the EIS. Early and thorough consultation with 
Native American groups that may have connections to lands within and NTHP/CDA 
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adjacent to the transmission line corridors is extremely important. 
Because TCPs and sacred landscapes are highly susceptible to visual 
impacts, such as from above-ground transmission lines, and because 
mitigating such impacts is very difficult, BLM should attempt to resolve 
tribal concerns by avoiding TCPs and sacred landscapes all together.  

598 

[Concern for] potential adverse effects to historic trails and unparalleled 
landscapes of human history located within the proposed project area. 
CDA and the National Trust want to emphasize that impacts come not 
simply from physical construction, but rather also can stem from the 
creation of new vehicular access routes that could increase the likelihood 
of looting and vandalism of many archaeological sites and inappropriate 
and destructive use of Native American sacred sites. NTHP/CDA 

609 

The San Pedro River is the last free flowing, undammed river in the state 
of Arizona. The valley through which this river runs has been 
continuously occupied by humans for at least the last twelve thousand 
years. There are more than 500 known archaeological sites, and 
undoubtedly there many that have not yet been discovered.  

613 

There are more than 500 recorded Archaeological sites between Benson 
and Winkleman that would need to be avoided by SunZia high-voltage 
towers and access roads. These access service roads would allow ATV 
access to the Archaeological sites, with inevitable damage and looting, as 
well as access to private ranch lands. 

826 

Adequately Identify Cultural Properties Impacted by the Proposed 
Project and Evaluate Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts on Those 
Properties. 

NM AZ 
Archeo 
Councils 

848 

While the need to "green" our energy supply is urgent, utility-scale 
renewable energy projects and associated transmission facilities must be 
sited in ways that minimize harm to our nation's most treasured historic 
and cultural places. These include physical remains of past human 
activity, viewsheds of significant historic locations, and entire Native 
American sacred landscapes.  
Direct impacts to these [cultural] resources, such as from ground 
disturbing construction activities, should be evaluated in the draft 
environmental impact statement (DEIS). Indirect impacts to resources 
are of equal concern and also require evaluation in the DEIS. They 
include visual impacts to viewsheds and historic settings; erosion and/or 
increased sedimentation resulting from construction activities; and 
artifact collecting, vandalism and inappropriate and destructive use of 
cultural resources resulting from increased public access during and after 
completion of the proposed SunZia transmission project. NTHP/CDA 

CODE 090.00 Water Resources 

14 

This route cuts through more than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon 
watershed, crosses Aravaipa Creek on the east side of the canyon, and 
bisects the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management to the north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado 
National Forest to the south. Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the 
Sonoran Desert that flows through the wilderness and the area in which 
the APOA members live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally 
threatened fish species, the spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the 
only waterway in Arizona still to have all of its native four other fishes 
(longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three 
bird species (yellow-billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the 
desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa 
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Canyon and it's watershed constitute a unique environment and an 
ecologically sensitive area. The proposed route would cross or closely 
parallel Aravaipa Creek on the east side of the wilderness and cross the 
Aravaipa Creek watershed for much of its length. This could greatly alter 
water flow in the watershed and the creek and destroy or alter habitat 
important to native species. 

18 
I am vehemently opposed to this proposed alternative route, anywhere 
near Hot Springs Canyon and Wash, or the fine community of Cascabel. 

33 

Areas of concern ... the Lower San Pedro/Aravaipa watersheds in 
Arizona. We have worked in Arizona since 1966 with private, state, 
federal, and tribal interests to protect biologically sensitive lands. Among 
the results of those efforts are several large nature preserves and 
cooperatively managed areas that we own or manage in the Lower San 
Pedro River and Aravaipa Canyon watersheds which could be affected 
by some of the routes that have been identified. All the identified routes 
across the Galiuro Mountains and Aravaipa watershed or down the San 
Pedro River Valley will likely cause significant environmental impact, 
either directly or indirectly, and we recommend avoidance of these areas. 
his area has become a focal point for conservation and mitigation 
investments because of the opportunity to protect and restore a relatively 
undisturbed river system, cross-valley wildlife movement, and ecological 
processes such as fire that maintain ecosystem health. Close to one third 
of the lower river corridor is now in protected status, and stream flow 
and habitat conditions are improving. In many cases, these purchases 
satisfied mitigation requirements for habitat losses in other parts of the 
state that were the unavoidable byproduct of projects important to the 
economy. Jeopardizing the integrity of these conservation projects by 
opening the valley to development that depletes water and fragments 
habitat could trigger the need for additional mitigation. There are few 
places remaining in the southwestern U.S. that are as intact and have the 
quality and extent of aquatic and riparian habitat as that found on the San 
Pedro River. Mitigating for losses to this system would be very limited 
and possibly less successful. The perennial Aravaipa Creek is widely 
recognized as one of the most important refuge for native fish in the 
Southwest.  TNC 

33 

The placement and size of individual transmission towers will 
significantly affect the overall environmental impact of a route. The 
footprints of towers should avoid riparian zones, especially those with 
perennial water, and stream crossings should incorporate towers of 
sufficient height to avoid any tree removal required to meet safety 
regulations. We also note that one of the biggest threats to the health of 
Aravaipa Creek and its native fish community is excessive sediment 
deposition. While the proposed route is some distance from the creek, 
erosion from power line construction in the watershed upstream of 
Aravaipa Canyon would likely cause additional sedimentation that 
degrades one of the most important native fish habitats in the Southwest. TNC 

36 

I oppose SunZia's proposed route for their transmission lines that will run 
through the Aravaipa Valley. The Aravaipa Valley also has severe 
flooding every few years. The entire valley floor is in danger in these 
floods. At some point in the future the proposed transmission line would 
be affected. The uplands are also damaged by the tremendous amount of 
runoff in this area. Bad erosion has been an ongoing problem for years. 

81 the San Pedro River valley has been declared one of the "last great 
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places" by the Nature Conservancy. Although the valley has suffered the 
ill effects of excessive groundwater pumping and the once fully flowing 
river, rich with wildlife is a mere shadow of its former self, it remains the 
last free-flowing river in the Southwest and a hugely important wildlife 
corridor. Please don' t allow any further degradation of its natural 
resource values. Pumping down the aquifer and careless recreational use 
should be curtailed or discouraged, not transmission lines added! 

85 

With the preliminary information provided, ADEQ would like to make 
you aware of some water quality issues that may need to be considered in 
the planning stage. I) Stormwater Construction General Permit: 
Stormwater discharges associated with construction activities (clearing, 
grading, or excavating) which disturb one acre or more must obtain a 
general permit for coverage of stormwater discharges under the Arizona 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System's (AZPDES) Construction 
General Permit. As part of permit coverage, a Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared, and implemented during the 
course of construction. Because the proposed construction will occur in 
2013, the project proponent will need to be cognizant of the most current 
permit in existence at the time it seeks coverage for the construction 
activities. 
2) Impaired Waters: Planning should consider any waters in the area of 
the proposed route that are listed as impaired according to Section 303(d) 
of the federal CWA. Listing as an impaired water may impact surface 
water quality permits, such as the Construction General Permit.  
3) CWA 401 water quality certification: If project activities will occur 
inside the Ordinary High Water Mark of any water of the U.S., then an 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers-issued CWA section 404 permit (a.k.a. 
dredge and fill permit) may be required. lf a 404 permit (or any other 
federal permit) is required for the project, a state-issued CWA section 
401 certification of the permit may be required to ensure that the 
permitted activities will not result in a violation of Arizona's surface 
water quality standards. ADEQ 

90 

The analysis should also include effects on water as a result of solar 
development and population growth. The San Pedro River watershed 
supports several wildlife species. Parts of the watershed have excellent 
mule deer and javelina habitat which provides high quality hunting 
opportunities for the public. In addition, the watershed supports many 
listed and candidate species. Any route within the San Pedro River 
watershed will have an impact on the watershed. Cumulative impacts 
should be analyzed for all species in the watershed if this route is chosen. 
Contact the Army Corp. of Engineers for Best Management Practices 
and guidelines for minimizing and mitigating impacts to riparian areas. AZGFD 

92 

The San Pedro Valley is located in the far northeastern corner of Pima 
County, east of the Catalina Mountains, and encompasses the San Pedro 
River corridor. The San Pedro River is the last free-flowing river in the 
state of Arizona, and was identified as one of the ten most endangered 
rivers in the United States by American Rivers in 1999. Due to the river 
and its associated wetlands, it contains the highest quality riparian 
gallery forest in all of southern Arizona and remains a critical area for 
seasonal migratory birds between North, Central and South America. 
The County's general concerns are over impacts to 1) the San Pedro 
River and its tributaries. The Bingham Cienega Natural Preserve was 
purchased specifically for protection of the mesquite bosque and Pima County 
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associated wetlands, and is proposed as mitigation land under Section 
10(1) of the Endangered Species Act. As is typically the case on leases 
granted on State Trust lands, creation of access points in biologically 
sensitive areas leads to degradation of natural drainage and plant 
communities. 

95 

Going west of the Picacho Mountains would destroy view sheds of the 
mountains The views of the Picacho Mountains are some of the City of 
Eloy's most prized natural resources. Obviously, any route west of the 
Picacho Mountains that would place the majority of the Project between 
City and the scenic Picacho Mountains should be avoided to preserve 
these view sheds for the City and its residents. Going west of the Picacho 
Mountains will conflict with a major flood control project the City of 
Eloy along with a number of landowners and developers are currently 
studying ways to channelize significant amounts of currently 
uncontained flood waters that will remove significant portions of the City 
and surrounding area from historic FEMA -designated floodplains. The 
McClellan Wash Watercourse Master Plan is a nearly $1 million dollar 
project that is ongoing in an effort to implement a master flood solution 
for large swaths of land to the west of the Picacho Mountains in and 
around the City of Eloy. The result of this study will be 
recommendations to site flood control structures to solve the floodplain 
issues for the area. The recommendations of the study could be limited if 
the Project is sited through this region and some incompatible scenario 
could arise causing issues for both the flood control solution and the 
Project. In order to avoid any conflicts it the Project should be sited east 
of the Picacho Mountains. 

111 

 I live in the San Pedro River valley, about 25 miles north of Benson. It is 
an area rich in biological and archeological resources, and as the last 
free-flowing river in AZ, a very major migratory bird corridor as well as 
having areas that are protected by Conservation Easements held by the 
USBR to protect the Southwest Willow Flycatcher. The valley is 
sparsely populated, allowing the cross-corridors between the Winchester 
and Galliuro mountain ranges to the east and the Rincon and Santa 
Catalina ranges on the western side of the watershed to serve as very 
viable "sky island" connections for wildlife migration. 

204 

As a resident of Aravaipa Canyon, I am writing you to express my strong 
opposition to the transmission line route indicated as "Proposed" by the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. This route cuts through more 
than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon watershed, crosses Aravaipa 
Creek on the east side of the Canyon, and divides the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness administered by the Bureau of Land Management to the 
north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado National Forest to the 
south. Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert that 
flows through the wilderness and the area in which the APOA members 
live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened fish species, the 
spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the only waterway in Arizona 
still to have all of its native fish species. Aravaipa Canyon and its 
watershed constitute a unique environment and an ecologically sensitive 
area. The proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek 
on the east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek 
watershed for much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in 
the watershed and the creek and destroy or alter habitat important to 
native species. 
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213 

You need to consider the sever erosiveness of this proposed route. The 
Aravaipa has serious destructive flooding. Aravaipa can really run wild. 
(Can be documented). The side canyons such as Long Hollow Bufford 
Four mile can get all torn up even with mild flooding. This very moment 
the side roads on the ranch are torn up from minor floods. It will be quite 
expensive for you to maintain tower health and keep roads in. It makes 
much more since for long term maintained to go with a more developed 
area. 

317 

The San Pedro Valley and Aravaipa Canyon are unique to the Tucson 
area affording residents and visitors the unique opportunity to see a 
natural free flowing river. The environment is a valuable riparian area 
and a migratory route for a number of bird species. The environmental 
impact of the lines would be substantial. 
The addition of new access roads will alter the natural run off patterns of 
the large volumes of rain water the land receives during the monsoon 
season that could result in unintended flooding.  

330 

I have lived in Cascabel, 25 miles north of Benson, in the Lower San 
Pedro River Valley for the past 40 years. I have come to appreciate and 
begin to understand the ecologic values here along this reach of the river 
and its tributaries; in fact, for the entire watershed. It is one of the few 
remaining intact natural systems in the Southwest. Because of the 
relatively pristine conditions here, the valley supports endangered 
species and the highest density of neo-tropical migratory birds in the 
West. 
Power line construction and long-term maintenance necessitates access 
roads that will lead to soil erosion, invasive plant species, water quality 
degradation/non-point pollution, and off-road vehicle misuse that will 
further these problems. The need to protect the infrastructure by 
suppressing wildfire or preventing proscribed burns will hamper 
vegetation management tools that are useful to improve upland 
watershed conditions. 
Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation 
of tall vegetation) of the very trees that provide habitat for endangered 
species, bank and floodplain stabilization for soil and water quality, and 
the valued global ecoservices of transpiration and carbon exchange. 

363 
Let's not use unspoiled lands. There would be a negative impact on the 
soil, water and wildlife.  

371 

The Galiuro Mountains and the San Pedro river valley are a beautiful 
wilderness. Why tear through them with transmission lines from NM to 
AZ? The San Pedro is one of the only undammed rivers in the United 
States and an amazing habitat for migratory animals. Why destroy that?  

457 

I am a biologist who has been living in the Aravaipa Canyon/Klondyke 
area for 35 years. I've been observing the unique wildlife in the Aravaipa 
Canyon, Creek and tributaries all this time. I'm obviously a 
conservationist as are most of the inhabitants (ranches and non ranchers) 
in this area. My husband and I have rainfall, max/min temp. and flood 
records for these years. We in this community, live here because of the 
relative isolation and the beauty of the high desert scrub/riparian 
environment. As you know, there are few permanently flowing waters, 
such as the Aravaipa Creek, left in Arizona. 
Although I am very much in favor of wind and solar power, I do not 
want construction of such a massive transmission line through here. We 
do use some solar power on our property. I feel it would greatly impact 
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the plants and animals along the proposed route and the Aravaipa Creek: 
all drainages there flow into the Aravaipa Creek. 

558 

Soil and Watershed issues – The BLM must include the cumulative 
effects of secondary road development as a result of this project and their 
impacts to the watershed. Construction of this project will allow for 
development of secondary renewable energy development across vast 
expanses of land, with increase of the total miles of dirt and unimproved 
roads. Unimproved roads are a major source of erosion and non-point 
source pollution contributing pollutants and sediments to surface waters. 

595 

The perennial flow of Aravaipa Creek links 3 mountain ranges, 3 
wilderness areas and maintains migratory corridors for both large 
mammals and birds, making it a crucial component to maintaining 
biodiversity and ecological integrity in southeastern Arizona. The 
integrity of Aravaipa Creek's stream flow depends heavily on the 
ecological health of the surrounding watershed. The Aravaipa Canyon 
watershed is bounded on the east by a low divide in the northwest 
Sulphur Springs Valley and on the west by the San Pedro River south of 
the town of Winkleman, Arizona. On the northeast the canyon is 
bounded by the Pinalefio and Turnbull-Santa Teresa ranges and on the 
southwest by the Galiuro Mountain range, the very north end of which is 
traversed by the creek. The watershed comprises approximately 1,400 
km2 and the perennial flow of the creek originates from unconsolidated 
sediments of the streambed 6.4 to 5.5 km northwest of the town of 
Klondyke. The watershed to the north and south of the existing Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness consists of tablelands cut by numerous tributary 
drainages that feed into Aravaipa Creek. 

The 
Wilderness 
Societ et al 

Phillips 

The BLM holds a conservation easement on my property and others in 
the area to protect its ecological and cultural values. Avoiding electrical 
lines on INC and Cascabel Hermitage Association lands in the area will 
nonetheless jeopardize the goals of both organizations by fragmenting 
habitat they work with public agencies and private landowners to keep 
intact. Running a 1000 ft. utility corridor through the area is therefore 
inconsistent with the BLM's own stated conservation goals in the San 
Pedro Watershed. The Lower San Pedro River Watershed remains 
ecologically intact, with a relatively unfragmented landscape rare in an 
arid and rapidly growing region. There are no sufficient mitigation 
options for the damage new roads and infrastructure development could 
do to a singular and fragile area with few parallels on the continent. 

851 

The Nature Conservancy’s only major concern with this alternate route 
[far eastern route that runs along the eastern border of White Sands 
Missile Range and crosses the Rio Grande just north of the Texas border] 
is that it directly crosses the Lordsburg Playa in Hidalgo County. If this 
portion of the transmission line could be directed either north to connect 
to the original proposed route or possibly south to follow along I-10, the 
impacts to these important playa lakes could be greatly reduced. TNC 

CODE 100.00 Airspace 

83 

As the representatives of Holloman AFB for NEPA and planning 
activities, we insist on being included on any project that potentially 
impacts our air and ground operations. This project is within the assigned 
airspace for WSMR/Holloman/Cannon/Kirtland. 

Holloman 
AFB 

418 

I own a private air strip in the San Pedro Valley near milepost 22 on the 
Cascabel Road. It is currently operated as a private airport, but it has a 
special use permit issued by Cochise County that would allow air park or 
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commercial air operations. (The permit was originally obtained for an air 
park development; the airport was public until 2003.) Construction of 
high-capacity power transmission lines, especially within 3-4 miles of 
the Cascabel Road, would seriously endanger air traffic in and out of the 
air strip, and would substantially lower the value of my property and the 
special use permit associated with it. 

614 

This area [Windmill Ranches] is also one of the few remaining places 
where I could afford enough land to have my own hanger and landing 
strip for my private plane. This land happens to be in the area outlined by 
SunZia for Its transmission lines. Any night time illumination or tall 
obstructions near our property have the potential of making it useless for 
the reasons we purchased it.  

641 

As landowners (ranchers) in Central New Mexico, this line would 
infringe upon our current-military co-use agreement with the United 
States Army and their right to use the airspace over our ranch.  

853 

Eastern Route and Military Operations 
While this route is almost entirely outside the geographical boundaries of 
the military establishments it passes, there is still the possibility of 
interaction with military operations. Specifically, the route passes 
directly under a Military Training Route (MTR) just north of Tularosa. 
However, this MTR, designated VR176, is a visual route which has a 
floor of 1,500 feet above the ground. Since it is a visual route (pilots 
looking out the window), and the transmission towers will only extend 
approximately 130 feet above ground, there should not be a conflict with 
the operations. Towers in proximity to flight operations would be marked 
with high-intensity obstruction lighting to make them clearly visible 
from the air. In addition, they would be depicted on aeronautical charts, 
and would become thoroughly familiar to pilots operating in the area.  
Northern Route 
The proposed Northern route would cross due east from the Rio Grande 
to the SunZia terminus north of Carrizozo. This route passes directly 
through the full width of a Restricted Area. This Restricted Area is 
designated as R-5107C+H, and it extends from the surface up to space. 
There is an MTR (VR1233) that crosses the proposed route almost 
perpendicular. This MTR is a low level route with segments below 1,500 
feet above the surface. Given this low level designation, construction of a 
transmission line crossing this MTR would likely cause some concern for 
the military. 
The majority of the “western” or Rio Grande routes also penetrate 
Restricted Areas of the White Sands Missile Range. These restricted 
areas can contain hazards such as low flying aircraft, unmanned drones, 
explosives detonation and various classified operations.  NRDC 

853 

FAA Notification 
Military flight operations in the area will definitely have to be notified of 
the presence of the SunZia line. However, the slight modifications that 
may be necessary to aircraft route or altitude are minor, compared to the 
potential for delivery of renewable energy along this vital transmission 
corridor. The Federal Aviation Administration, in 14 CFR Part 77, does 
not require notification for structures less than 200 feet tall. Since 
transmission towers are in the 130-foot range, the only time towers 
would be a consideration is when they fall within a certain radius of an 
airport. Several radio towers in close proximity to the border of White 
Sands Missile Range and next to the proposed alternative route are not NRDC 
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depicted on aeronautical charts, based on my visual observation of the 
field area and comparison with relevant charts. These obstructions are, 
however, lighted and would be visible to military pilots in the area. 
Similarly, the SunZia line would provide visual orientation for pilots in 
the area, and would also most likely be noted in aeronautical charts. 

852 

Power lines in the vicinity of Orogrande, NM, could disrupt the flight 
pattern for Army aviation (helicopters) moving from the Base Camp 
airstrip to the Digital Air Ground Integration Range (DAGIR). Attack 
helicopter crews train at the DAGIR in support of units on the ground. 
Depending on the location, lines in the immediate vicinity of the 
Orogrande Range Camp could pose a significant safety hazard to 
helicopters moving from the Orogrande Base Camp airstrip to the 
aviation gunnery range on the east side of Highway 54. The safety risks 
could be particularly serious at night when aircraft are using night vision 
systems. 
Lines in the vicinity of Highway 54 could be problematic for unmanned 
aviation systems (UAS) organic to the maneuver brigades flying east and 
west during battalion and brigade level exercises. The potential would 
exist for UASs to impact the power lines.  Ft Bliss 

825 

Western Route – WSMR airspace extends beyond its borders and 
extends from ground level to exo-atmospheric. WSMR has a heavily 
used airfield (Stallion) in the northwest corner of the range. The airfield 
is used by manned and unmanned aircraft. Many Unmanned Aerial 
Systems (UAS) have very slow climb rates, making 160-200 ft power 
lines even a few miles away a significant concern. WSMR also tests and 
uses cruise missiles which can fly as low as 20 ft above ground level 
(AGL) as targets for air defense system testing. Power lines at 160 ft 
pose hazards that would require circumscription of test events. The 
potential for lost aircraft or damaged power lines is a concern. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Western Route – Kirtland AFB 58th Special Operations Wing (SOW) 
routinely uses Oscura and Red Rio gunnery ranges in the northern 
portion of WSMR. A power line along the western boundary will have 
training and safety impacts to our mission, forcing tilt and rotary wing 
aircraft out of their training profiles. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Northern Route (along Hwy 380) – poses risks to low-level tilt-rotor, 
rotary-wing, and fixed wing aircraft safety and training operations for 
Holloman AFB (49th Fighter Wing), Kirtland AFB (58th SOW), Cannon 
AFB (27th SOW), and White Sands Missile Range (WSMR). 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Eastern Route – poses risks to low-level (flight and approaches) rotary-
wing and fixed wing aircraft safety and training operations for Holloman 
AFB (49th Fighter Wing), Kirtland AFB (58th SOW), and Cannon AFB 
(27th SOW), as well as UAS operations for Ft. Bliss. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Two Middle West routes – WSMR airspace extends beyond range 
borders and extends from ground level to exo-atmospheric. WSMR uses 
this airspace for both manned (helicopter, aircraft) and unmanned aircraft 
testing. Power lines at 160 ft pose hazards that may require modification 
of some test events. The potential for lost aircraft or damaged power 
lines is a concern.  

DOD 
Consolidated 

825 

Transmission lines of concern that would impact the Arizona Air 
National Guard 162nd FW are located near the towns of Lordsburg – 
Safford – Duncan – Willow – San Manuel. All of these towns are 
involved in and around Jackal Low MOA, VR 260 and VR 263 [low 
level military training routes], posing additional obstructions and flight 

DOD 
Consolidated 
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space restrictions.  
CODE 110.00 Noise/Interference 

  1 

Unleashing increased human traffic would result in discarded trash and 
debris, adding to the power-line visual pollution and off-roader noise 
pollution.   

  17 
Could introducing such high-voltage transmission lines interfere with the 
information received by the telescopes on Mt. Graham?    

  159 

Utility sites are, by nature, intensive, high profile land uses. The visual 
impacts and, in some cases, the audible impacts of these facilities 
detracts from the primitive recreational experience provided by the CDT 
[Continental Divide Trail]. CDTA 

  278/305 

The LWA Instrument: The Long Wavelength Array (LWA) will be a 
next-generation radio telescope with imaging power two orders of 
magnitude better than current or past capabilities at low VHF frequencies 
(i.e., 10-88 MHz).The LWA (Long Wavelength Array) radio telescope 
project, being executed by U.N.M. for the office of Naval Research, 
intends to build antennae (actually fields of dipole antennas) at a number 
of locations across the state. We need to be a reasonable distance 
(typically greater than 10 mi) away from high-voltage lines, to avoid the 
radio-frequency interference they produce. The situation is similar to that 
in which the BLM and the Bonneville Power Administration addressed 
the potential interference between an El Paso Electric power line and the 
VLA back in the 1980s. However, we are still determining the locations 
for our antenna fields; there should be plenty of time and flexibility for 
us to adopt positions with suitable standoff distances. To be sure that we 
don't get in the way, we are eager to maintain communications with 
SunZia, especially as the routes become better defined.  LWA Project 

  278/305 

Radio-Frequency Interference (RFI): The issue of RFI is of particular 
importance to radio astronomy. At its frequencies of operation, and at the 
exquisite levels of sensitivity required for its astronomical 
measurements, the LWA requires that the environmental level of RFI be 
very low (below -248 to -258 dbW/m21Hz; this is based on the 
requirement that the RFI increase the system noise by less than ten 
percent). Many of the objects of interest are extremely luminous but are 
located at such great distances (1024 m) that their signals are very faint 
by the time they reach the Earth, and are therefore easily overwhelmed 
by terrestrial sources located at distances of 104 m (10 km). The decision 
to locate the LW A in a region centered on the Plains of San Agustin was 
the result of a lengthy process of evaluation (begun in July 2002) in 
which the characteristics of environmental RFI were among the primary 
deciding factors. The Plains of San Agustin are considered by scientists 
as the best radio astronomy site in North America due to radio quietness, 
elevation and favorable weather conditions – as indicated by the presence 
of the VLA.  LWA Project 

  278/306 

The Impact of the Proposed Extra-High-Voltage (EHV) Transmission 
Lines: The possibility of RFI from EHV transmission lines first came to 
the attention of radio astronomers in the early 1980s, when the El Paso 
Electric Company proposed building a 345-k V transmission line that 
would have crossed the north and east arms of the VLA within two miles 
of its center. (It should be noted that in its largest configuration, the most 
distant antennas are located thirteen miles from the center of the VLA.) 
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the VLA obtained 
assistance from Mr. V. L. Chartier of the Division of Laboratories of the LWA Project 
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Bonneville Power Administration (BPA). In his 1984 report, Mr. 
Chartier calculated minimum separation distances for the transmission 
line from the VLA and from individual antennas of the Very Long 
Baseline Array (VLBA) radio telescope. It is important to note that Mr. 
Chartier recognized that radio astronomers are concerned about noise 
power, not (quasi-)peak noise voltage, and derived the necessary 
conversion factor. In fact, radio astronomers are concerned about total 
noise power, which means that the contributions from all phases 
(possibly including ground wires) and from adjacent transmission lines 
must be summed. It is also important to note that, because the coronal 
RFI is a broad-band emission, it cannot be filtered out.  

  314 

Wires that hum are the worst part of electrical transmission – the hum 
warns of danger. A good thing most of the time. However, people who 
have houses next to the wires suffer stress and from Electromagnetic 
Frequency pollution.    

  347 
500kV of power are twice what you get when you pass 250kV in Safford 
that ruin radio reception.   

  352 

This is a pristine valley (Aravaipa Valley); to put your poles in an area 
that only allows 50 visitors by application only seems counterproductive 
when you already have existing lines that could be used as an alternative. 
500kV of power are twice what you get when you pass 250kV in Safford 
that ruin radio reception. Double that power field! Maintenance roads 
under the lines with ATVs and 4 wheelers will increase erosion, noise, 
litter and interfere with wildlife habitats/population. We love the silence, 
peace and pristine beauty that this whole line will ruin.    

  361 

Traffic for construction and maintenance would be noisy and dusty. 
Access roads would also be unsightly and would likely attract those 
wanting access to both public and private land with ATVs, which are 
already becoming a nuisance issue in this area.    

  420 

Our public lands can remain pristine, wildlife would not be disturbed and 
unnecessary roads would not cut through our state and federal lands 
causing increased erosion and noise pollution. Please consider using the 
current corridor for this project.   

  445 

I object to the new routes proposed by this project – in specific the 
Aravaipa Valley Route on several levels. As you (I am sure) know 
4x4s/ATVs and others who use recreational vehicles will use the new 
maintenance roads for entertainment, creating noise pollution, litter, 
increase erosion and interfere with wildlife habitats.   

  456 

I do not see the need, in an effort to further the “green" energy cause, for 
a perfectly pristine environmental area to be desecrated when alternate 
developed routes exist. If more access is made available via maintenance 
roads, ATV use will increase, as will erosion, noise pollution, and 
general littering.    

  460 

The land would be crisscrossed with road and side roads to access the 
towers for repair; these roads would invite vehicular traffic including 
ATVs, and would create soil erosion, air pollution, noise pollution and 
general destruction of the peace of the people and animals in the San 
Pedro River valley.    

  472 

People don't want to live under t hose high frequency lines. They don't 
want to hear the hum. We don't want to hear it either. We don't want 
them running off the oryx, the antelopes. They run out there [Bingham]. 
They won't come near the place.    
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  478 
But the biggest concern is – if you got that before about the views, the 
other concern is the noise, if there's any noise.   

  603 What would the noise decibel level be on the lines?    

  655 

Every year hundreds of migratory humming birds reach our farm; with 
humming from power lines, they may take an alternate route. We have 
famous restaurants in our little town and many of our residents rely on 
the quiet aesthetics here to promote their businesses.   

CODE 120.00 EMF/Electrical Effects 

24 

In addition to the aesthetic atrocities involved in this venture, there also 
needs to be further studies performed on the effects of the human and 
animal health from high-power transmission line EFMs. Numerous 
studies have arrived at opposing conclusions regarding these effects. I 
believe the conclusions are not consistent due to the entities funding the 
studies. If power companies fund the studies no harmful effects are 
found. If medical science funds the studies, harmful effects are obvious. I 
have been involved in defending several lawsuits that alleged cancer 
illness and death due to the plaintiff's proximity to high-power 
transmission lines. While defending the suits we relied on data to prove 
that there are no proven harmful effects from these lines. However my 
personal opinion, after reviewing numerous studies, is that there is, 
indeed, the possibility that harmful health effects are present in the 
population who resides in close proximity to these lines. Currently the 
location requested is not heavily populated but because the New Mexico 
population continues to grow into oppressively uninhabited locales, 
forethought into future population concentrations in New Mexico is a 
requirement and necessity in this matter. New Mexico is slowly and 
without though, lettings it's natural resources slip away. Future 
generations will be appalled at the lack of intellect and forethought 
displayed by our current policies. In addition, they will be burdened with 
the health and financial consequences of these policies. A case in point is 
the current request for federal funding to assist in the healthcare of 
Native American families related to yesterdays uranium miners. While 
the consequences may not be immediate they do loom on the horizon. 

34 

Obvious environmental costs of the power line project are unacceptable: 
The problem of electro-magnetic interference with migratory paths and 
with the life-cycles of birds and other animals in the immediate 
proximity of the lines.  

81 

Another concern, of course, would be for those of us with pacemakers 
and other electronic health devices. Even according to the venerable 
Institute of Electrical and Electronic Engineers (IEEE), "Potential for 
electromagnetic interference (EMI) with cardiac pacemakers in 
workplaces in electric utilities due to 50- and 60-Hz fields is well 
known." (http://i eeexplore.ieee.orglXpiorellogin.jsp? uri =h ttp%3 A % 
2F%2Fieeex pI ore. ieee. org% 2FielS % 2 
F7298%2F32989%2FOlS4S910.pdf%3Farnumber%3DlS4S910&authDe
cision--203) 

96 

Concerning the impact of transmission power lines on human health, we 
learned at the meeting in Safford that studies done in the U.S.A. indicate 
that these lines have little or no impact on human health and that they 
cause less harm than exposure to EMFs coming from electrical devices 
in our own houses, cell phones, etc. Through questioning, we learned 
that these studies are based on statistics. Information available on the 
internet from research done in countries such as Switzerland and 
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Australia is not so reassuring. And we personally know people who are 
experiencing multiple health problems after living more than ten years in 
a house with a transmission line tower just outside their back yard. 
Several of their dogs also died prematurely. Some other people we talked 
to said they know people living near this kind of power line who are 
having similar experiences. Perhaps U.S. researchers need to examine 
health problems experienced by actual individuals who live long term 
under or near such lines. The EMF issue is personally relevant to us 
because one of us is currently fighting cancer using alternative methods 
alone due to previous health damage caused by improper medical use of 
radiation in her childhood. For this reason we are even more concerned 
than we would otherwise be about the possibility of living 1.7 miles from 
this proposed power line and if the alternative route is chosen we would 
have it on two sides of our home. In that case the line might pass even 
closer to us. 

231 
Concerned about AC, want DC transmission line, is EMF being 
considered as to its effect on people and animal populations? 

224 

We have spent our entire lives building our home and property to raise 
our children in a safe environment. The proposed route for these lines 
runs practically over our house. We have a great concern about the 
known EMF/cancer links. 

280 

I have read many studies involving the dangerous affects of the EMF 
fields generated by these high powered power lines. I do not want to see 
this harmful monstrosity marching across my native home!  

286 

Opposed. I am opposed to this line cutting across my property or within 
0.8 of a mile. It is aesthetically unpleasing, exposes us to high EMF and 
magnetic fields, is a danger to children in the area. 

314 

Wires that hum are the worst part of electrical transmission – the hum 
warns of danger. A good thing most of the time. However, people who 
have houses next to the wires suffer stress and from Electromagnetic 
Frequency pollution. Animals can move away and usually do, except for 
the lower ones. And plants and fish are especially vulnerable if they are 
the highly specialized types. Therefore considerable planning needs to be 
done to protect the health, welfare, and property values near these lines. 
The lines that go in next to existing lines will add to the damage that the 
existing lines are causing and that will need to be mitigated.  

347 

If the county road 153 route is continued south across the Armendaris 
Ranch it would bypass the entire population of San Antonio and all the 
attendant lawsuits that are sure to arise from crossing numerous privately 
owned plots of land. I mention lawsuits because the "Preferred 
Alternative" crosses private parcels of land owned by farmers who are 
concerned about the affect of high voltage, direct current electromagnetic 
fields on crops and animals as well as human health (leukemia and brain 
cancer). 

416 

Power lines will negatively affect people: Keep the power lines well 
away from homes and businesses where people would be extensively 
exposed to high voltage "leakage". The physical health risks of living 
with high voltage lines has long been argued. Pacemakers and 
electronically controlled prostheses could be affected. Additionally, our 
electronic world depends upon lack of interference by powerful electrical 
sources. If our toys won't work we will experience frustration. 

424 
We are against these 2 proposed power line routes thru our scenic 
pristine San Pedro River Valley Watershed for the following primary 
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reasons: Health/cancer dangers of EMF (electromagnetic field) emitted 
by 500kV lines for humans and wildlife that live or travel near or under 
these lines. 

472 

These are big towers with megatons of frequencies running through it. 
People don't want to live under t hose high frequency lines. They don't 
want brain cancer, the reproduction problems. They don't want to hear 
the hum. We don't want to hear it either.  

478 

But the biggest concern is – if you got that before about the views, the 
other concern is the noise, if there's any noise. The EMF, is there any 
EMF hazards or concerns or something like that? 

484 

On another level, this much electrical energy flowing above people's 
heads should be kept as far away from people as possible, because there 
is a lot of evidence that people are affected by high power lines. So, if 
anything, you are heading for lawsuits the closer you get to human 
population. 

508 
Effects of such high voltage radiation on the population has never been 
discussed.  

560 

I am very concerned about radiation that exists already on the high 
transmission lines. Additional lines would present more of a health 
hazard. 

597 

Collateral Health and Resource Effects – We are aware that studies on 
the health effects of Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs), such as from 
transmission lines, have produced inconsistent conclusions. But at least 
some studies have suggested correlations between EMF exposures and 
higher incidences of childhood leukemia, adult leukemia, brain cancer, 
miscarriage, and ALS or Lou Gehrig's disease. See, e.g., State of 
California's study, An Evaluation of the Possible Risks From Electric and 
Magnetic Fields (EMFs) From Power Lines, Internal Wiring, Electrical 
Occupations and Appliances (2002), at 
http://www.ehib.org/emf/RiskEvaluation/riskevaLhtmL. We expect the 
EIS for the SunZia Transmission Project to address these possible health 
effects of transmission line siting near populated farming areas, including 
effects on residents and workers, farm animals and farm products, to 
quantify these risks as accurately as possible considering the various 
studies conducted, and to evaluate the potential risks avoided by alternate 
siting locations.  MRGCD 

613 

Electromagnetic fields would negatively affect property use and value, 
recreational values, as well as wildlife, and consequently affect hunting 
and recreational experiences in the area.  

691 

Studies have shown that the EMF generated by high voltage power lines 
will affect pace makers, defibrillators, and other implanted medical 
devices within a 500 meter radius. My wife has deep brain stimulators 
for parkinson's that can be deactivated by even weak magnetic sources. I 
am deeply concerned that she and other senior residents will be injured 
or incapacitated by the power lines which are planned to pass through 
our neighborhood. 

878 
Will the project adversely affect any satellite, electric, phone, propane or 
well? 

CODE 130.00 Economics 

1 

 During the Safford, AZ, Public Scoping Meeting held on June 24, I 
asked what possible benefit would come from routing the lines through 
such a pristine area. The answer was simple – it would save the 
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developers millions of dollars to build this shorter route. My opinion is 
that it may save investor money on the initial price tag, but the ultimate 
cost will be irreversible damage that will last long beyond the life 
expectancy of the parties that would choose this route, the project itself, 
and the people that is would serve.  

4 

The transmission route requires crossing the Rio Grande, and the 
proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north 
of the Refuge. This proposal transects the flight path used by migratory 
birds including the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up 
and down the river valley. Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming 
community are of great concern, not to mention the degradation of the 
viewscape of the refuge and the Socorro Valley (and important resource 
to the ecotourism of the area). 

6 

Scenic/Tourism: human birders now stay at B&Bs and avian sanctuaries 
directly in the path of the birds and the route alternative to the north of 
San Antonio. The growing business would be disrupted due to visual 
blight and the birds being disrupted. 

19 

There is a lot of tourism associated with the Bosque, and important 
revenue source for the Socorro area. I personally drive the 150 miles 
from Las Cruces to visit the Bosque almost every week. Why risk it 
when there are alternatives.  

23 

Please allow this project to go thru. It is a positive solar assisted project. 
Most of the people that live here (or rather moved here) don't give a 
damn about conservation anyhow. It's a positive $ maker. 

35 

SunZia should be encouraged to rely on local workers for construction, 
operation and maintenance of the transmission line. Given that the 
proposed transmission line will pass through Luna, Grant and Hidalgo 
counties with some of the highest unemployment rates in New Mexico, 
we would like to see that local labor is used to maximize the positive 
economic impact to these counties. The "green jobs" that will be created 
with this project will be all that more meaningful to local communities if 
they can directly benefit from the job creation. 

Gila 
Resources 
Information 
Project 
(GRIP) 

37 

This would result in damage to the terrain as well as the harassment of 
wildlife and stock. As has been shown in the past, signs do not prevent 
people from this destructive damage. This increased influx translates into 
destroying the productive harmony of our future generations' enjoyment 
of nature and wildlife. I own a lodge and General Store at Klondyke 
which is located three (3) miles from the proposed route. In the short 
term, this would be to my financial benefit due to personnel who are 
involved potentially staying at my lodge. Long term, however, this 
would not be a good situation for the future generations' quiet enjoyment 
of the area. 

39 

Apart from outright bird destruction, the impact of establishing 
transmission lines in this area would be deleterious to the tourist 
industry, for thousands of visitors from across this nation and from 
numerous foreign countries flock here to view the migration spectacle, 
one of the American Southwest's grandest outdoor spectacles in an area 
of scenic beauty unmarred by intrusive power lines or other structures.  

72 

Besides the impact to the birds, the beauty and integrity of the northern 
environs of the refuge are important to visitors, like my wife and me, 
who bring significant economic benefit to the Socorro region by our 
visits to the area. If it is spoiled by damage to the wildlife and beauty of 
the region, we will be much less likely to visit it. 
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78 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated economic 
impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is 
directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Additionally many San Antonio residents will experience 
decreased property values as their views of the once-majestic Rio Grande 
Valley will feature giant transmission lines and poles. Since there is no 
obvious economic benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to 
compromise our community with this project. 

90 

The Department understands the proposed project activities would 
involve the construction of up to two 500kV transmission lines with key 
interconnections to the existing extra high voltage grid in Arizona and 
New Mexico. The Department does not support this project at this time 
due to the following concerns: The construction of SunZia will clearly 
promote the growth of renewable energy development in New Mexico in 
a manner consistent with identified resources. It is unclear; however, 
what impact this project will have on Arizona's renewable energy growth 
in an area that has been identified as having significant natural resources 
and limited renewable energy resource potential. Arizona's renewable 
energy potential is primarily located along the state' s western region, 
while Arizona's southeast region provides some of the most biologically 
diverse habitat in the state. Consequently, the Department recommends 
the project proponent and BLM provide a robust cost/benefit analysis of 
this project in Arizona, as well as, including additional reasonable and 
feasible alternatives to the SunZia route in Arizona.  AZGFD 

95 

Going east of the Picacho Mountains avoids conflicts with the heart of 
Eloy. 
As you may know, any alignment west of the Picachos would directly 
conflict with the present and future urban core of the City of Eloy. 
Alignments east of the Picachos will remove any potential impacts on 
urban revitalization, street widening, attraction of businesses, and many 
other components that are integral to the City's future. The Economic 
Development Group of Eloy ("EDGE") supports a route east of the 
Picacho Mountains and opposes any route to the west At its meeting on 
October 21, 2008, EDGE voted unanimously to support a resolution 
demanding that this line travel east of the Picacho Mountains and 
expressing its opposition to any alignment to the west of the Picachos. 
EDGE felt that siting the Project to the west of the Picachos would be 
detrimental to the future economic growth in the Eloy area. Placing the 
lines to the east of the Picachos for much of their length will eliminate 
visual impacts. We respectfully request that the Project be sited to the 
east of this development to avoid disruption of the plans for this 
development that Pinal County has approved and that Walton and the 
State Land Department have long been planning. 

131 

The Bosque del Apache attracts people from all over the world. This is a 
huge income for the environs of the Bosque. Please be considerate of all 
the years of bird and animal life that congregate here naturally. they 
cannot alter their habits. They will just be destroyed, if disturbed by you. 

153 

the Proposed (or preferred) route crosses very valuable farm and urban 
land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, 
environmentally, socially, visually, and economically. Social and 
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economic resources: The plan needs to address the social and economic 
impacts of nearby transmission lines to members of the public. Property 
values will decline in the immediate area and few people will want to 
live next to a high voltage transmission line. The southern route along 
WSMR would have virtually no social or economic impacts to humans. 
The current Proposed Route is not appropriate due to the amount of 
private land which would need to be crossed and the amount of publics 
which would be disrupted. A route which would drop south through the 
edge of White Sands Missile Range would be a route of least significant 
impact and should be changed to the Preferred Route. 

174 

Consider placing this line further south of one of NM most precious 
Environmental areas and tourist attraction, the Bosque Del Apache. This 
amazing area is worthy of protection from both an ecological standpoint 
and an economic standpoint as tourism is a big income source for this 
area in NM. The "greening " of America shouldn't come at the expense 
of endangered wildlife. 

185 

We urge you to reconsider the Transmission Lines that will cross Bosque 
del Apache. This is such a sensitive wildlife area which also generates 
tremendous ecotourism pleasure and dollars for the surrounding area. 
Please keep the cranes flying!!!  

213 

The Aravaipa has serious destructive flooding. Aravaipa can really run 
wild.( Can be documented). The side canyons such as Long Hollow 
Bufford Four mile can get all torn up even with mild flooding. This very 
moment the side roads on the ranch are torn up from minor floods. It will 
be quite expensive for you to maintain tower health and keep roads in. It 
makes much more since for long term maintained to go with a more 
developed area.  

224 

I am writing this letter to say that I am in favor of the transmission line 
and the proposed wind projects in NM. I strongly believe in alternative 
energy. I think that it is vital that we become energy independent and this 
would get us headed in the right direction. I also think that this would be 
a great opportunity for NM because it would create revenue and jobs in a 
time when jobs are few and far between. 

228 

We are ranchers north of Capitan and are very much in favor of the 
potential wind project in that area. We feel that wind energy is a clean, 
renewable source of energy that can help reduce our dependency on 
foreign oil. This will also help create green jobs and give a boost to the 
local economy. It will also create tax revenue for state and local 
government. As far as we are concerned it is a win, win situation. 

235 

The impact on the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge has not 
been determined, nor on the surrounding rural agricultural community. 
Alternate routes further south have been suggested, but additional 
information is needed before an educated and proper determination can 
be made. The potential for damage to the ecotourism of the area dictates 
that more information and consideration is necessary to reach the optimal 
placement of such transmission lines. 

253 
Please keep the tourism aspect: of our little town of Deming in mind 
when making your decision about this project. 

263 

The San Pedro River is a treasure that must be appreciated as a wildlife 
corridor and source of tourism revenue. Please don't destroy it for some 
short sighted power scheme. 

264 I wish the line would go down along the Whites Sands property instead 
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of along 380 in San Antonio. The area will lose its tourism appeal with a 
hulking power line in it. 

266 

I have learned that the BLM proposes to allow high voltage transmission 
lines to run near and along the Rio Grande near the Bosuqe del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge and in other areas used by migrating birds. It 
could seriously impact the birds and the hugely lucrative tourist business 
in these areas. EVERY effort should be made to run these lines 
somewhere other than along migration routes or better yet, put them 
underground. 

304 

The impact to avian species in a major migratory flyway from high 
tension wires could be severe. Impacts at night to flying birds is a 
problem even now. More lines located even higher above ground could 
be a major threat. Bird watching and ecotourism are a major economic 
plus to our area in San Antonio. The proposed above ground lines would 
hurt us economically.  

306 

The SunZia line will bring needed transmission for development of wind 
energy that is only waiting for transmission. I feel it will help the 
economy and the nation to have this renewable energy developed. 

317 

Placing the transmission line in the valley will result in the loss of 
property values now and in the future, including the loss of future 
residential development opportunities. There are no foreseeable 
economic benefits to the valley and its residents. The sole economic 
benefit is to the transmission company. 

344 

 We have a tourist based business located with 3/4 of a mile of Rt 380 on 
Bosquecito Rd that would suffer financial losses if this power line were 
to be located north of Rt 380. We feel the land along the White Sands 
Missile Range should be used because there are no houses located in that 
area. 

373 

My hope is that this line will not be routed through Bosque del Apache 
nor any other areas of the state where tourism may be impacted. Please 
be thoughtful in your choices. Luna Co. is just at the threshold of 
residential, commercial, and tourism growth. Don't create an eyesore. 

382 

I feel that this transmission line will help our area in so many ways. It 
will help to get more jobs to our area in the way of construction, and 
housing.!t will also help bring other opportunities to our area in the way 
of future wind projects. I live in the Corona, N.M. area and the job 
opportunities are very limited at this time. If this project does come thru 
it will help keep some of our younger people in the area and boost the 
economy to the businesses here. 

384 

When a area or county or region has electric power there is really is very 
important it really means a whole lot period. For example when a place 
or area or county has electric power this helps when people are just 
looking to buy land somewhere plus your property is even worth more 
because it has electric power to it. Plus having electric power in an area 
any where helps a whole lot when it comes to growth and development 
period. When a area or in the case of rural area which our point is even 
more important. For example when you bring electric power to an area it 
could bring more building and more residents or population to a area. 
Also by having electric power in an area it also helps bring new business 
to a area, and new business bring new jobs and new jobs bring more 
building and more building and more new people and more residents. A 
project this size will not only bring growth/building or development with 
it. A project like this or a project of this size right now will create 
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hundreds or maybe even thousands of much needed work and jobs to an 
area and to our nation. More important we want everyone to know that 
this letter was wrote to support your project plus to let everyone know 
that not only are we in favor of your electric power line project being 
built. The truth is this everyone should be in favor and support of it being 
built. Why because there's not one person or one place that will not 
benefit period from a project like yours being built. A project as big as 
yours is a win win project in any area. 

402 

Your Aravaipa, Klondyke route will work hardships on the ranching 
families. This route would cut through the heart of our ranch and destroy 
a great deal of what we have worked so hard for and endangered our 
livelihood in a tuff economic time.  

423 

I would like to see the alternative route used next to I-10, as this could 
work in conjunction with the proposed Bowie Power Plant, and would 
help the economy of this area. 

449 

Also such a large power line in a small town like San Antonio would 
negatively impact the tourism environment created by open space, the 
flyway, and intersecting highways. Alternate routes that are not as 
populated would be a better choice, so there is not the added human 
impact.  

450 

I am a landowner in the Corona, NM area who has leased land to a wind 
energy company. Transmission lines have been the limiting factor in the 
development of wind farms in this area. The SunZia project could be the 
breath of life for these wind farms to move forward. I for one am very 
much in favor of this project. The sooner it is built the better. 

460 
Many people living in this area would lose their homes, there and their 
livelihood. 

463 

Please allow this project to go thru. It is a positive, solar assisted project. 
Most of the people the ___(illegible) here (on rather moved here) don't 
give a damn about conservation anyhow. It’s a positive $ maker. 

464 

The government and I have made considerable investments to see the 
area remains undisturbed. Many adjacent neighbors also hold 
conservation easements. I am a natural history cinematographer. I have 
filmed wildlife there for National Geographic TV, Discovery Channel, 
BBC and others. I am presently working on a film in this area. I like 
green energy, however, I am vehemently opposed to any transmission 
project near the Cascabel area. We have sacrificed a lot to keep it 
pristine. It would have detrimental effects on our ecotourism, as well. 

470 

Extend that corridor east of Highway 54. And the purpose and reason for 
that, that way, between the two major groups, there will be an even share 
between it. And Corona does split. And if they can get east of Highway 
54 – and there' s a lot of State land there – that would be easy for access 
of the transmission line. 

472 

I think those are our main concerns: The property values and the view, 
the fact that it can run off the potential business. We were going to open 
up part of the property to campers, and how can we do that with a View 
like that? It would destroy the value of the place completely. 

474 

I have a ranch here in Corona. We've leased wind farms, and we feel that 
we'd rather see wind farms than subdivisions, and ranches are no longer 
sustainable anymore under agriculture. So we've got to make, you know, 
something – do something else in order to stay in business. And so we 
think that wind and renewable energies are very positive. So we're very 
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much in favor of developing the wind and whatever it takes for 
transmission, wind towers, whatever it takes to do wind. 

475 

I'm the president of Frio Ridge. We are a landowner association in 
northern Curry County and southern Quay County, representing 127 
landowners and 177,000 acres. I am also the chairman of the Coalition of 
Renewable Energy Landowner Association, representing 52 million 
acres and 2,000 landowners through eastern New Mexico. And my 
comments are not specific to any issues related within this proposed area 
of SunZia. My comments are that we would like to see them extend this 
line over into Curry and Quay County. We don 't have any BLM land in 
that area. We have some State-leased land. But we would like to see 
SunZia come in. We have good wind energy resources there. We've got a 
lot of – like I said, we have 2,000 landowners, nearly 2 million acres. 
We've got a lot of prime land that 's available for wind development. We 
just need a transmission line to move it, and we'd like to see SunZia 
consider our area, consider expanding out from Ancho and Bingham, 
wherever their terminus is. 

476 

I live at Corona, and our ranch is under lease to Shell for wind – under an 
option. And so we're very much in favor of this project. It's good for our 
community. It's good for our county. It 's good for our schools. 

479 

And I'm very much for it, and I think it would be good for the State of 
New Mexico and citizens, our local citizens, as well. So put me on record 
as a big plus. I want this project. This country needs this project, and I 
want to get on with it now. Keep going. Don't let any roadblocks stop it.  

494 

We live and operate a museum-movie set on the Cascabel Road just past 
mile marker 7. One of our best features is an almost totally free of 
obstruction view. We already have power poles to the north of us that 
can be clearly seen. To have them east of us would surely impact our 
business in a very negative way. Our eastern view of the mountain is by 
far our best selling point to film makers and to our tourists. Please, we 
are not a high dollar business only a small mom-pop type. Having poles 
to our area would possibly close us down. 

557 

If you know the Cascabel area, you'll find there is a feeling of what some 
refer to as "Open Space." We have a community there, of folks who like 
the place, for the way it looks. This has a high degree of value to most of 
us. This is a major reason we chose to invest in the San Pedro Valley in 
the first place. There's an idea called ecotourism. Some of us depend on 
visitation by the general public, to help us survive out there. 

599 

Ecotourism for Socorro County is directly linked to the Refuge and 
observation and photographic opportunities available to a wide audience, 
and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting 
is going to have a negative impact on visitation. Socorro County is the 
second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, 
held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income 
generating event. Revenue from registered attendees of the 2004 20th 
annual Festival of the Cranes was $51,432 and the economic benefit to 
the local area was $2.2 million over the 6 days of the Festival. Visitor 
recreation expenditures in the counties of Socorro, Bernalillo, and Sierra 
totaled $l3.9 million of which $l3.7 million came from non-residents 
resulting from visits to the Refuge. The total tax revenue generated by 
Refuge recreation visits was $4.3 million for the region. Local economic 
effects associated with recreational visits to the Refuge totaled more 
$20.3 in the local counties (Kerlinger 1994, USFWS 2004). Bosque NWR 
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607 

Visitors to the Bosque play an important part in supporting the economy 
of the whole area, and anything that negatively affects the Bosque would 
have immediate and dire financial effects. 

620 

I am fully in favor of the Sun Zia Transmission Line Project. The wind 
and solar projects in the central and southern regions of New Mexico 
provide an economic stimulus opportunity for the entire state. 

655 

[San Antonio, NM] have famous restaurants in our little town and many 
of our residents rely on the quiet aesthetics here to promote their 
businesses. 

760 

When the City of Alamogordo took one (1) square mile of land for the 
sewer plant, the real loss to us was grass for nine (9) head of livestock. 
(6x9=54 54x $450= $24,300.00). Once the transmission lines are 
developed, the solar energy corporations will come and enormous 
quantities of grass will be sacrificed. As the graze disappears, the 
livestock allotment is lowered. As the allotment is lowered so is the 
income.  

CODE 140.00 Social Issues 

5 

[Generations of family] all being raised here in Klondyke/Aravaipa area 
in such beautiful country and a simple but very trying at times lifestyle 
with one road in and out of Klondyke to get to civilization and the 
necessities to sustain life, My families roots go back to early 1920s here 
in the Aravaipa/Klondyke area, my grandparents Harold and Kirrilla 
Lackner purchased the Fourmile Ranch then and through all the 
sacrifices and hard work that comes with ranching and living and 
working the land have flourished here for four generations, and intend on 
the same lifestyle for years with visions for the future with great pride. 
The impact on the country with the access roads put in for the 
transmission line as well, this would open up all the this area to all sorts 
of people and trouble, something that this area is not used to dealing 
with. We want to keep our Klondyke/Aravaipa area a show piece for the 
residents and for the new generations coming up in all of our families 
here in Klondyke/Aravaipa. 

96 

We feel that our choices to live quiet lives here are threatened because 
unidentified entities seem to find it feasible and economically attractive 
to turn the remaining pristine areas of Graham County into just one more 
place on the way to urbanization and exploitation.  

221 

My initial thought is wouldn't it make more sense, use less resources, and 
cost less money to help fund solar panels on most businesses and homes 
in this region? And wouldn't that be more practical? If this were to 
continue, I'd be most in support of the ___ (illegible) option for the lines. 
My concerns are multifaceted: environmental/ecological, social, 
psychological, and ethical. 

CODE 150.00 Environmental Justice 

558 

Environmental Justice – Local residents area near the NE section of the 
project corridor within central New Mexico have experienced loss of 
private lands and access to public grazing rights as a result of the 
creation of the White Sands Missile range in the 1940. The development 
of the project will provide for additional impacts and disruption of their 
rural lifestyles. They will be subject to increased traffic, habitat 
fragmentation, soil and water impacts due to increased roads and to 
degradation of scenic vistas as more and more generating facilities are 
built near this line for use by major metropolitan areas on the west coast 
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and in central Arizona. These residents lives will be impacted by 
development designed to enhance the quality of life for others living 
hundreds of miles away. The BLM must consider the environmental 
justice impacts to this area of rural New Mexico. 

CODE 160.00 Other NEPA Issues 

5 
Last but not least the health and safety issues, just how safe are these 
lines? 

10 

* consider a meaningful range of alternatives that avoid significant 
impacts to resources including, but not limited to, impacts to species, 
habitats, riparian areas, ACECs, and water resources. * consider all 
related direct and indirect impacts from construction and maintenance of 
the transmission line including any access roads and vegetation 
treatments that may be used in this area. * consider growth impacts from 
placement of this line and the designation a transmission corridor 
including the likelihood that other future lines could be placed in the 
same corridor and that the line and corridor will attract projects to site in 
areas in proximity to the line and corridor; *consider all impacts of the 
project in conjunction with other threats to the environment including, 
for example, impacts to species and habitats due to climate change and 
persistent drought; fully consider cumulative impacts of the proposed 
project.  

Ctr for 
Biological 
Diversity 

33 

While Arizona is fortunate to have large tracts of open space in public 
ownership, the design and protection of a permanent reserve system is 
still a pressing need in the face of climate change and the state's growth. TNC 

33 

Minimizing and mitigating impacts. We have four major concerns that 
apply to construction along any route, and that might affect which route 
is chosen. These comprise both site-specific impacts and the cumulative 
effect of these impacts for a given alignment. TNC 

33 

We also note that one of the biggest threats to the health of Aravaipa 
Creek and its native fish community is excessive sediment deposition. 
While the proposed route is some distance from the creek, erosion from 
power line construction in the watershed upstream of Aravaipa Canyon 
would likely cause additional sedimentation that degrades one of the 
most important native fish habitats in the Southwest. We are pleased to 
see that one potential route not currently identified is the All-American 
Pipeline alignment where it crosses the Muleshoe. While we generally 
support colocating utility corridors, that route across the southern Galiuro 
Mountains has long been problematic as a source of erosion. TNC 

33 

Compensating for Unavoidable Impacts. Regardless of the final route 
chosen, we anticipate impacts on biodiversity values and possibly on 
sensitive, candidate, or listed species. We believe it is imperative to 
offset all impacts to these species and other biodiversity. It is likely that 
the impact of the access roads, towers and transmission lines on some 
species cannot be mitigated through on-site action, and will require off-
site mitigation efforts. Developing mitigation alternatives is an integral 
part of the preparation of an environmental impact statement. 40 C.P.R. § 
1502.14. The definition of mitigation for EIS purposes includes 
consideration of "compensating for the impact by replacing or providing 
substitute resources or environments." 40 C.F.R. § 150S.20(e). For this 
EIS, we request development of a mitigation component that provides for 
no net loss in habitat for wildlife species. We also request that this 
component be included in the preferred alternative. Biodiversity offsets 
are an important tool for maintaining or enhancing environmental values TNC 
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in situations where development results in detrimental environmental 
impacts that cannot be mitigated locally. Such offsets are an option for 
addressing environmental impacts of development to mitigate for 
impacts after efforts have been undertaken to minimize impacts on-site 
through application of the other steps (avoid, minimize, rehabilitate) are 
shown to be inappropriate or untenable. 

45 

Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding 
landscape, but a health hazard to the ranchers who have to work around 
them as they take care for their stock and the land their stock depends on.  

48 

This area is rugged, beautiful and scenic with a few ranches in the valley 
which adds to the old dry western facade. A power line and it's easement 
will do nothing to enhance this Western heritage which is also an 
entrance to one of our designated National wonders. I worry not only 
about the detrimental visual affect that the proposed high tension line 
will produce but also about the health and safety for those that will now 
be exposed. 

53 Health is an issue for animals including the two footed residents.  

80 

Selecting a specific route, or attempting to evaluate a few alternative 
routes, before the fish and wildlife experts have full opportunity to 
review and comment on the preliminary routing choices will bring 
serious confrontation and debate. At this point we believe that the 
scoping process is too limited by lack of necessary details, facts and 
input from a broader group of government experts to achieve the 
intended solid foundation for a thorough and well-considered 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

81 
Some people express concern that wildlife will not want to subject 
themselves to the radiation given off by the lines.  

90 

Consequently, the Department recommends the project proponent and 
BLM provide a robust cost/benefit analysis of this project in Arizona, as 
well as, including additional reasonable and feasible alternatives to the 
SunZia route in Arizona. It is imperative that the cumulative effects 
analysis include all potential development that will occur as a result of 
the power line (i.e. growth due to increased energy supply, solar 
development, wind development, etc.) Cumulative impacts should be 
analyzed for all species in the watershed if this route is chosen. AZGFD 

96 

Highly visible projects that change the landscape from rural and natural 
to an appearance of engineered and developed are the crack in the door 
that lets in the proponents of even more objectionable projects 
[cumulative impacts]. A high tension power line could do that. Once the 
power line is in place, project planners will think, "There's already that 
power line here so additionally developmental projects won't make any 
difference" -translation being: "This place is already contaminated and 
the rural scene compromised, so there's no reason not to add to the 
depredation."  
Concerning the impact of transmission power lines on human health, we 
learned at the meeting in Safford that studies done in the U.S.A. indicate 
that these lines have little or no impact on human health and that they 
cause less harm than exposure to EMFs coming from electrical devices 
in our own houses, cell phones, etc. Through questioning, we learned 
that these studies are based on statistics. Information available on the 
internet from research done in countries such as Switzerland and 
Australia is not so reassuring. And we personally know people who are 
experiencing multiple health problems after living more than ten years in 
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a house with a transmission line tower just outside their back yard. 
Several of their dogs also died prematurely. Some other people we talked 
to said they know people living near this kind of power line who are 
having similar experiences. Perhaps U.S. researchers need to examine 
health problems experienced by actual individuals who live long term 
under or near such lines. The EMF issue is personally relevant to us 
because one of us is currently fighting cancer using alternative methods 
alone due to previous health damage caused by improper medical use of 
radiation in her childhood.  

116 

The power lines could be a health hazard as we would have to work 
closely to the lines taking care of our stock and the land the stock 
depends on. Our house has been here for many years and we fear the 
lines will pass too closely. 

153 

Scoping Process has been violated. Notice in newspaper was vague with 
lack of purpose, or intended audience; therefore arousing little interest 
for target participants. There was no formal presentation at the meeting 
regarding purpose. Attendees had to initiate information, responses, etc. 
Maps placed around for review contained spelling errors, inaccuracies in 
the legend, and vague information. The session was definitely not held in 
accordance with NEPA and for the purpose of soliciting issues and/or 
alternatives, soliciting data gaps or further information. Adequate time 
was not provided for comments as this meeting was held July 7 with 
comments being due in 3 working days (July 13).  

159 

The cumulative impacts of the expansion and development of utility 
corridors and facilities upon the CDT environment are substantial. 
Perhaps our greatest concern has to do with cumulative effects. If full 
environmental-impact analysis occurs only at the project or activity level, 
it will be difficult to assess the cumulative impacts of multiple projects or 
activities over time and their impacts to the entire CDT. We are 
concerned that the cumulative impacts of multiple projects and activities 
could be obscured and lead to unintended consequences that may not be 
consistent with a particular management direction for the CDT. For 
linear resources, such as the CDT, that are affected by more than one 
corridor, we ask that special attention be given to a full exploration and 
understanding of the cumulative affects to these special and unique 
resources.  
Mitigation of impacts to the CDT. We recommend that the draft EIS 
addresses mitigation to help alleviate direct, ancillary and cumulative 
impacts to the CDT in identification of these potential corridors. The 
section should address the need for both on-site and off-site 
enhancements to benefit the unavoidable scenery and Recreation 
Opportunity Spectrum setting affects on the CDT and other National 
Scenic and Historic Trails. CDTA 

213 
The huge increase in human activity will bring an increase in vandalism 
and crime. 

238 

Crossing the Rio Grande near New Mexico Highway 380 will 
ADVERSELY IMPACT many established homes, farms, and ranches 
near the communities of San Antonio and Bosquecito by: Temporarily 
disrupting lives during construction 

Temporary 
const impacts 

265 

I recently in great dismay learned of this plan to put power lines through 
our canyon. My family resides along the planned route for this health 
hazard, and I hope to retire in this area. The addition of a huge power 
line would be a great health hazard for all who live in its path, humans 
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and wildlife. 

284 

The line goes directly over my home and my family's health and 
happiness will be ruined. I am a registered nurse and know that the 
transmission lines can affect my kids health.  

290 I am also worried about the health of my family. 
291 My health will also be affected. 

316 
If it is environmentally clean, what harm could it do, It would help the 
warm of climate by emitted carbon in to the atmosphere. 

317 

The roads may also change the natural pattern of wild fires by acting as 
firebreaks, allowing increase growth of highly combustible vegetation 
that could result in more severe wild fires at a later time. The roads will 
also encourage increased vehicle traffic, including off road traffic. 

326 

Roads will invite trespass by off road vehicles. Controlled burns for 
grassland enhancement performed by BLM and TNC in the area will be 
compromised. 

327 
Land use issues of fugitive dust and erosion that would accompany 
construction and operation of power lines and additional wind turbines.  

330 

Power line construction and long-term maintenance necessitates access 
roads that will lead to soil erosion, invasive plant species, water quality 
degradation/non-point pollution, and off-road vehicle misuse that will 
further these problems. The need to protect the infrastructure by 
suppressing wildfire or preventing prescribed burns will hamper 
vegetation management tools that are useful to improve upland 
watershed conditions. 
Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation 
of tall vegetation) of the very trees that provide habitat for endangered 
species, bank and floodplain stabilization for soil and water quality, and 
the valued global ecoservices of transpiration and carbon exchange. 

337 It also poses some very real health risks. 

341 

The traffic coming and going will tear up existing roads plus the top soil 
and grasses in the right-of-way area. This will not heal in our lifetime. 
Some of the BLM land in our area contains very fragile (gyp, alkaline) 
when crust is broken it has no bottom and erodes constantly. 

347 

he "Preferred Alternative" crosses private parcels of land owned by 
farmers who are concerned about the affect of high voltage, direct 
current electromagnetic fields on crops and animals as well as human 
health (leukemia and brain cancer). 

352 

500kV of power are twice what you get when you pass 250kV in Safford 
that ruin radio reception. Double that power field! We have health 
concerns. I struggle with cancer and don't need anything else to 
aggravate it. International studies included. Maintenance roads under the 
lines with ATVs and 4 wheelers will increase erosion. 

361 
The power lines themselves would possibly to be more subject to 
vandalism in this area. 

363 

There would be a negative impact on the soil, water and wildlife. The 
access roads cut and the clearing of dense vegetation or tall trees 
destroyed would cause erosion and uncalculated harm. 

368 
Provide environmental impact information and health impact 
information. 

408 

It's a big health concern living near high-power lines. Whoever designed 
this route should live in the house under this power line for at least a 
year, maybe then it will take other people opinions and health under 
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consideration. 

416 

The physical health risks of living with high voltage lines has long been 
argued. Pacemakers and electronically controlled prostheses could be 
affected.  

420 

There would be less impact on the environment because substations and 
a maintenance road already exist. Our public lands can remain pristine, 
wildlife would not be disturbed and unnecessary roads would not cut 
through our state and federal lands causing increased erosion and noise 
pollution. 

429 Also I'm not pleased with health hazards I've heard about 

439 

every tower 1,400' x 160' tall with a ROW _______(illegible) wide this 
seems quite excessive with too much resource damage incurred for the 
area, highly erodible soils. 

445 

4x4s/ATVs and others who use recreational vehicles will use the new 
maintenance roads for entertainment, creating noise pollution, litter, 
increase erosion and interfere with wildlife habitats. 

467 

In general I'm not comfortable with high transmission lines, high voltage 
lines. The reading that I have done tells me that in the United States we 
haven't taken the possible health consequences as seriously as they have 
been taken in other countries. And so I'm concerned about that, not just 
for humans, but even if it goes through a wilderness area, what the 
consequences might be over generations for wildlife. 

486 

If you make new roads in to build a power line it will cause side roads 
off of it. And the damage we're having from four wheelers over here 
already, we 're having extreme vandalism and it's ruining a lot of the 
country. 

549 In terms of carbon foot printing, the towers are Bigfoot.  

558 

Soil and Watershed issues. The BLM must include the cumulative effects 
of secondary road development as a result of this project and their 
impacts to the watershed. Construction of this project will allow for 
development of secondary renewable energy development across vast 
expanses of land, with increase of the total miles of dirt and unimproved 
roads. Unimproved roads are a major source of erosion and non-point 
source pollution contributing pollutants and sediments to surface waters. 

558 

Cumulative Effects – The stated purpose for this line is to transport 
renewable energy to western markets. Many of these renewable energy 
developments are targeted at private lands and therefore do not undergo 
adequate environmental analysis on a project specific basis. This is 
particularly true of impacts to wildlife and visual resources. The BLM 
needs to include the cumulative effects of these types of developments 
into the EIS for this project that will now be made possible by this 
proposed action. The cumulative effects of this action are far reaching 
and will expand the footprint of development into many relatively native 
landscapes within New Mexico. The BLM must ensure resource impacts 
are adequately accounted for and not limit the scope of review to the 
footprint of this project. 

595 

Possible Mitigation Strategies Though SunZia has the possibility of 
providing significant benefits by facilitating renewable energy 
development and thus reducing greenhouse gas emissions from 
electricity production, there will be significant environmental impacts 
from developing the project. These impacts should be minimized and 
mitigated to the best degree possible, using best management practices, 

Wilderness 
Society 
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the best available technology, and innovative strategies. These could 
include, but are not limited to the best management practices and 
mitigation strategies identified in the Final PElS for West-wide Energy 
Corridors (Chapter 2.4). Mitigation includes: Avoiding the impact 
altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; Minimizing 
impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
implementation; Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or 
restoring the affected environment Reducing or eliminating the impact 
over time by preservation and maintenance operations during the life of 
the action; or, Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing 
substitute resources or environments. 

600 

Your analysis should reference cumulative impacts of this project along 
with other land development and human activities in this rapidly growing 
region, and address climate change and related habitat change factors. 

613 

These corridors would require the management of wildfire fuels under 
the lines causing widespread negative impact in both the uplands and 
along the river. 

857 

Project planning should include a project specific post-construction 
Avian Protection Plan (see APLIC Suggested Practices document for 
guidance), with mortality monitoring and adaptive management 
provisions. Bird diverter devices should be installed on the lines at 
potential collision hazard locations, and support towers should be lighted 
only where required by law, using red or red-and-white blinking or 
strobe lights. Towers should be erected without guy lines if possible; if a 
guyed design is necessary, the guy wires should be provided with bird 
diverters. (Mitigation) NMDGF 

715 

the SunZia corridor has specific impacts [in the San Pedro River 
corridor] that must be evaluated, including: The increased risk of wildfire 
following the spread of invasive species in disturbed areas; Climate 
change and the diminished resiliency of arid communities in the face of 
profound disequilibrium; Service roads would encourage ATV access 
and subsequent off-road abuses which always lead to soil erosion; 
Cumulative effects of livestock, off-road vehicles, and Illegal driving 
through streams. 

AZ Native 
Plant Society 

745 

We also recognize that in addition to its immediate and maintenance 
impacts, the establishment of such infrastructure corridors is the first 
wave of more to come which this critical and sensitive desert river 
system can ill afford.  

Cascabel 
Working 
Group 

759 

There has also been extensive work done in planning for prescribed 
burns in the watershed. Wildfire management and prescribed burning 
will be dictated based upon the needs or protection of the power line, 
rather than management of the natural resources. 

Redington 
NRCD 

826 

D. Make Every Effort to Identify Cultural Properties within the Project 
Corridors Early in the NEPA Process (BLM Cannot Defer Identification 
and Evaluation until after the Record of Decision [ROD]) NMAC and 
AAC encourage BLM to begin tribal consultation sufficiently early in the 
planning process that tribes can assist BLM in identifying cultural 
resources in the project corridor. When a federal agency proposes an 
undertaking, the NHPA requires the agency to "take into account the 
effect of the undertaking on any [property) that is included in or eligible 
for inclusion in the National Register [of Historic Places]" (16 U.S.C. § 
4701). This statutory obligation requires the federal agency, in 
consultation with the SHPO, to identify whether any listed or eligible 

NM and AZ 
Archeo 
Councils 
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historic properties are present in the proposed activity area. Section 106 
provides several means for identifying historic properties, including the 
requirement that the agency "[gather information from any Indian tribe ... 
identified pursuant to §800.3(1)1 to assist in identifying properties, 
including those located off tribal lands, which may be of religious and 
cultural significance to them and be eligible for the National Register" 
(36 C.F.R. §800.4[a][4]). Thus, consultation with Native American tribes 
to identify cultural resources must be performed prior to agency action. 
Failure to do so could result in the agency not identifying all possible 
cultural resources affected by the undertaking, resulting in subsequent 
destruction of those resources.  

826 

We believe that BLM cannot properly develop and evaluate project 
alternatives, nor can it select a preferred alternative, if BLM defers the 
identification of cultural properties until after the ROD without detailed 
Class I and some Class II survey of key portions of alternative routes, 
including vital turning points. In his November 5, 2009 testimony before 
a joint meeting of the subcommittees of Energy and Mineral Resources, 
and Water and Power of the Arizona Legislature, SunZia project 
manager Tom Wray stated that BLM would develop a Programmatic 
Agreement (PA) pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.14(b) that would allow BLM 
to defer any cultural resources survey until after BLM selected a 
preferred alternative:  
Given the current state of cultural resource databases in the West, 
especially for utility corridors, the P A should specify that Class I data 
from previously conducted studies would be sufficient to support the 
analysis of alternatives and the development of NEPA documents, and 
that Class III field surveys would occur after the ROD has been issued. 
[Wray (2009:19) testimony (available at 
http://www.sunzia.net/pdflTestimony_ II-5-09.pd1)) 

NM and AZ 
Archeo 
Councils 

826 

II. Adequately Evaluate All Foreseeable Actions Connected to and 
Cumulatively Occurring from the Proposed Project That May Affect 
Cultural Resources. 
As part of the SunZia EIS, BLM must identify and evaluate impacts of 
connected actions and cumulative effects from known additional feeder 
lines that will tie into the proposed transmission system. The NEPA 
regulations define a "connected action" as an action that is closely related 
to the proposed action such that it should be discussed in the EIS (40 
C.F.R. § 1508.25(1]). Future cumulative actions are anticipated to be 
developed from future renewable energy projects that are not defined. 
Clearly, feeder lines are part of the larger proposed action and depend on 
the larger action; thus, any additional feeder lines are part of the scope of 
the EIS. 
NMAC's and AAC's key issues of concern with respect to feeder lines 
are: (1) how many additional feeder lines will be needed; (2) where they 
will be located; (3) what kinds of impacts will they (and wind generators, 
etc.) have on cultural properties; (4) will the project be segmented when 
small feeder line roads are added; and (5) if the feeder lines are 
segmented from the federal undertaking, will the feeder line locations 
escape the requirements for cultural resources survey because they are on 
State Trust Land or on private land? NMAC and AAC are concerned that 
segmenting feeder lines from the current proposed project will allow 
connected actions and cumulative impacts to get around full compliance 
with NHPA. We are also concerned about the treatment and use of 

NM and AZ 
Archeo 
Councils 
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existing unpaved roads. Will these require survey owing to increased use 
and maintenance, as is commonly required for linear projects within New 
Mexico? Will efforts be made to use extant roads to minimize erosion, 
damage, and indirect impacts to cultural resource through increased 
access? 

825 

A foreseeable cumulative impact of constructing this power line [western 
and northern routes] will be the eventual development of wind turbines 
to take advantage of this project. Those wind turbine fields will pose an 
even greater threat to our [Kirtland AFB and WSMR] training and 
testing missions. 

DOD 
Consolidated 

CODE 165.00 Extend Scoping Comment Period 

6 
Once you scoped nearest Socorro, comments were due in six (6!!) days. 
Please extend the comment period, following the intent of the law.  

12 
 PLEASE extend the deadlines so that alternative routes and BETTER 
options such as line burial can be studied and proposed.  

38 

As a biologist by degree, I know there may be many things we don't 
know about anything we change, build or do. Therefore I feel strongly 
that we need to make time to find facts and learn opinions on this 
possibly crucial-to-wildlife proposal. Please consider an extension of the 
Comment Period. 

39 

We are not aware that environmental impact statements have been 
conducted relative to this proposal. It is also entirely unacceptable that 
such short notice was provided for public input. I therefore respectfully 
request that the period of public comment time be appreciably extended 
beyond the July 13 deadline. 

42 

I am requesting that you extend the public comment deadline so that the 
Refuge and knowledgeable parties are given more time to evaluate 
alternate routes for the 2 proposed high capacity transmission lines.  

44 

Please include our names/votes to those requesting a time extension on 
the high voltage transmission projects decisions which could possibly 
impact the Bosque del Apache area and its raison d' etre. 

47 

It is my understanding that a July 13th deadline for public input has been 
placed. I would like you to consider extending this deadline so that the 
public can further review this matter. 

52 

Please consider granting an extension of the deadline for public comment 
on the proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt transmission lines through 
south and central New Mexico. There has been inadequate time to study 
and finalize a preferred plan. 

65 

I speak for my family and friends who stand with me in a request for an 
extension of the deadline for comments on the NM SunZia Project. 
July 13,2009 is simply not enough time for comments on a project of this 
magnitude. 

72 
I strongly urge an extension of the July 13 deadline for comments on the 
proposed electric transmission corridor across the Rio Grande. 

73 
Why again is there such short notice for public comment? The deadline 
must be extended.  

76 

The timing of hearings so close to the pre-set deadline of 7/13/09 
precludes any meaningful public participation or consideration of 
alternatives required by NEPA. I urgently request that you extend the 
deadline for public comment on this project for at least one month to six 
weeks from today. This period would provide adequate time for area 
citizens, the City of Socorro, and staff at the Bosque NWR in which to 
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assess impacts and alternatives, and to submit comments on legitimate 
concerns raised by the proposed transmission project.  

80 

Having just learned of the proposal and with few hard facts and details in 
hand, we can only urge that the BLM extend the comment period to 
enable broader and more in-depth analysis of the existing and other 
alternatives to this proposal. 

90 

The Department also requests an extension of the 45 day scoping period. 
Due to the scope of this project, the time given to identify potential 
issues was not adequate for the public or Department to identify all 
potential issues.  AZGFD 

91 

On behalf of Bosque del Apache NWR, I would like to request a formal 
extension of the comment period for the SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Project Scoping Public Comment Period. The 45-day comment period is 
set to end on July 13, 2009. The refuge requests a month extension of 
this comment period. This extension would allow the refuge to provide 
more robust comments in regards to possible routes for the transmission 
line. Bosque NWR 

123 

Please extend the deadline for public comment on the high capacity 
transmission lines thru south and central NM. The flight paths for so 
many kinds of migratory birds using Bosque del Apache NWR should be 
a major consideration in the study of the location for the lines... more 
time needed for more investigation.  

133 
I am requesting that you extend the public comment period to give 
concerned citizens a chance to provide input.  

145 

I question if a good environmental impact statement has been conducted, 
as I believe that the lines in this location would kill many of these 
magnificent creatures. Please consider extending t he the public comment 
period as I feel many concerned people have not had a chance to 
comment or to explore other possibilities. 

147 

Request that there be a formal extension of the current effort so that more 
study and public input can be provided. Lack of publicity has limited 
public input. 

150 
I agree with the Friends of the Bosque that the deadline for comments 
should be extended beyond July 13, 2009 to review alternatives.  

152 

What is needed to develop a viable alternative is an extended public 
commentary time so that other alternatives can be fully explored. Please 
extend the comment time so that those of us who received very short 
notice will have time to explore other possibilities. 

153 

Adequate time was not provided for comments as this meeting was held 
July 7 with comments being due in 3 working days (July 13). Further 
scoping needs to be conducted with meetings being held at the beginning 
of the comment period and in a format compliant with NEPA. Adequate 
time for formulating comments needs to be provided to the public.  

161 

I respectfully request you to grant a formal extension from the BLM 
because there simply is not enough data available at present to formalize 
a preferred plan. I am quite sure there is a mutually agreeable solution to 
this problem to satisfy all interested parties. Please grant an extension so 
that a solution can be found and approved. 

164 

This is to request a deadline extension of the power line project near 
Bosque del Apache wildlife refuge in order that the matter can be studied 
and the best decision be made for all concerned – both man and wildlife. 

167 We are asking for an extension of the July 13 deadline in order to gather 
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more information regarding the concerns of the proposed high capacity 
500 kv transmission lines through Southern and Central New Mexico. 
We would greatly appreciate this extension to try and find ways to work 
together. 

169 

I am the PR co-Chairman and webmaster for the Friends of the Bosque 
del Apache NWR. I would also like to request an extension for the 
deadline regarding the high capacity transmission project through south 
and central New Mexico so that proposals for alternate possibilities can 
be made which would have less impact on birds. 

173 

Please extend the deadline for comment and study on the Zia Southwest 
Transmission Project. There has not been enough time to fully study the 
alternatives  

176 

please extend the comment period for the proposed new transmission 
lines that may have a huge impact on the flight path of the glorious fly-
ins at Bosque Del Apache.  

179 

Please extend the public comment period for the Sun Zia project beyond 
the present July 13 deadline. The deadline for comments comes so close 
to the scoping meetings in New Mexico that affected parties don't have 
time to research the situation and decide what comments they want to 
make. This power line will have a substantial effect on its surroundings, 
and for true public participation in the process, more time is needed. 
Another 60 days would allow for appropriate comments to be presented 
to BLM. Thank you for your consideration. 

180 

I wish to express in the strongest possible terms that the deadline for 
study and comments should be extended until further and in depth 
studies be done on the impact on wildlife, the natural environment and 
particularly of migrating birds in the area.  

181 
Please extend the period for public comment for the transmission lines 
that are considered to be routed through the Bosque del Apache.  

188 

The public meeting in regards to this was only several days ago and we 
learn that the deadline for public commentary ends very soon. Shouldn't 
there should be more time for the us to respond? I am hoping you will 
consider an extension of the July 13th deadline. Then, all the impacted 
parties, the wildlife, Bosque del Apache, the San Antonio and Socorro 
communities along with the BLM and the company constructing the 
power lines will have enough time to gather the necessary data and 
cooperatively make an informed decision as to where the best place to 
put these power lines. 

191 

I urge you to extend the public comment period to allow for more 
complete evaluation of alternative routes including putting the lines 
underground. 

192 

Frankly, to allow only 3 weeks for presenting these brand-new (to most 
of us) proposals and getting thoughtful feedback is pretty ridiculous on 
the face of it. I urge you to extend the period for explaining, discussing, 
and critiquing these proposals for at least another month.  

193 

This note is to encourage you to extend the deadline to allow further 
more detailed study of what impact the alternatives will have on this 
amazing area. 

194 

Please, please extend the public comment period to give more time to 
study the potential impact of the proposed route AND for study of 
alternative routes. 

196 I urge you to extend the deadline for public comment and to set up a 
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public meeting in or near Socorro or San Antonio or the Bosque del 
Apache. Surely those of us who live near the proposed line sites deserve 
more information and time to comment. 

197 

I am strongly requesting an extension of your public input period so that 
the Refuge and interested parties can more fully evaluate alternate routes 
and options such as line burial. For an issue such as this where so many 
migrating birds are affected as well as people an extension should be 
honored. The short comment periods for environmental issues instituted 
by the Bush Administration is inexcusable in our so-called democratic 
society and needs to be changed. 

201 
I request that you delay the decision on the power line until impacts on 
wildlife can be properly assessed and alternatives can be formulated. 

210 
I write this note to request an extension for public input and comments 
on this proposed project. 

213 
We have only known about this for 9 days. We have not had time to 
respond adequately or to notify others that will be impacted.  

216 I with others ask for an extension of this comment time period. 

218 

It has come to my attention that the comment and environmental impact 
study period for the Zia Project Power line project is facing an all too 
early deadline. I would like to request an extension for more study by 
affected parties on this proposal for transmission routes of wind and solar 
power from New Mexico to Arizona. 

230 

Scant notice was given for such a massive impact project. We need an 
extended period for comment and a great deal of scientific input, not to 
mention a vast application of wisdom and common sense.  

235 

I urge you to extend the July 13, 2009 comment period deadline for the 
proposed project to run transmission lines through south and central New 
Mexico. The impact on the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 
has not been determined, nor on the surrounding rural agricultural 
community. Alternate routes further south have been suggested, but 
additional information is needed before an educated and proper 
determination can be made.  

247 

Additionally, because of the large impact (and undoubtedly strong public 
response) this proposal is bound to have, I would like to request that the 
time period for public comment be extended from the current date of 
July 13. 

249 

As a concerned New Mexican, I would like to request an extension of the 
July 13th deadline so that the Refuge and interested parties can more 
fully evaluate alternate routes and other options for the power line 
proposal. 

251 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route 
of the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and 
request that you extend the comment period until August 31st. Following 
the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque 
del Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions 
as to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. 

Friends of the 
Bosque del 
Apache NWR 

268 

Consider this a formal request by a private citizen of New Mexico that 
the deadline for deciding where to place two high-capacity transmission 
lines through south and central New Mexico be extended. 

270 I urge you to extend the public comment period so that adequate 
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information can be analyzed and a good solution, with positive outcomes 
for all, can be realized. 

277 

There are two proposed high voltage transmission lines going through 
New Mexico in the San Antonio area. Public comment has a deadline of 
July 13,2009. This deadline is far too short for making a reasonable 
public comment. 
I am requesting an extended date for public comment. 

387 
Another objection to this process is the short comment period for the 
public. There should be more time and input from the public. 

487 

I've sent in some comments. I know people are wondering about the 
project, so I request that the scoping hearing comment period be 
extended for 30 days.  

CODE 170.00 Not NEPA Issues 
ID COMMENT 

31 

As a resident of Oracle, AZ, we get our electricity thru the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, San Carlos Irrigation Project...it is not always 
reliable...(the power was out for 4 hours last evening, for example). 
Question: if this power line goes thru our area, will we be able to hook 
into the new/more reliable electric power source???? Are we not 
included as solar electricity producers in this area? If not, why not? 
Wouldn't it be good to make homes under this present government 
programs producers of electricity into the main power grid? 

119 

Could you tell me if you have already let the contract for the archaeology 
aspect of the transmission line? If not when do you expect to put out the 
RFP for it? 

140 

Please vote "NO"! A suggestion; why not use this available energy her in 
New Mexico to reduce our excessive electric costs and fuel surcharges 
and pollution. 

202 

I would like to personally invite you for a special free guided tour of our 
great Aravaipa Canyon and drainage area with more underground water 
than the Great Lakes (according to an article in a major Tucson 
newspaper quoting U of A expert on hydrology), world record Desert 
Big Horn Sheep, caves where Billy the Kid resorted, and much more.  

217 I am extremely opposed to all of the proposed and alternative routes.  
219 I support the power lines and the Bowie Power Station. 

416 

Finally, I wonder about our mental health if we live with and must 
always look at the "monster marchers" which carry high voltage. The 
"monsters" create a feeling of unease and perhaps even fear in some 
people. 

532 

Because the BLM is using our tax dollars to operate, I think we should 
be considered when such a decision is made for use of our BLM land. 
Can we vote? I don't understand such a distance between our government 
offices and the people.  

514 
We are interested in bidding this project when it gets to the bidding 
stage.  

575 

I am writing to notify the BLM that I am NOT in favor of the proposal 
for the NM SunZia Project. Most especially, I am against the so called 
the Mason Draw solar field. The basis for my objection to the location of 
the field is that it will be destroying valuable grassland habitat. 

605 

I am interested to know if there are any plans to include solar projects in 
the transmission along SunZia or is the name misleading? Is the Belen 
NM solar project a potential source to the lines? Are there any Solar 
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inputs in process?? 

606 
Once the permit process has been completed, will there be a 
bid/procurement process for any part of the project? 

625 
This project lends itself to the perpetuation of centralized power grids 
which pose a threat to national security. 

CODE 200.00 Data Requests 
ID COMMENT 

25 

 As I understand in the article I've read, there is a possibility of a second 
set of HV lines proposed to run parallel to the existing set. Will my 
sisters property be affected by this proposal and if so, how much? Below 
are her coordinates: Lincoln County, N.M. T11S, R15E, Township 6. Or 
32*23'14.70"N by 105*29'46.57"W.  

26 

I'd like to see a map of the proposed high-voltage power transmission 
lines proposed to cross southern New Mexico and Arizona. The website 
did not provide information about the location of that line. Can you 
provide that information or direction to the appropriate website? 

90 

The Department requests detailed maps and/or GIS data be provided to 
facilitate the identification of specific wildlife and wildlife habitat 
impacts. Maps (i.e., maps of opportunities and constraints, environmental 
and cultural impacts) presented at scoping meetings should be available 
online to the public and the Department.  AZGFD 

108 
My question is if our and will be impacted, since we inherited I am the 
administrator to the land.  

397 

I would appreciate knowing if this project will in any way affect 
properties in Catron County N.M. such as service roads, transmission 
lines, placement of solar panels, equipment storage buildings, wind drive 
generators, etc. and if so the planned location and routes of any of the 
above inquiries. 

447 

I would very much like it if all this information were available on the 
BLM website. I understand that some of the displays are, but most of 
them aren't, so I would like to see that. 
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Please withhold email address from public access 
Please notify of EIS availability 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Comment Submittal 

July 11, 2009 

~ .~ 

~ ' - ;·'·!:Jc It 
• -.~t::..-;'::;< 

DATE RECEIVED 

The proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project appears to be conceived of 
environmentally based concerns and forethought. As Arizona and New Mexico do enjoy some of 
the most abundant solar thermal resources in the United States, and New Mexico is rich in wind 
resources, harnessing that power and routing it to Southwestern population centers is a logical 
ambition. In these days of growing concern over greenhouse gases and the changing climate of 
the petroleum industry, alternative energy is obviously a necessary product to develop, and 
energy independence is a necessary goal for which to strive. With assistance from Federal and 
State incentives, SunZia seems to be the innovative conglomerate that is positioned to undertake 
the task, and deliver the power. Any company that takes such initiative and risk obviously would 
ultimately capitalize on its efforts, and enjoy profits for years and years to come. 

With the length of time that these transmission lines will deliver power and that ultimate and 
continuing profit in mind, deep consideration must be made for the initial placement of said lines 
and towers. Understood; hence the Study Corridor and Environmental Impact Statement. 

Perceiving that this is , indeed, an environmentally inspired project, it seems contradictory that the 
proposed route would run these high-voltage lines so near of one of the most scenic 
environments in the Southwest. Understanding its natural sensitivity, the Bureau of Land 
Management has already protected this beautiful environment, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness 
Area, and has established a boundary within which no development may occur. So the proposed 
route just skirts this area to the south, and an alternative route would then run the lines through 
the Aravaipa Valley, which is just southeast of the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area. As 
beautiful as the protected area, this is a pristine valley; home to natural peace, rare serenity and 
unspoiled views. 
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Transmission lines and their accompanying maintenance road would irreversibly change this 
valley's environmental stability. The currently spectacular views would no longer be unmarred 
strung with high-voltage wires and towers reaching between 150 and 200 feet into the once 
uncharged air. Hunters, whose numbers already seem too high for nature to support in this valley, 
would use the maintenance roads to gain access to the presently threatened and dwindling 
wildlife populations (long time valley residents report regularly seeing herds of up to one 
hundred deer at a time, years ago. With 1000 hunting pennits issued for the valley annually, it is 
now a rare treat to see deer at all. The absence of Gambel's Quails quantities has vastly increased 
insect populations). Recreational quads and 4x4 vehicle's tires would tear at the silty, 
powdery-sand terrain; their tires would foster erosion and carve trails that would permanently 
scar the land, and forevermore serve to invite more off-roaders to use the area. Unleashing 
increased human traffic would result in discarded trash and debris, adding to the power-line 
visual pollution, and off-roader noise pollution. 

Routing high-voltage lines and their towers through the Aravaipa Valley should considered an 
environmental crime, especially since there is a viable existing alternative solution. The 
southernmost alternative route would take the transmission lines along a route that already has 
power lines and a maintenance road. Additional environmental invasion could be kept to a 
minimum. This southern route seems to logically run near the proposed Willow, and existing 
Winchester and San Manuel substations. 

During the Safford, AZ, Public Scoping Meeting held on June 24, I asked what possible benefit 
would come from routing the lines through such a pristine area. The answer was simple - it 
would save the developers millions of dollars to build this shorter route. My opinion is that it 
may save investor money on the initial price tag, but the ultimate cost will be irreversible damage 
that will last long beyond the life expectancy of the parties that would choose this route, the 
project itself, and the people that it would serve. 

If this effort is honestly being launched in the name of saving the environment through clean, 
alternative energy sources, please be consistent. If this project is profit driven, please let your 
conscience be your guide. Please say no to such a costly short cut. 

Thank you for taking the time to read my comment. The Aravaipa Valley is a very important 
natural treasure for Arizona. Please help to keep it this way!! 

Most sincerely, Susan French, MBA 

Aravaipa Valley ranch owner 

Eureka Springs Propelty Owners Board of Directors 

RE: Wind Fanns 
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Please suggest SunZia look into vertical access wind turbines, if they haven't already. They're 
quieter, generate power at lower wind speeds, can sustain performance at higher wind speeds, 
and appear to be a solid mass to birds, thus eliminating the mass carnage of migrating birds that 
fly into traditional fan generators. 

http://www.wepower.us! 

SurLZia Southwest Transmission Proiect Comment.doc 
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.. SUSAN FRENCH" 
<frenchaccent@theriver .com 
> 

0710612009 12:13 PM 

Good Morning Adrian, 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject ATTN: Mr. Adrian Garcia 

I hope that you had a wonderfully relaxing Fourth of July weekend. I can only imagine how busy you must 
be with this project, and hope that you were able to take a little break! 

I sent the following email to your Adrian Garcia@blm.govaddress on 6130, but now realize that you might 
be traveling and receiving email on your Project Manager email account.ldid find out through another 
Safford SunZialBLM Public Scoping Meeting attendee that the deadline for Comment Form submittal is 
July 14th, so we're working diligently to urge our Property Owners to become informed and send in their 
comments. 

Here's the note that I send earlier -

Thanks again for your time, 

Susan 

Hello Adrian! 

I wanted to write and thank you for taking so much time to chat with me about the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project last week in Safford, AZ. You and your associates were all very helpful and 
informative. I have presented the information to the rest of the Eureka Springs Property Owners 
Association board of directors and we are going to send copies of the comment forms, along with general 
information to all of our ranch owners. Of course, we would like them to return the form to the Department 
of Interior, BLM, as soon as possible, but would like to extend a timeframe. There is not a deadline for 
submittal on the form itself; I was wondering if you could suggest to me a date by which these forms 
should be posted? I understand there is a 45-day public comment period and would like to have our 
members be sure to get their comments in on time to be heard! Thank you, Adrian. 

I also wanted to reconfirm my interest in working with the Bureau of Land Management. I have always 
loved being on the land, advocating for land, studying the land. As we briefly discussed, I have solid 
management experience and education, outstanding teaching and written and verbal communication 
skills, high motivation and great follow-through. The mili tary (and my mother!) instilled in me careful 
attention to detail, and my education and art & design business have taught me to be thorough and 
diligent with research and reporting. I would love to combine all of my past experience with my passion for 
this land to contribute to the Bureau of Land Management. 

I would be happy to meet with someone of your recommendation to discuss my credentials and the 
possibility of working with the Tucson office (although travel is not a problem). 

I know that you are very busy and traveling a lot yourself with these public meetings, so I especially 
appreciate your time, Adrian. 

It was a pleasure meeting you and talking wi th you. I look forward to hearing from you. I am also looking 



forward to one day seeing Georgia O'Keeffe's studio! What a treat that will be! 

Thanks again , Adrian - I do appreciate your time and input. 

Warm regards, 

Susan 

Susan E. French, MBA 

Owner/Artist 
FRENCH ACCENT Oligilla/ A rl & D"igll 
(520) 907-7325 
SecretaryfTreasurer ESPOA Board of Directors 
Vice President, Co-Founder Tucson Musicians Museum 

frenchaccent @theriver.com 
www.artistsusanfrench .com 

Susan E. French 
Owner/Artist 
FRENCH ACCENT Origilla/ Arl & D"igll 
(520) 907-7325 
artbiz@email.uophx.edu 
frenchaccent@theriver.com 
www.artistsusanfrench.com 



~. -
"Lara" <Iaanwi@gmail.eom> 

07/14/2009 08:06 AM 
Please respond to 

<Iaanwi@gmail.eom> 

To <NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject san antonio socorro co transmission line 

As a resident of the NM Hwy neighborhood in little san Antonio, Socorro county, I have not been made 
aware or seen forums available to the public on the proposed white sands missle range transmission line 
to run thru our neighborhood. Let white sands stick it underground!! There are way too many transmission 
lines runn ing across the Hwy to where we live between the 1-25 corridor and the rio grande river. Enough 
is enough and in fact I live UNDER the low-yield power lines now .. . that's enough. Find another corridor 
less populated than the beautiful bosque wilderness empire. San Antonio has become the 
dog-catch-all. .. lightpoluted .. .let's start a new project. .. satellite to Socorro. STOP this and let our village 
retain its charm. . 

kjames
Text Box
0002



"Adam Zachek " 
<azachek@oakcraftinc .com> 

07/14/200908:50 AM 

Good morning 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sunzina transmission lines 

[
"-~ -.~. .,-. ~ .. ., .. 

.. -"' ... ~. 
DA Tl:. IZ:::CE1VED 

Please don't run the lines t hrew Klondyke in t he Aravipa Valley area we 
wi ll be able to see them f rom our l and and part of the reason to go 
there is to g e t away from the city and all the stuff in t h e air I like 
no t seeing all t he wires everywhere. Please don't take this away from me 
& my family. 

Thank you 

Adam Zachek 
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Catherine Fridey 
<calherinefridey @comcasLne 
t> 

0711412009 10:22 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

c ~ 'if! 
DA IT RECE1VED 

Subject Imminent Threat to Bosque del Apache Wildlife- Power Line 
Proposal 

The Friends of the Bosque, Bosque del Apache NWR, private citizens, conservation 
groups, and other federal , state and local agencies, are concerned about 2 proposed 
high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines through south and central New 
Mexico. The lines will transfer energy produced through wind and solar generators east 
of here, to areas in southern Arizona. It is clear that there is every intent to expand use 
of the corridor once it is established. The transmission route requires crossing the Rio 
Grande, and the proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north 
of the Refuge. This proposal transects the flight path used by migratory birds including 
the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up and down the river valley. 
Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming community are of great concern, not to 
mention the degradation of the views cape of the refuge and Socorro valley (an 
important resource to the ecotourism of the area). Alternate routes take the powerlines 
across the river between the Refuge and Hatch, New Mexico and along the boundary of 
White Sands Missile Range. Although one of these southern routes may be preferred 
due to the apparent lesser impact on the birds, there is not enough data available to 
make such an important statement at this time. 

Best regards, 
Catherine Y. Fridey 
Enchanle Productions LLC 
catherinefridey@comcast.net 
htto :/Iwww.printfeclion.com/enchanlefantasy 
hllp:/Iwww.cafepress.comlenchantefantasy 
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.. Lori Sollers" 
<Iorisoll 01@cableone.net> 

07/14/2009 11 :06 AM 

----- Original Message ----
From: Lori Sollers 
To: ian@copperstate.net 
Cc: cbaily@sunzia.net 
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2009 9:35 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Fw: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

r::C=--="'"'"::::~=~-:-='-'"f'}=---' 
:: Jv 0 

"",,"c.~ "'~. 
DATE IZ2CElVED 

Subject: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

To whom this concerns. 

I am writting to you on behalf of myself, Lori Sollers My husband Bill Sollers and our three sons E.J, 
Sammy & Wyle and my parents Eddie & Sissie Lackner and my two brothers Tracy & Bill Lackner and my 
two sisters Georgia Luster and Kim Jeremy, nol to mention my cousins that also have purchased a ranch 
here in the Klondyke/Aravaipa area, all being raised here in Klondyke/Aravaipa area in such beautiful 
country and a simple but very trying at times lifestyle with one road in and out of Klondyke to get to 
civilization and the nessessities to sustain life, My families roots go back to the early 1920's here in the 
Aravaipa! Klondyke area, my grandparents Harold & Kirrilla Lackner purchased the Fourmile Ranch then 
and through all the sacrafices and hard work that comes with ranching and living and working the land 
have flourished here for four generations, and intend on the same lifestyle for years with visions for the 
future with great pride. 
Myself and my husband have purchased a ranch here in the area as well, we are sickened by the thoughl 
of the transmission line proposal, not only for the impact this would have on the breathtaking views, but 
the impact on the country wilh the access roads put in for the transmission line as well, this would open up 
all the this area to ali sorts of people and trouble, something that this area is not used to dealing with. The 
main topic is the impact this would have on our ranch with two transmissionlines and a 1,000 foot 
easement through our whole ranch for this transmission line, this would wipe out our private property, 
something we have worked hard to acquire and to maintain, it is devastating to me, it seems much more 
praclical to go where there is access and easier routes, instead of placing this in such UNTOUCHED 
pristine beauty, this area is one of the most beautiful untouched areas in this state, this transmission line 
would have a devatating effect on not only our ranch, bul my parents, my cousins and ali of our 
neighboring ranchers, and last but not least the health and safety issues, just how safe are these lines, we 
do not want them in our area to clutter up the beauty, we want to keep our Klondyke/Aravaipa area a show 
piece for the residents and for the new generations coming up in ali of our families here in 
Klondyke/Aravaipa. 
I want to thank you for your time and I hope this reaches you and the many people pushing for this line of 
construction. 

Sincerely, 
Lori Soliers 
VCRANCH 
Klondyke, AZ 
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Kathryn Albrecht 
<Iapaz@zianet.com> 

07/14/2009 12:01 AM 

To All Concerned: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm. gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject power line 

The proposed SunZia transmission line needs to be sited on or along 
the White Sands Missile Range boundary, and NOT run through the 
village of San Antonio, nor cross the Rio Grande between San Antonio 
and Luis Lopez. Here are issues which must be seoped at this point 
in the preparation of an EIS: 

* The Migratory Flyway: hundreds of thousands of migrating waterfowl 
navagate the Rio Grande, moving north and south seasonally, right 
down in the greenbelt which the power line would cross 
perpendicularly . The cranes are very large birds . The proposal os 
very dangerous to the many migrating fowl . 

* Wilderness Study Areas : if the line cross the Rio at San Antonio, 
it would plow right through two Wilderness Study Areas, starting on 
the Bosquecito (east) side of the River. Entire l y unacceptable. 

* Vista and tourism : human birders now stay at B&Bs and avian 
sanctuaries directly in the path of the birds . The species will be 
disrupted and so wi l l the piece. 

* Cultural issue: pre-historic Indian pueblo ruins dot the west 
bank of the Rio Grande , many of them unexcavated . Pottery shards 
litter the ground . It would be impossible to avoid damaging the 
artifacts. 

* The Missle Range and the Defense Department need to accept the 
transmission towers on or right along side of the White Sands 
boundry. They hoard one-fifth of the state and the citizens get darn 
little in return! This is another excellent opportunity for them to 
SHARE. 

Additionally, there was scarcel y ANY public ity here in Socorro County 
regarding the Scoping meetings . I have yet to meet a single neighbor 
(and have spoken to dozens) who had heard of this project. Once you 
scoped nearest San Antonio, comments were due in six (6 ! !!) days. 
Unconscionable ! Please e xtend the comment period . 

And the route documentation is terribly indistinct. This project is 
not ready to be adequately scoped under NEPA. 

Thanks, 

Kathryn Albrecht 
San Antonio , NM 

If we are facing in the right direc t ion , all we have to do is keep walking . 
Buddhist proverb 
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Jessica Zachek 
<jaztap04@msn.com> 

0711312009 11 :33 PM 

Dear SunZia Project Representatives, 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

ec 

bee 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

[~ .:,'~~. 
DA TE R::CElVED 

Hello, my name is Jessica Zachek and I am 14 years old. I am writing to you because my 
grandparents live a few miles south of Klondyke in the beautiful wilderness of the Aravaipa 
Valley. For me this is "my most favorite place in the whole world." 

I love thi s place so much because of its wonderful sUlToundings. I love that you can see for miles 
and miles and nothing is in the way. This valley is so indescribably beautiful that it makes you 
love it even more. 

I understand the need for the SunZia Project, but it still is a wilderness area even though it isn't 
designated as such. I know there are other routes that can be used by SunZia that already have 
existing transmission lines through them. I would appreciate it if you would use an alternative 
route instead of cutting through a "wilderness area". It has taken Mother Nature hundreds of 
thousands of years to create this beautiful valley, you shouldn't go and destroy it in a matter of 
months. 

There are very few wilderness areas left in Arizona without any large visible manmade 
structures. I encourage you to come to visit the Aravaipa Valley before you make your decision 
on the route to use. You should come and see the beautiful valley that would be destroyed by 
pUlling transmission lines through it. I would like to know that this special valley will stay the 
way it is for the rest of my life time. I hope you can "find it in your healt" to feel the way I do 
about the valley. 

Sincerely, 
Jessica Zachek 
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Betty Prange 
<greatbeeper@yahoo.com> 

07/13/2009 11 :17 PM 

To NMSunziaproject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque Del Apache 

I just heard about the proposed power lines. I strongly urge an extension so 
other options can be explored. 

Bosque Del Apache is, in my mind, the premier wildlife refuge in the lower 48. 
I have visited many times. Each time I have visited I have stayed for days, 
often two weeks at a time . I have photographed, I have recommended the place 
to many people, both friends and the people who take the photo tours I lead in 
Yellowstone national park in the summers. 

It is not just Bosque that concerns me, but the potential threat to the 
flyway. After all, Bosque was built by the CCC to restore habitat to the 
seriously endangered, at the time, Sandhill Cranes. 

I remember the projects to introduce Whooping Cranes to Bosque and recall 
power lines along their migratory route was part of problem in getting a 
population established. 

If we add more power lines, we threated a number of species which our nation 
worked hard to save . It seems we are going backwards here. 

Certainly with modern technology we can find ways to balance our need for 
electricity with protection of species important to the balance of nature. 

I urge a delay in permits for the project and more time for public comment . 

Please keep me on your mai l ing list. 

Betty Prange 
Livingston, TX 

Betty Prange, Nomad, from somewhere on the road. 

see my Nomad's Notes blog at: 
http://www.PrangeDePlume.blogspot.com 
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.. Tom Collazo" 
<tcollazo@TNC.ORG> 

07/13/200902:45 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Confirming Comment deadline 

Adrian Garcia: Many thanks for your voicemail. Please confirm whether the current approved comment 
deadline is today (July 13) or tomorrow. 

Please consider the environment before printing this email 

Tom Collazo 
Associate State Director for Conservation 
Programs 

tcollazo@tnc.org 
(520) 547-3421 (Office) 
(520) 603-2240 (Mobi le) 
(520) 620-1799 (Fax) 

emailsi9-pixel.gif emailsi9-1ogo.gif 

The Nature 
Conservancy 
Tucson Conservation 
Center 
1510 East Fort Lowell 
Road 
Tucson, AZ 85719 

The Nature , , '\ 
Conservancy , -

Protecting natUfe. Preserving life : 
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. , .' . , , ~ 
... Lisa 8elenky 

<Ibelenky@biologicaldiversily 
.org> 

07/13/200906:37 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Scoping comments for SunZia project 

Attached please find a copy of scoping comments from the Center for Biological Diversity in response to 
the Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Possible Resource Management 
Plan Amendments for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project in Arizona and New Mexico. Please 
acknowledge receipt of this email. Thank you. 

Lisa T. Belenky, Senior Attorney 
Center for Biological Diversity 
351 California St., Suite 600 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Phone: 415-436-9682 x 307 
Direct: 415-632-5307 
Cell: 415-385-5694 
Fax: 415-436-9683 
Ibelenky@biologicaldiversity.org 
This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and 
privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited by law. If you 
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message. 

Please consider the impacts on the environment before printing this email. 

~I 
CB D scoping letter Sun Zia final. pdf 
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At ~ CENTER for BI OLOGICAL DIVERSITY 

July 13, 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502- 0115. 
E-Mail: NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

Re: Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and 
Possible Resource Management Plan Amendments for the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project in Arizona and New Mexico 

Dear BLM, New Mexico State Office: 

The Center for Biological Diversity ("the Center") submits the following comments in 
response to the Notice of Intent To Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and Possible 
Resource Management Plan Amendments for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project in 
Arizona and New Mexico published on May 29, 2009. 74 Fed. Reg. 25764-65. The Center is a 
non-profit public interest conservation organization dedicated to the protection of native species 
and their habitats through science, policy and environmental law. The Center has over 225,000 
members and online activists - many of whom live, work, and recreate in Arizona and New 
Mexico. These comments are submitted on behalf of our members, staff and members of the 
public with an interest in renewable energy and its appropriate siting. 1 

Global climate change is one of the greatest challenges facing the southwestern United States 
and the planet as a whole. Significant changes in habitats will occur because of impacts of 
climate change caused by greenhouse gas emissions, further threatening already rare and 
endangered species and their habitats. Prolonged drought, increased average temperatures, as 
well as changes in the patterns of precipitation, for example, are predicted to significantly impact 
riparian areas and the species that depend on them. 

1 The Center was informed by BLM staff that the local office ofBLM has asked for the comment 
period for scoping comments to be extended. In an abundance of caution, these preliminary 
comments are submitted to meet the first comment deadline. 

Arizona · California · Nevada · New Mexico . Alaska . Oregon . Montana . Illinois · Minnesota · Vermont · Washington, DC 

Usa T, Belenky 'Senior Attorney · 351 California St. , Suite 600 'San Francisco, CA 94104 
tel; (415) 436.9682 ext. 307 fax; (41S) 436.9683 Ibelenky@biologicaldiversity.org www.BiologicaIDiversify.org 
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The transition to renewable energy supplies is critical to achieving the reductions in greenhouse 
gas emissions in the southwest, the nation, and the world. The Center strongly supports 
renewable energy development as part of the solution to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and 
strongly supports an ambitious and increasing renewable portfolio standard (RPS), along with 
measures to increase energy conservation in every sector. 

To that end, any comprehensive renewable energy development plan must include measures that 
locate production near the end-use consumption; continue to develop improved renewable 
energy technologies; prioritize siting industrial-scale renewable energy production on previously 
developed lands over undeveloped lands; and remove carbon emitting sources (like coal plants) 
as new renewable power generation comes on line. These factors must also be taken into 
account in appropriately siting transmission lines such as the proposed SunZia project. 

However, transmission lines and industrial-scale renewable energy installations could also 
adversely impact much of the remaining intact habitat in the southwest through direct impacts as 
well as fragmentation, thereby further threatening already rare and endangered species. 
Therefore, to the largest extent possible, siting conflicts between renewable energy projects and 
the rare and endangered resources should be avoided through careful planning and a robust 
NEPA process. Any remaining impacts that cannot be completely avoided must be minimized 
and the remaining impacts fully mitigated. To achieve this goal, the agencies must engage in 
careful and thorough evaluation of the resources on the landscape and thoughtful siting of 
transmission lines, and other associated infrastructure. With that goal in mind, the Center offers 
the following scoping comments on the proposed SunZia project. 

Among other things, the DEIS must: 

• consider a meaningful range of alternatives that avoid significant impacts to 
resources including, but not limited to, impacts to species, habitats, riparian 
areas, ACECs, and water resources; 

• consider all related direct and indirect impacts from construction and maintenance 
of the transmission line including any access roads and vegetation treatments that 
may be used in this area; 

• consider growth inducing impacts from placement of this line and the designation 
a transmission corridor including the likelihood that other future lines could be 
placed in the same corridor and that the line and corridor will attract projects to 
site in areas in proximity to the line and corridor; 

• consider all impacts of the project in conjunction with other threats to the 
environment including, for example, impacts to species and habitats due to 
climate change and persistent drought; 

• consider the project in the context of Federal, state, and local area planning
specifically, on public lands along with any proposed RMP amendments, the 
DEIS must consider how the piecemeal designation of a new energy corridor in 
this area may undermine long-term planning given that many of the RMPs at 
issue are outdated; and 

• fully consider cumulative impacts of the proposed project. 

Re: Scoping Comments on SunZia Transm ission Project 
July 13, 2 009 

2 
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The DEIS Must Provide A Meaningful Range of Alternatives That Avoid Significant 
Impacts 

NEPA requires that a range of meaningful alternatives be explored in the environmental review 
process. 42 U.S.C. §§ 4332(C)(iii),(E). The agency must "study, develop, and describe 
appropriate alternatives to recommend courses of action in any proposal which involves 
unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources." 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(E). 
Significant impacts to the environment from conflicting land uses should be avoided where 
possible. The alternatives analysis in the DEIS should first fully explore avoidance of significant 
impacts through a range of alternatives and then engage in an analysis of measures to minimize 
and mitigate any remaining impacts. In most cases, avoidance can best be accomplished 
through alternative project siting and/or project design. 

For example, the DEIS must look at alternatives that include siting this proposed project adjacent 
to existing transmission lines, in existing designated corridors on public lands, and in areas that 
have been previously disturbed by development. In this instance alternative siting will help to 
avoid significant additional impacts to many environmental resources. 

Impacts to Listed Species and Habitats Should be Avoided 

The proposed project would, at minimum, impact rare riparian habitat in the Arizona and New 
Mexico deserts including areas designated as critical habitat for at least three species listed under 
the ESA: the endangered Southwestern willow flycatcher, threatened Loach minnow, and 
threatened spikedace. The DEIS should include at least one, and preferable more than one, 
alternative that would avoid all impacts to designated critical habitat and listed species in the 
project area. 

To the contrary, however, it appears that all of the proposed alternatives in the "SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project Preliminary Study Corridors" map, dated March 5, 2009, 2 

would impact several of the critical habitat areas for the species identified above and other rare 
riparian habitat as well as significantly fragmenting other habitats it passes through. Indeed, one 
of the proposed alternatives impacts designated critical habitat for an additional species -
critical habitat for the endangered Gila chub. A more robust identification of alternatives is 
clearly needed in the DEIS. 

Moreover, the DEIS must adequately consider the significant impacts caused by fragmentation 
of existing habitat due to the proposed line as well as the roads that would be put in place for 
construction and maintenance of the line. The benefits to species from maintaining large intact 
habitat areas and movement corridors are well documented and must be considered in the DEIS 
and particularly in the development of alternatives. 

In addition to listed species, the project area is also home to many BLM sensitive species, State 
species of concern, and native plant populations that should be protected. For example, the 

2http://www . bim. Qov/ngdata/etc/medialiblb lm /llln/programs/more/lands and realty!sunzia!sl lDzia maps. Par .1 2 943 . 
File.datfSZSW OY%20Mar%205%202009.pdf 

Re: Scoping Comments on SunZia Transmission Project 
July 13, 2 009 

3 
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Aravaipa Canyon area which could be directly impacted by the proposed project is home to over 
20 such species. 

Conclusion 

For this and future proposed projects, mechanisms should be put in place that encourage 
renewable energy transmission lines as well as renewable energy facilities to be proposed and 
sited on disturbed lands instead of in fully ecologically functioning habitat. In this instance, 
much of the project area for the proposed SunZia line as presented in the scoping documents 
supports a variety of rare and threatened species and the line would cause direct, indirect and 
cumulative impacts to those species and habitats including causing increased fragmentation of 
habitat. 

The Center hopes and expects that the BLM will carefully consider all meaningful alternatives 
and go beyond the admittedly "preliminary" information provided in the scoping documents. On 
behalf of the Center, I look forward to reviewing a DEIS that identifies and analyzes all of 
significant direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of this proposed project in detail and provides 
a full range alternatives that avoid significant impacts to species and habitats, riparian areas, and 
water resources as well as other environmental resources. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments. Please add the Center as an interested 
party for this project and provide all future notices and public review documents to me at the 
address below. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Lisa T. Belenky, Senior Attorney 
Center for Biological Diversity 
351 California St., Suite 600 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
(415) 436-9682 x307 
Fax: (415) 436-9683 

Re: Scoping Comments on SunZia Transmission Project 
July 13, 2009 

4 
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FYI. 

Theresa 
Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI 

07/10/2009 08:26 AM 

Theresa Herrera 
Public Affairs Specialist 
505.438.7517 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

cc Veronica Maldonado/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

bcc 

Subject Fw: Bosque del Apache 

----- Forwarded by Theresa Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 07/1012009 08:25 AM ----

Marshall Carter -Tripp 
<marshall@thetripps.net> 

07/09/200906:42 PM 

To nm_comments@nm.blm.gov 

cc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

Good morning - I wanted to comment on the proposed transmission lines 
south of San Antonio NM, which will by any reasonable standard be a 
huge threat to the safety of the birds migrating down that corridor 
to the Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge. Please extend the comment 
period for this proposal, and then put the idea in the UNot a Good 
Ideal! file! 

Marshall Carter- Tripp 
79 Kingery Drive 
El PAso TX 79902 
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Theresa 
Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI 

07109/200903:29 PM 

Comments on the proposed power lines. 

Theresa Herrera 
Public Affa irs Specialist 
505.438.7517 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

cc Veronica Maldonado/NMSO/NM/BLM/DRI@Bt:M:,=-,=:::.=----, 

bcc f '-'J ;J.!, 
Subject Fw: Proposed Power Lines DATE RECEIVED 

----- Forwarded by Theresa Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 07109/2009 03:28 PM ----

"Susan M, Mogilka" 
<s.mogilkaesq@ca.rr.com> 

07109/200903 :24 PM 

Dear Representatives 

To <nm_comments@nm.blm.gov> 

cc 

Subject Proposed Power Lines 

PLEASE do not rush into constructing the 2 proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt 
transmission lines through south and central New Mexico. PLEASE extend the 
deadlines so that alternate routes and BETTER options such as line burial can be 
studied and proposed. 

As a resident of Southern Californian, I can attest to how much my heart breaks 
every time I drive past our state's hundreds and hundreds of Giant Power Lines 
and Bitter-Stark White Metal Wind Machines scarring acres and acres of our most 
precious fragile desert and high dessert areas near Joshau Tree National Park 
and Tehachapi. 

I fell in love with your beautiful State years ago because it did NOT have such 
pockmarks and I've been visiting annually your apparalleled Bosque del Apache 
and surrounding areas. 

PLEASE find a better way. Don't follow California's mistakes. Use the ingeniuty 
New Mexico is known for. Stay the Leader in our nation by discovering the Right 
Path to preserve the Enchantments of Life before they are all gone away. 

Thank you. 

Susan Mogilka 
Los Angeles, CA 
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Theresa 
Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI 

07109/200903:09 PM 

Please add this to your list of comments . 

Theresa Herrera 
Public Affairs Specialist 
505.438.7517 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@~B;L;M~~;::-:::;;i __ l 
b~~ Veronica Maldonado/NMSO/NM/BL~ e9~@!~~, 

DATE R2.CEIVED 
Subject Demlng/Luna County 

----- Forwarded by Theresa Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI on 07109/2009 03:07 PM ----

"Mal)'Kay Brady" 
<jmranch@vtc.net> 

07/09/2009 11 :37 AM 
To <nm_comments@nm.blm.gov> 

cc 

Subject Deming/Luna County 

Please do not do this installation. Deming has many issues but adding ugly transmission towers will not 
help with gathering new business, new members to the population or our place as a tourist destination. 

Thank you. 

Mal)'Kay Brady 
jmranch @vtc.net 
575531 2776 
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Philip Hedrick 
<PHILIP .HEDRICK@asu.edu 
> 

07/0 8/2009 03:22 PM 

Dear Adrian, 

To <Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov> 

cc "Philip Hedrick" <PHILlP.HEDRICK@asu.edu> 

bee 

Subject Comment on SunZia Transmission Proje 

I met and talked with you at the Oracle Public Scoping Meeting about the 
SunZia Transmission Project . Although I assume that you will see the publ i c 
comments at some point, I am sending my comments to you so that you are aware 
of my concerns, and that of our community , about the proposed route for the 
transmission line. 

Thank you for your consideration of my opinion, 

Phil Hedrick 

COMMENT FORM 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

U. S. Department of Interior 

Bureau of Land Management 

New Mexico State Office 

Phil Hedrick 

92425 East Aravaipa Road 

Winkelman, AZ 85292 

(philip .hedrick@asu.edu) 

COMMENTS 

As a resident of Aravaipa Canyon, I am writing you to express my strong 
opposition to the transmission line route indicated as nproposed H by the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. This route cuts through more than 20 
miles of the Aravaipa Canyon watershed, crosses Aravaipa Creek on the east 
side of the Canyon, and bisects the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness administered by 
the Bureau of Land Management to the north and Galiuro Wilderness in the 
Coronado National Forest to the south. 
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Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert that flows through 
the wilderness and the area in which the APOA members live. Aravaipa Creek is 
home to two federally threatened fish species, the spikedace and the loach 
minnow, and is the only waterway in Arizona still to have all of its native 
fish species. Other species of special concern in the creek and nearby are 
four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran 
sucker), three bird species (yellow-billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk) , 
the desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa 
Canyon and its watershed constitute a unique environment and an ecologically 
sensitive area. In fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has been called the 
"crown jewel" of the wilderness areas administrated by BLM. 

Protection of the special aspects of this environment is a very high priority 
for APOA and the proposed transmission line route would threaten the Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness in a number of ways. 

(1) The proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa 
Creek on the east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek 
watershed for much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in the 
watershed and the creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native 
species. 

(2) The proposed route would block the important wildlife 
corridor between the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in 
the Coronado National Forest. This area is an essential wildlife corridor for 
many animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black bears, mountain lions, and 
mule deer, and it connects these two ecologically pristine areas. Overa l l, 
approximately 50 miles of the proposed route would pass through or within one 
mile of areas determined to be environmentally sensitive, the largest number 
of miles in this category of all the transmission line routes, proposed or 
alternative. 

(3) The proposed route includes more than 15 miles of 
mountainous terrain, making construction quite difficult, unduly expensive, 
environmentally degrading, and very undesirable for maintenance. This 
difficult terrain is a major reason why there are no roads or transmission 
lines presently crossing this area. 

Again, I state my strong opposition to the proposed route, because of the 
great negative impact it would have on this ecologically sensitive area. As a 
result, I strongly urge you to remove this route from any further 
consideration as a route for the transmission line. As an alternative, I 
support a route that has existing road access, existing transmission lines, 
and is not environmentally sensitive. 
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"Langdon " 
<Langdon@paintedcavecattle 
.com> 

To <sswiden@southwesternpower.com>, 
<cbailey@sunzia .net>, <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov>, 
<nm_comments@nm.blm.gov> 

07/13/2009 06:34 PM cc 

bcc 

Subject Formal Letter of opposition SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Project 

SunZia 
Cindy Bailey, Adrian Garcia, Stephanie Widen 
(602) 808-2004 Telephone 

~. r'"~ ID. 
DATE ~CElVED 

Dear Cindy Bailey, my family ranches and lives in the area that 
you are proposing to install the transmission lines between 
Arizona and New Mexico. In looking at your proposed maps, the 
substations that exist along the corridor that follows the AZ 77 to 
San Manuel then towards Benson the 1-10, including substations, 
Tortolita, Winchester, Willow and Lordsburg would avoid entering 
the fragile Aravaipa area. Please select a route that does not put 
more roads or infrastructure into this region. 
Thank you. 

Langdon & Tori Hill 
Painted Cave Cattle Company 
92954 E. Aravaipa Rd. 
Winkelman, AZ 85292 

Mailing Address 
Painted Cave Cattle Company 
P.O. Box 228 
Tucson Arizona 85702 
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JAY HELM 
<helmjay@yahoo.com> 

07/13/200906:31 PM 

To Whom It May Concern: 

To nmsunziaproject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

. - '~'~"o ... ;:; 
~t;t--.l .. 

DATE R2CEIVj 

Subject Public comment regarding the EIS for the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through the Gila Valley adjacent to the 
Pinalefio Mountains will have a permanent negative impact on the land, as well as on 
the visual and recreation resources of the Coronado National Forest located there. 
These transmission lines are intended to provide power for regions far to the West of 
the community though which they will pass, but the manner in which they will affect the 
residents of the community of Safford cannot be overstated. Tourism is one of the 
industries for this small community, and these transmission lines will hurt the visual 
aesthetics of the mountain profoundly, as it is unspoiled in its present state. I would 
strongly urge a re-assessment for the routing of these transmission lines, specifically to 
an area where they will be kept out of the Gila Valley. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of my comments. 

Jay D. Helm 
helm jay@yahoo.com (e-mail) 
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Jay Trapp 
<jaytrapp 01@gmail.com> 

07/14/200901:08 PM 

COMMENT FORM 
SunZia Southwest Project 
Proposed Transmission Lines 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bec 

Subject SunZia Comment Form 

The Aravaipa Valley is beautiful; a natural , pristine area that would only suffer from the 
installation of high-voltage power lines and an accompanying maintenance road. The southem 
altemative route would make more sense, as there are already power lines and towers and roads 
cut into the ealth. New damage would be minimized. Please add mine to the list of opposition of 
running these lines near the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area, and the Aravaipa Valley at the 
base of the Pinaleno Mountain range. 
Also, could introducing such high-voltage transmission lines interfere with the information 
received by the telescopes on Mt Graham? 
No powerlines in the Aravaipa Valley. 
Thank you, 
John W. Trapp 
Ranch Owner, Aravaipa Valley 

7737 N. John Hancock Ave 
Tucson, AZ 85741 

jaytrappO I @gmail.com 
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FYI. 

Theresa 
Herrera /NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI 

07/10/2009 05:24 PM 

Theresa Herrera 
Public Affairs Specia list 
505.438.7517 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

cc Veronica Maldonado/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

bcc 

Subject Fw: Compatibility 500kV @ Cascabel 

----- Forwarded by Theresa Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI on 07/10/200905:23 PM ----

gurias@earthlink .net 

07/1 0/2009 09:35 AM 
Please respond to 

gurias@earthl ink.net 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

To NM_Comments@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject Re: Compatibility 500kV @ Cascabel 

~-

- ;.a:l!, 
DATE RECEIVED 

Glad to see there are plans in the making for getting green power established 
in NM & AZ. I have owned 38.58 AC in Cascabel, Arizona since 1983 . The ELM and 
The Nature Conservancy approached me years ago, they thought my little place 
there in Cascabel was an important " link" in the Hot Springs Canyon Wildlife 
Corridor . They encouraged me to have a conservation easement put in place. 
They paid me a considerable sum, in return, I am supposed to see that the area 
is preserved in perpetuity. I gave up many rights, including the possibility 
of subdividing and many other options I once had . This is why the word, 
Uencumbered" is used to describe the legal restrictions that have been imposed 
on my property. 

This is a very sensitive area where wildlife traverse from the Galiuro, 
Winchester Mountain Ranges on the East side of the San Pedro Valley, to the 
Paige Canyon, Rincon and Catalina Mountain Ranges on the Western side. There 
is no other area in the San Pedro Valley , where so many large mammals 
traverse, it's because much of the wildlife depend on the differing elevations 
during the seasonal changes, for food and sustenance . Among the habitats they 
depend upon a good deal of the year are, riparian habitats. Cascabel has some 
of the most substantial native Mesquite Bosque Riparian Habitats in Arizona. 
Over 90 % of Riparian Habitats in Arizona have been destroyed . Hot Springs 
Canyon is the second largest tributary to the San Pedro River - so it's a very 
healthy habitat for all Sonoran inhabitants - at the present time . 

Other agencies who found this immediate area of Cascabel to be valuable and to 
be worth preserving are: The USF&WS, who has an ongoing "Partners for 
Wildlife " project, and the NRCS, who has an ongoing "Wildlife Habitat 
Incentive Program" on my 38.58 acre property. These agencies want the area to 
remain undisturbed. Any 500 kV high capacity transmission lines in this areai 
Hot Springs Canyon and Cascabel, would be against everything these agencies 
had sought in their original intent. The Nature Conservancy, the BLM, the 
USF&WS and the NRCS; I would contend, do not believe in this particular 
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proposed alternative SunZia transmission line route, near Cascabel and the Hot 
Springs Canyon, to be in line with their intended goals. I am vehemently 
opposed to this particular alternative route, not if it goes through the 
Cascabel area. I've experienced, first hand, damage that can occur during 
periodic "maintenance" . 

I have an ul terior motive for being against this particular proposed 
alternative route. I am a Natural History Cinematographer, I've f ilmed for 
National Geographic TV, The Discovery Channel and the BBC (Planet Earth 
series). I make a living filming wildlife. I try to do everything I can to 
promote a healthy environment for wildlife. This 500 kilovolt transmission 
line is not a compatible project, near this narrow ribbon of greenery, where 
so many animals depend on it for shelter. Not only will it interfere with 
wi l d life , it will be an eye sore in all of my skyscapes, landscapes and other 
wide angle views . (s hots)This project could affect my livel i hood. In addition, 
the Cascabel communi ty enjoys the benefits of being an eco-tourism friendly 
place, where many come to birdwatch and enjoy the fine views of this one of a 
kind Sonoran Desert landscape - ("Last Great Places" -TNC). Again: I am 
vehemently opposed to this proposed alternative route, anywhere near Hot 
Springs Canyon and Wash, or t he fine community of Cascabel. 

Gilbert Urias 
Cinematographer 
Tucson, Arizona 
520 721 6966 

-----Original Message-- --
>From: NM_Comments@blm.gov 
>Sent: Jul 10, 2009 10:25 AM 
>To: Gilbert Urias <gurias@earthlink.net> 
>Subject: Re: Compatibility 500kV @ Cascabe l 
> 
>Good morning, 
> 
>We cannot open your document. Thank you. 
> 
>Sincerely, 
>Theresa Herrera 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> Gilbert Urias 

<gurias@earthlink 
. net> 

07/09/2009 03:58 
PM 

nrn_c omments@nrn.blm.gov 
TO 

cc 

> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

Subject 
Compatibility 500kV @ Cascabel 
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> 
> 
>Dear BLM: 
> 
>(See attached file: SunZia 500 kilovolts doc) 
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FYi. 

Theresa 
Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI 

07/13/20090 1:02 PM 

Theresa Herrera 
Public Affairs Specialist 
505.438.7517 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM, Veronica 
Maldonado/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Fw: Transmission lines near the Bosque del Apache 

- ~~l!, 
DATE RI:CEIVED 

---- Forwarded by Theresa Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 07/1312009 01 :01 PM ----

~ ... ~ < . • 
kmcl@zianet .com 

07/13/2009 12:53 PM To nm_comments@nm.blm.gov 

cc 

Subject Transmission li nes near the Bosque del Apache 

Katie McLane, RPh of Las Cruces is opposed to the power lines planned near 
the Bosque, partly because it may disrupt migration or injure migrating 
birds, and partly because they are ugly. Why not bury the cables instead? I 
think they require less maintenance and don't mess up our beautiful state. 
Word has it that some lines are to be put directly in front of the Organ 
Mountains, also . Why is it necessar y to blot ou t beauty when there ' s plenty 
of drab land nearby? 

Ther e is a lot of tourism associated with the Bosque, an important revenue 
source for t he Socorro area . I per sonally drive t he 150 miles from Las 
Cruce s to visit the Bosque almost every week . Why risk it when there are 
alternatives. 

Sincerely, Katie McLane, friend of the Bosque. 
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TRANSMISSION PRoJECT '. 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Depaa:tow:ut of'l.dn e. 

:Burem ci'Lmd Mmag")jiC:id 

Nc:wMaico SI2IC 0fIia: [
.,.......,-. . , 

' - ..:: ~. 
DATE RECEIVED 

SUnZia SoudnvcATn .... hqi to "PInDjttt_·~r--""':---' 

EnwiL_nw->"wll,lipectS'.'r:I''''P' 
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COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Depattweut oflntnjor 
Bure:m afLmdMimagalfiil 

NewMaico Smre 0fIice 

SnnZia SOl!lcJowestTa:w.'Di ~- m "-'...;oct 
Euvh •• IW ... 1. Impact &W'HI .... t 

Arr2..o'(1o. ,-fv-I9V'A.NelO 'M~,~o;~~ Yla.I>e{>\e,rty of'c>""'V- DtJ.jn. ~ 
So \0lY- £'" e .... %~fq,\\S~ e"e.:'4-~ vJ~e"e..-:V\~ one. gho~U hav-e.. 
(). 'tco'rV\ev-"o~iT.st.\Se, ~e.. ~o~e.~ t\eec\:~6. +0 t>1I\-.ld 
the... Tty;(YlSl'11is.;;<!!»)1 . J I'n.fa. WOO( I ~ be.. he:tte.v- lAse cl T6 (!O\1nr-r.tc:T 

sites -Fo\"" +he. p"CJd~c;;+'-OVl of 50\80. .... Gt1et'0 11\ .A-r~ -z.ona. 

Th e f' ... -tv. ... e: s o\o..v- ~V\e\".9.:-1 W\) k:;t-o e.-c. enl~\\V? ,"",e f"d 6.",<. jOl\ o'f . ~erj~ 
i", our Y'\o.-r~ oV\ ""h\~~ I>,)~' "'~smmCOMMl!JlTS..ot 1"1 f>Tt:o)\~e. .... :le,s~ orone.1o /uTonsi" 0 

. I qit ""us ' 
SunZia So. thuCltT .. apn· .... ~ I do EPG, Ine.. I 441 N.. 32IId s-.r. SuiIe 102 I Ph,,"w;C, AZ 85IIJB . . 

"Cofiett1fi LmiI." 7 'l1i'~r"".II,tdtd .. 'BLM..u-"iIC"i"------5 &++, i '. r ./"' 
fItJiIn-lita. '1" ''fr-~''''''IIrfl-'' , . z ..... P.' t/¥ ___ Ad_ditdTEr .. tIa.,. .. -_Std 
1I!IJWDvtiII.---".-~I7"" . \, I · 

\ 
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COMMENTS, 

,-

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department oflnterior 
Bureau of Land Management 

New Mexico State Office 

sunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impart Statement 

rJ,.,~ b4'l( v;s;fuJ fl,t-k'",JyIs~ll/rA~i~. apJln4eo~ ttnd.fJra. /"~Ji.me ' 

~2j~ :;: t;':;,m;z!:1:::~7n:+;:;:~:;~:t;:;:::/ 
t#ooMd 9t'e(.l,~ a. -&d- fbe. unittue tJiki/r& 4J 4Je//as iJ" he. st.yks ",r/".I,PY1.O '5 

Ii If'i?j II- v;s i ;?Jhrn, IlPa.VAif'''- Creek. is knDlI.'? yo he no; o£ .IN -&wP""t04oenllr 
J/t,u1i'!J .*ams in f),.;-z.I?nIlu nose db Jintedu w;#' t)" !."Ie "t/,ai;W i" 
.JiJL fk, .ta,;!'*" DtDtjM' 't- Meln ir' y ,$ ttf.JtQ ""JuYed -In o.stJ" ~K..w;n IItu 26d II 

'", . 

SEND COM1>iENTS TO, 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix. AZ 85018 

·Copi", of wmm<na will"" aouaiIubk for pub& ~ lit "'" ItmU BLM ojJia during ~ businaJ hours. buJivUhuds n:xpu:sting Jbeir puwrwJ 
;"frrr-n,nh,... J.#".wll.1._IA~ _LI:~_'; _ _ _ ~_ .r: __ I _____ .... ~ ._ .J .• r.> •• -' •.•• • rT .. r. . • , ,. . ., 7 ~~ - _r • _ . ' _. .. .. J. 
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COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofTntr:rior 

Bureau of Land Managellk:1I1 

NewMcxiro State Office 

SunZia SouthwestT~Project 
Environmental Impact S,g'enrent 

SENDCOMMENTSTO: 

., 

• 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 No 320d Stect, Suite 102 I .~ AZ 85018 

"Copiest1fMbaentJ'IDiJI«lZI1rIiIIII*forJRlHic .. flieuJldtldx.tdBLM~~nphrilrDmm!Jtilm.htlivilIlllISi i 1y,tlieir/"f1D"l1l . 
~ «VIitlJIJeItIftwn prtNicm>ilm",.ftwn ~ rmtIertkFroalttt.~.4d _dtd TFriatbt 'W'~'*'-- SId 
1f!tJ1U!SIs V1iI/ lie btmtf.rrd I1J the".ma aIltJuxd by lam. .. 
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"Linda L Schilling" 
<fugar@earthlink,net> 

06/01/200901:22 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm,gov 

cc 

bcc 

"......,.. '~'-', ':") 
r"~ ., ,;.;' ... " r; 
i.~ - ..... '-" -.. 
DATE RECEfVED 

Subject public comment regarding NMSunZia Project 

History: P This message has been replied to , 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 
I am opposed to the proposed SunZia Project transmission line 
placement in New Mexico. While profit for the company requesting the 
project construction is the driving force behind this matter, I do no t 
believe that New Mexico ' s landscape should be forfeited for the sake 
of electric i ty to be supplied to Arizona and its growing population. 
The mere CDst of constructing such a lengthy transmission line 
illustrates the amount of profit that must be involved and it is 
unclear to me why New Mexicans should be providing free land for such 
a venture. 

In addition to the aesthetic atrocities involved in this venture, 
t here also needs to be further studies per formed on the effects of 
h uman and animal health from high-power transmission line EFM's. 
Numerous studies have arrived at oppos i ng conclusions regarding these 
effects . I believe the conclusions are not consistent due to the 
entities funding the studies. If power companies fund t he studies no 
harmful effects are found. If medical science funds the studies , 
harmful effects are obvious. I have been involved in defending 
several lawsuits that alleged cancer illness and death due to the 
plaintiff's proximity to high-power transmission lines. While 
defending the suits we re l ied on data to prove that there are no 
proven harmful ef fec ts from these lines. However my personal opinion, 
after reviewing numerous studies, is that there is, indeed, the 
possibility that harmful health effects a~e present in the population 
who resides in close proximity to these lines. Currently the location 
requested is not heavily populated but because the New Mexico 
population continues to grow into previously uninhabited locales, 
forethought into future population concentrations in New Mexico is a 
requirement and necessity in th is matter. 

New Mexico is slowly and without thought. letting its natural 
resources slip away. Fu ture generations will be appalled at the lack 
of intellect and forethought displayed by our current policies. In 
addition, they will be burdened with the health and financial 
consequences of these policies. A case in point is the current 
request for federal funding to assist in the healthcare of Native 
American families related to yesterday's u ranium miners . While the 
consequences may not be immediate they do loom on the horizon. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Linda Schilling 
p,o , Box 394 
Datil. NM 87821 
email: fugar@earthlink.net 
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History: 

george heileman 
<geo.1 066@hotmail.com> 

06/03/2009 09:10AM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 500kv impact on private propeny 

4" This message has been replied 10 . 

---:;::=::;--:::·1:----. 
, "~ # ) 

!.. ' ' . -'." ~ I:.''-..~. 
DA TE RECEIVED 

My name is George Heileman and I'm emailing you on the behalf of my sister, Gina 
Langley, who owns some land in which your HV lines going through as of now here in 
Linco ln Co . N.M .. 
As I understand in the article I've read, there is a possibility of a second set of HV lines 

proposed to run parallel to the existing set. 
Will my sister's property be affected by this proposal and if so, how much? Below are her 

coordinates-
Lincoln County, N.M., TllS, R1SE, Township 6 
-or-
33*23'14.70"N by lOS*29'46 .S7"W 

( http://earth.qoogle.com) 

Thank you, 
George Heilema n 

Lauren found her dream laptop. Find the PC that's right for you . 
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History: 

Hi, 

"Carol Pittman" 
<pittray@gilanet.com> 

06/04/2009 09:04 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

Subject question 

.p This message has been replied to . 

r . --::::",:: J 
t ';... '" i $ _ :" __ .~. It! ~ 

DATE RECEIVED 

I'd like to see a map of the proposed high-voltage power transmission line proposed to 
cross southern New Mexico and Arizona. The website did not provide information 
about the location of that line. Can you provide that information or direction to the 
appropriate website? 
Thank you , 
Carol Pittman 
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"jcummins 1" 
<jcummins 1@bellsouth .net> 

06/07/2009 08:17 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ec 

bee 

Subject 

BLM Project Manager Adrian Garcia: 

Projeet [ J~ @ ! • 
Bureau of Land Management, SunZia Tra SR1~i0ft-l:itle'g;J 

. -~ ---~~ .. ~. 
DATE RECEIVED 

1. Please add me to any and all mailing Iist(s) relating to this subject. 

2. I and others are against this project if any of the BLM managed Public Lands in Sierra County are to 
become restricted or withdrawn from any and all present or future mining activity. 

3. Please provide and all relevant information legally allowing any present or future public land withdrawal 
from mining activity in the Jornada del Muerto - Sierra County, NM. 

4. I am a mining claim stakeholder and I'm in the process of providing verifiable proof that most if not all 
the Caballo Mts and the Jornada del Muerto contain vast quantities of some of the platinum group metals 
as well as other strategically important elements. For more information go to: 
http://www.silverprospector.com/discovery.html 

Respectfully, 
Joseph Cummins 
124 Lyle Way 
Carrollton, GA 30117 

RE: 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st!en/info/newsroom/2009/may/blmseekspublicinput.html 
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st!en/prog/more/landsrealty.html 
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tlfinefroek@eomeast.net 

0611012009 12:30 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject BLM Comment: Sunzia Transmission Line project 

Hislory: ~ This message has been replied to. 

To: BLM SunZia Transmission Line Project Manager, Adrian Garcia (505-438-7424): 

Mr. Garcia, 

Control of air quality, reduction of pollution, carbon emissions and green house gases are issues of 
national and public interest. 

BLM should not promote and enable the generation of electricity utilizing fossil fuels in one region for use 
by another region. 

If this proposal is approved, I would recommend that a requirement regarding what portion of the energy 
transmitted via this transmission line be generated utilizing renewable energy technologies be quantified 
versus a general intent statement("primarily"), and that the requirement also require annual verifiable 
reporting/compliance and define penalties for any violations. 

For example: " No less than 90% of all power transmitted via this transmission line be generated from 
verifiable Renewable Energy sources as defined by Arizona Corporation Commission rules. The 
owner-operator of the transmission line shall submit certified and verifiable annual statements no later 
than 30 days after the end of each annual period documenting their compliance with this requirement. 
Violations will be subject to a fine of not less than 5 cents per KWH and may not be passed on to, paid or 
absorbed by users/Ratepayers in any manner." 

Mr. Terry Finefrock 
Tucson, AZ 
520-444-9225 
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History: 

"Allie" 
<allie@alliebyoung .com> 

06/13/2009 10:40 AM 

To nmsunziaproject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject question/mailing list 

9 This message has been replied to . 

I .... . '-:- 1 
" , •. ' ' ;. t () .. ~- .... 
DATE RE{..:t:lllt{N 

que stion: as a resident of oracle, arizona, we get our electricity thru 
the Bureau of I ndian Af fairs, San Carlos Irrigat ion Project .... i t is not 
always reliable ........ (the power was out for 4 hours last evening, for 
example) . Question: if this power l ine goes thru our area, wi l l we be 
able to hook into the new/more reliable electric power source????? 

are we included as solar electricity producer s in this area? if not, 
why not??? wouldn't it be good to make homes u nder this present 
government program producers of electricity into the main power grid ? 
We had maximum sunny days in this area, as proven by the choice to build 
Biosphere in this a rea , or are we just chosen to look at the big power 
line run thru our area providing power to others ???? 

please submit this emai l address (allie@alliebyoung . com) to the mai l ing 
list .. .. thanks. 
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Hi Adrian, 

.. Codey D. Carter" 
<CCarter@azgfd.gov> 

07/06/2009 10:28 AM 

To <Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov>, <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Cooperating Agency Paperwork 

r.;:;;;;;:;::-.::-;; . .;. :: .. .., 
I! .... ',3 
'DATE F.EdJVH7 

It was nice meeting you at the scoping meeting at Eloy a couple of weeks ago. We haven't received any 
cooperative agency paperwork (letter, MOU template, etc) for the SunZia project yet. It you send it to me 
at the address below I'll make sure it gets routed, reviewed and signed by the required people. 

Thanks, 

Co dey 

Codey Carter 
BLMLiaison 
Habitat Branch 
Alizona Game and Fish Department 
5000 West Carefree Highway 
Phoenix, Arizona 85086 
(623) 236-7608 
ccarter@azgfd.gov 

Sign up for enews: 
Receive the latest news and information on wildlife issues and events, outdoor tips, education 
programs, regulations, and more ... 
hllp:llwww.azgfd.gov/cscrvices/subscribe.shtmi 
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"Wendy S . LeStarge" 
<LeStarge .Wendy@azdeq.go 
v> 

07101/200905:13 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> _ ._. __ -, 
~., " 

ee "Linda C. Taunt" <Taunt.Linda@azdeq.go > , '~'. 'J 
;..J#.~ ~; 

bee \5A TE P5::'(.l'l\'f~tY 
Subject Comments to EIS Seoping 

Attached are comments from Linda Taunt, Deputy Division Director, Water Quality Division of the Arizona 
Department of Environmental Quality. 

Wendy LeStarge 
Environmental Rules Specialist 
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
Water Quality Division 
(602) 771-4836 

NOTICE: This e-mail (and any attachments) may contain PRIVILEGED OR CONFIDENTIAL information and is 
intended only for the use of the specific individual(s) to whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is 
privileged and confidential under state and federa l law. This information may be used or disclosed only in 
accordance with Jaw, and you may be subject to penalties under law for improper use or further disclosure of the 
information in this e-mail and its attachments. I f you have received this e-mail in error, please immediately notify 

113'
"-. : 

;.1' ... : 

th e person named above by reply e-mail, and then delete the origina l e-maii. Thank you. ADEQ Comment Letter.pdl 
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"John Windes" 
<JWindes@azgfd.gov> 

06/17/2009 10:19 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@btm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

~.'\'"t-."" .. ., I 

L· . ':'J' ,{ I 
. :#It-+-. 

DATE REC[JVED 

Subject AZGFD Would Like to Sign on as a Cooperating Agency 

Helio, 

The Arizona Game and Fish Department has received the scoping notice for the SunZia transmission line 
project and is interested in cooperating agency status. Please send me some information on what we 
need to do to get an agreement in place. 

Thank you, 

John Windes 

Wildlife Habitat Specialist 

Arizona Game & Fish Department 

Tucson Regional Office 

555 N. Greasewood 

Tucson, AZ 85745 

(ph) 520-388-4442 

(fax) 520-628,5080 

Click here to Sign up for AZGFD eNews and receive the latest news and 
information on wildlife issues and events, outdoor tips, education programs, reg ulations, 
and more. 

Our Mission: 

To conserve, enhance, and restore Arizona's diverse 

wildlife resources and habitats through aggressive 

protection and management programs, and to provide 

wildlife resources and safe watercraft and 

off-highway vehicle recreation for the enjoyment, 

appreciation, and use by present 

and future generations 
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Ann V Howard 
<ahoward@azslaleparks .gOY 
> 

06/08/200901'26 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.goy 

ee miehael_djohnson@blm.goY, Carol Griffith 
<egri ffith@azslaleparks.goy> 

bee 
Please respond to 

Ann V Howard Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
<ahoward@azstaleparks.goy> 

Hislory: $l This message has been replied 10. 

'[i!":" 7J ~ i~ 
_ ... :it!~ .. 

DATE RECEIVED 

Dear Adrian, our office received your public scoping notice for the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project, portions of which will be situated within Arizona. BLM's compliance with 
the Section 106 regulations is not mentioned in any of the following: Your agency's cover 
letter/public scoping noticer, the website link, or the project newsletter. Please infOlm us of how 
106 consultation for this undel1aking will occur and how the project timeline will incorporate 
mitigation of adverse effects to historic properties, if applicable. Thank you, Ann Howard, 
AZSHPO 

Ann Val do Howard 
Public Archaeology Programs Manager and 
Archaeological Compliance Specialist 
State Historic Preservation Office 
Arizona State Parks 
1300 W. Washington 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 
(602) 542-7138 (work) 
(602) 542-4180 (fax) 
www.azstateparks.com 

"Volunteers are not paid because they are worthless, but because they are priceless." Erma Bombeck 

~ Please consider the environment before printing this email. 
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To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> "Ginger Ritter" 
<GRitter@azgfd.gov> 

06/02/2009 08:36 AM 
ee "Laura Canaea" <LCanaea@azgfd.gov>. "John Windes" 

<JWindes@azgfd .gov> 
bee 

Subject Need Projeet Info 

History: P This message has been replied to . t 
:':..w.-;:.'.J 

• ~ C , _ :~::t!. 
DATE RECEIVED 

., 
. ,. \.! 
"",', .~ .. 

~'....:" 

Hello Mr. Adrian Garcia, 

My name is Ginger Ritter and I work for the Arizona Game and Fish Department. I would 
like to be added to the mai ling li st for this project. I would also like to get any information 
you may have on the project, in particular the route the line will take. It will aid me in 
assessing any issues that may arise for the AZ p011ion of the line. My contact info is below. 

Thank you, 

c9ifl§tJr CiX.itttJr 

Phone: 623-236-7606 
Fax: 623-236-7366 

Arizona Game and Fish Deparunclll-'NMHB 
5000 vVest Carefree Highway 
Phoenix, Arizona 85086 

Sign up for enews: 
Receive the latest news and information on wildlife issues and events, outdoor tips, education 
programs, regulations, and more ... 
h IlQ :llwww.azgfd.goy/eservices/suhscribe.shtml 

kjames
Text Box
0090



THE STATE OF ARIZONA 

GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT 

July 9, 2009 

5000 W CAREFREE HIGHWAY 

PHOENIX, AZ 85086-5000 

(602) 942-3000 • WWW.AZGFD.GOV 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502- 0115 

GOVERNOR 
JANICE K . BREWER 

COMMISSIONER S 
CHAIRMAN, BOB HERNBRODE. TUCSON 

JENNIFER L. MARTIN. PHOENlX 
ROBERT R WOODHOUSE, ROLL 
NORMAN W FR EEMAN, CHINO VALLEY 

JACK F. HUSTED, SPRI NGERVILLE 

DIR ECTOR 
LARRY 0 VOYLES 

DEP UTY DIRECTORS 
GARY R. HOVATTER 
ROBERT D BROSCHEIO 

Re: Scoping of SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Dear New Mexico State Office: 

.: ' 

ii-,: .. 
• Z· 

<4> 
W> 

'-
C ,-

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) has reviewed the infonnation provided in 
the Federal Register notice and Newsletter provided by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), 
New Mexico State Office, and EPG, respectively. The Department understands the proposed 
project activities would involve the construction of up to two 500kV transmission lines with key 
interconnections to the existing extra high voltage grid in Arizona and New Mexico. The 
Department does not support this project at this time due to the following concerns: 

The construction of SunZia will clearly promote the growth of renewable energy development in 
New Mexico in a marmer consistent with identified resources. It is unclear; however, what 
impact this project will have on Arizona's renewable energy growth in an area that has been 
identified as having significant natural resources and limited renewable energy resource 
potential. Arizona's renewable energy potential is primarily located along the state's western 
region, while Arizona's southeast region provides some of the most biologically diverse habitat 
in the state. Consequently, the Department recommends the project proponent and BLM provide 
a robust costlbenefit analysis of this project in Arizona, as well as, including additional 
reasonable and feasible alternatives to the SunZia route in Arizona. The Department generally 
supports alternatives utilizing existing or adjacent corridors. In this case, the Interstate 10 
corridor can provide an alternative with the fewest environmental concerns/impacts. For specific 
comments on the proposed and alternative routes, please see the attachment. 

The Department also requests an extension of the 45 day scoping period. Due to the scope of 
this project, the time given to identify potential issues was not adequate for the public or 
Department to identify all potential issues. The Department requested more detailed information 
on the potential routes to help faci litate identification of potential issues but was not provided. 
The Department requests detailed maps and/or GIS data be provided to facilitate the 
identification of specific wildlife and wildlife habitat impacts. Maps (i .e. maps of opportunities 
and constraints, environmental and cultural impacts, etc.) presented at scoping meetings should 
be available online to the public and the Department. 

AN EOUAL OPPORTUNITY REASONABLE ACCOMMOOATION<; Ar, l'"J'Jr v 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
July 9, 2009 
2 

Lastly, it is imperative that the cumulative effects analysis include all potential development that 
will occur as a result of the power line (i.e. growth due to increased energy supply, solar 
development, wind development, etc .). The analysis should also include effects on water as a 
result of solar development and population growth. 

The Department would appreciate the opportunity to provide a more detailed analysis of 
potential impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitats associated with this project when specific 
project details become available. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact 
me at (623) 236-7606 or John Windes at (520) 628-4442. 

S;(}J~ {? iItJy 

Ginger Ritter 
Project Evaluation Specialist 

Attachment 

cc: Laura Canaca, Project Evaluation Program Supervisor 
John Windes, Habitat Program Manager, Region V 

AGFD #M09·05291106 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
July 9, 2009 
3 

Arizona Game and Fish Department Comme~§ JUL I 3 P~l I: 35 
on 

Proposed and Alternative Routes for SunZia 
I. The Department opposes any route that follows the San Pedro River Valley and the Four

Mile Creek area between the Galiuro and Aravaipa Wildernesses which is currently 
undeveloped. The Department has identified an important wildlife corridor between the 
Galiuros and Aravaipa to connect bighorn sheep habitat in that area. 

a. If the AravaipalGaliuros route is chosen, the line should be installed without 
creating any new roads. Even without roads, the transmission line will impact 
this pristine, unfragmented habitat. If fragmentation occurs, the Department will 
need to identify wildlife corridors in this area to maintain connectivity between 
Aravaipa and the Galiuros. 

b. The San Pedro River watershed supports several wildlife species. Parts of the 
watershed have excellent mule deer and javelina habitat which provides high 
quality hunting opportunities for the pUblic. In addition, the watershed supports 
many listed and candidate species. Any route within the San Pedro River 
watershed will have an impact on the watershed. Cumulative impacts should be 
analyzed for all species in the watershed if this route is chosen. 

2. One of the proposed alternatives appears to run just south of the Aravaipa Ecosystem 
Management Plan (AEMP) area. The AEMP did not anticipate any new transmission 
lines and did not assess the impacts associated with construction of a utility line. Neither 
the AEMP nor the BLM Safford District Resource Management Plan designated the 
proposed or alternative routes as utility corridors. In fact, the lands between the AEMP 
and the Coronado National Forest (Galiuro Mountains) were designated for BLM 
acquisition due to their high resource values. This area is on the edge of desert bighorn 
sheep habitat and is excellent mule deer, whitetail, and javelina habitat. 

3. The proposed route appears to go through the Department's Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area. 
The proposed route would conflict with the Department's Management Plan for 
Cluff Ranch by potentially decreasing wildlife and recreation values at the Wildlife Area. 

4. The proposed route also appears traverse the Department's newly acquired lands along 
the San Pedro River at the Aravaipa confluence. The lands were acquired by the 
Department to protect important breeding habitat for Southwest willow flycatcher 
(WIFL) and numerous other species. It has a high density of WIFL nesting areas, 
includes critical habitat for spike dace and loach minnow, and is habitat for a number of 
sensitive species including lowland leopard frog and yellow-billed cuckoo. This route 
would negatively impact the wildlife and their habitat in this new wildlife area. 

5. The Department realizes the proposed route is north of the Peloncillo Mountain 
Wilderness Area; however, the route appears to still pass through the mountain range 
which is critical desert bighorn sheep habitat. 

6. The San Simon Valley has existing pronghorn habitat as well as potential pronghorn 
habitat. The Department has built wildlife water catchment to help promote habitat 
suitability of the area. The proposed route appears to be adjacent to at least one of our 
wildlife water catchments (Timber Draw). 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
July 9, 2009 
4 

7. The other two alternative routes east of Highway 191 are preferable. It appears one of 
the routes follows an existing power line, but the Department would need a better map to 
evaluate impacts. 

8. The alternative route between the proposed Willow Substation and the Winchester 
Substation is an existing power line route, which the Department typically prefers. 
However, it passes through the Winchester Mountains which has good deer habitat and a 
Mexican spotted owl PAC. The route also passes through Allen Flat which is one of the 
Department's prime hunting habitat for pronghorn. 

9. The last couple alternative routes pass through Sulphur Springs valley which supports a 
variety of wildlife such as pronghorn, Ornate box turtles, and Sandhill cranes. Any new 
roads, as well as the power line would have impacts on those species, especially Sandhill 
cranes which use fields in the valley and are known to collide with power lines. Further 
north in the Aravaipa Valley, the power line would create new roads through quality 
mule deer and javelina habitat. 

General Recommendations for Construction of Transmission Lines 
• Transmission lines must be designed to prevent or minimize risk of electrocution of 

raptors. 
• Limit project activities during the breeding season for birds, generally May through late 

August, depending on species in the local area. Raptors breed in early February through 
May. Conduct avian surveys to determine bird species that may be utilizing the area and 
develop a plan to avoid disturbance during nesting season. 

• Limit removal of deadfall/snags since many wildlife species use snags for refuge. 
• Avoid work near bridges with bats during maternity season, usually May through late 

August. Ifpossible, complete work at night when the least amount of bats are roosting. 
• If riparian areas are present be aware aquatic species breed at different times throughout 

the year. Review the biology of each species to determine a timeframe and actions (e.g. 
limiting sediment input into the river during construction) that would minimize impact to 
the species. 

• Coordinate plant salvage efforts with the Arizona Department of Agriculture, in 
accordance with the Arizona Native Plant Law. In addition, the applicable land 
management agencies should be consulted regarding guidelines for revegetation efforts. 

• Contact the Arrny Corp. of Engineers for Best Management Practices and guidelines for 
minimizing and mitigating impacts to riparian areas. 
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United States Department of the Interior 

Mr. Adrian Garcia 
Project Manager 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 

P.O. Box 280 
San Antonio, New Mexico 87832 

Phone: (575) 835-1828 
Fax (575) 835-0314 

July 9,2009 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
BLM NM State Office 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

On behalf of Bosque del Apache NWR, I would like to request a formal extension of the 
comment period for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Scoping Public Comment 
Period. The 45-day comment period is set to end on July 13 , 2009. The refuge requests a month 
extension of this comment period. This extension would allow the refuge to provide more robust 
comments in regards to possible routes for the transmission line. 

If you would like to discuss this request, please contact me at the refuge at (575) 835-1828. 
Please respond in writing to my request at your earliest convenience. Thank you. 

Since~~~ 

T!'Im Melanson 
Refuge Manager 
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C. H. HUCKELBERRY 
County Administra tor 

June 30, 2009 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE 
PIMA COUNTY GOVERNMENTAL CENTER 
130 W. CONGRESS, TUCSON, AZ 85701·1317 
(520) 740·8661 FAX (520) 740·8171 

Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
Bureau of Land Management 
P.O, Box 27115 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115 

Re: Proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

Below are Pima County's comments regarding the proposed SunZia transmission project , 
spanning from Roswell, New Mexico to Pinal, Arizona. While Pima County does not have any 
major objections to the proposed SunZia transmission line route, the County does, however, 
have concerns over a proposed alternative route that would cross through the San Pedro Valley, 

The San Pedro Valley is located in the far northeastern corner of Pima County, east of the 
Catalina Mountains, and encompasses the San Pedro River corridor. The San Pedro River is the 
last free-flowing river in the state of Arizona, and was identified as one of the ten most 
endangered rivers in the United States by American Rivers in 1999. Due to the river and its 
associated wetlands, it contains the highest quality riparian gallery forest in all of southern 
Arizona and remains a critical area for seasonal migratory birds between North, Central and 
South America. 

The County's general concerns are over impacts to 1) the San Pedro River and its tributaries and 
2) sensitive archaeological resources in the area. 

San Pedro River 

The proposed SunZia alternative route runs due east-west across the San Pedro River. The 
County is an owner of record in this vicinity. The Bingham Cienega Natural Preserve was 
purchased specifically for protection of the mesquite bosque and associated wetlands, and is 
proposed as mitigation land under Section 1 O( 1) of the Endangered Species Act. I urge that care 
be taken to avoid direct or indirect impacts to not only County-owned land, but also other areas 
of riparian vegetation along the San Pedro River owned by the Nature Conservancy and others. 
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To the extent possible, the proposed alternative route for the SunZia transmission line should 
occupy the same area disturbed in the late 1980s by the All-American pipeline and the 
pre-existing 11 5/ 138kV transmission line in order to minimize impacts and ground disturbance. 
At a minimum, the applicant should be required to control invasive species and monitor annually, 
and revegetate areas of disturbance. The Environmental Impact Statement should quantify direct 
and indirect biological impacts to determine the alternative with the least impacts . 

Area Archaeological Resources 

The high archaeological sensitivity of the San Pedro Valley in the area of the proposed alternative 
SunZia transmission route is well documented and reflects important prehistoric occupation as 
well as historic-period ranching . There are 27 recorded sites within a half-mile on either side of 
the All -American pipeline and proposed alternative transmission line corridor. These include 
three significant archaeological sites, the Reeve Ruin, Redington Ruin, Bayless Ranch Ruin, and 
an historic cemetery site near the vicinity of the proposed crossing. State cultural resources 
requirements must be met before any construction. 

In addition to the above, I would ask that consideration be given to indirect impacts, such as 
project site access becoming temporary or permanent access points for unauthorized access by 
the public and off-road vehicle use . As is typically the case on leases granted on State Trust 
lands, creation of access points in biologically sensitive areas leads to degradation of natural 
drainage and plant communities. Every effort should be made to prevent creating unintentional 
access points into this area. 

Ultimately, the County prefers that the segment of alternative route that crosses through the San 
Pedro Valley in Pima County be removed . However, if the corridor study finds that this 
alternative route segment is necessary, I respectfully request that the above comments be 
incorporated during the review process. 

Sincerely, 

C.H. Huckelberry 
County Administrator 

CHH/jj 

Attachment 

c: Tom Dabbs, Field Manager, Tucson Field Office, Bureau of Land Management 
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P.O. Box 52025 
Phoellix, AZ 85072·2025 
IVww.srpllet.Co/ll 

July 13, 2009 

The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 

Sunzia Southwest Transmission Project 
clo EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 320d Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

Pltolle: (602) 236·2830 
Fa.': (602) 236·3407 
Ray. hedrick@srpllet.com 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide scoping comments on the proposed corridor 
locations for the Sunzia transmission line, particularly where the corridor crosses the San 
Pedro River. As a partner in this project, SRP supports the project and hopes to provide 
some additional information that will assist in the selection of a corridor across the San 
Pedro River with the least amount of environmental impact. 

SRP has already sent a map, in the form of GIS shape files, to Tatyana Soroko, GIS 
Specialist at EPG showing the locations of conservation and mitigation lands purchased 
by federal , state and private entities on the lower San Pedro River. Conservation effOlts 
have been focused along the lower San Pedro River because of the large stands of 
cottonwood-willow forest and extensive mesquite bosques that SUppOlt a diversity of 
species, several of which are threatened or endangered. Although the transmission lines 
themselves may not interfere with these habitats, the potential necessity to periodically 
clear vegetation beneath the lines certainl y needs to be taken into consideration when 
long-telm impacts are assessed. It would be preferable to locate the transmission line in 
an area of the ri ver where vegetation is low-growing and sparse, i.e, where the water table 
is deep and does not support tall, dense riparian vegetation. 

The GIS map sent to EPG shows the location of four properties owned in fee by SRP, 
which were acquired as mitigation for impacts to endangered species at Roosevelt Lake, 
specifically the endangered Southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) 
and the yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzux americanus). These lands secure, in part, SRP's 
Incidental Take Permit (ITP), issued by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under the 
Endangered Species Act, which allows us to store water in Roosevelt Lake, a major 
source of water for the Phoenix metropolitan area. The proposed transmission line 
crossing at Aravaipa Creek passes through one and near two other of these mitigation 
properties. Any impacts to these mitigation lands would need to be fully offset, following 
the requirements of the Roosevelt Lake ITP and associated Habitat Conservation Plan. 

kjames
Text Box
0093



Mitigation lands must contain large, contiguous stands of tall, dense riparian habitat that 
supports breeding flycatchers and must be located so the riparian habitat can be managed 
effectively. If a mitigation property is bisected or prutially impacted, replacement of only 
the impacted portions would not necessarily meet the terms of the ITP and Hep. 

Thank you for considering our comments. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth A. Valencia 
Sr. Environmental Scientist 
Siting and Studies 
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GOVERNOR 

Bill RIchardson 

DIRECTOR AND SECRETARY 

TO THE COMMISSION 

Tod Stevenson 

Robert S. Jenks, Deputy Director 

July 13, 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502·0115 

STATE OF NEW MEXICO 

DEPARTMENT OF GAME & FISH 

One Wildlire Way 
Post Office BOI< 25112 
SlIIIta Fe, NM 87504 

Phone. (505) 476-8008 
Fn: (505)476-8124 

Visit [)liT websitc It www.wildlifc.state.run.us 
For infonnation call: 5051476-8000 

To order frce publications call: 1_800-862_9310 

Re: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Scoping; NMDGF Project No.12739 

To Whom It May Concern: 

STATE GAME COMMISSION 

JIm McClintIc. Chalrmln 
Albuqulrque, NM 

Sandy 8uffett, Vlce..chalrman 
Santa Fe, NM 

Dr. Tom Arvas. CommIssioner 
Albuquerque, NM 

Alfrtdo Montoya, CommissIoner 
Alcalde, NM 

KentA. Salaxer, Commissioner 
Albuquerque, NM 

M,H, "Dutch" Salmon, CommlS5loner 
SUvorClty, NM 

Leo V. SIms. II, Commluloner 
Hobbs, NM 

In response to the scoping announcement, dated May 2009, for an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), the 
New Mexico Department of Game and& Fish (NMDGF) has reviewed information pertaining to the above 
referenced project. A consortium of energy companies proposes to develop two 500kV transmission lines_ The 
proposed route will traverse approximately 460 miles in New Mexico and Arizona, A substation will be 
constructed at the eastern terminus in either Socorro or Lincoln County, New Mexico. Intermediate substations 
may also be constructed, A right-of~way up to 1000 feet in width wiII be required. NMDGF staff attended 
scoping meetings for this project in Socorro and Elephant Butte, Our comments below address only the New 
Mexico portion of the proposed transmission line route_ 

Transmission lines can present direct physical hazard to birds, in the form of electrocution or collision. NMDGF 
strongly recommends that the SunZia powerlines and substations should be designed and constructed in full 
conformance with the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee· publications Suggested Practices for Raptor 
Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006, and Mitigating Bird Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the 
Art in 1994 (both available at http://www.aplic.orgD. 

The Rio Grande is a major migratory corridor for all types of birds. Most birds migrate at altitudes well above 
any power lines, however they may fIy lower during adverse weather or when approaching or leaving a stopover 
location, NMDGF has particular concern about the preferred route where it crosses the Rio Grande at San 
Antonio_ This route passes directly between the U,S. Fish and Wildlife Service Bosque del Apache Wildlife 
Refuge, and the NMDGF Bernardo and La Joya Wildlife Management Areas north of Socorro, which are managed 
to provide food and habitat for wintering waterfowl and other migratory birds. This riparian wetland complex is 
host to 35,000-72,000 migrating and wintering sandhill cranes, 40,000-45,000 snow geese and approximately 
100,000 ducks. We have documented the movement of 5,000-20,000 geese daily between Bosque del Apache and 
Bernardo. One thousand to 3,000 cranes move off the river daily to nearby agricultural fields. Cranes and 
waterfowl are susceptible to powerline collisions because of their large size and relative lack of maneuverability, 
particularly where the lines are situated between preferred resting and feeding areas, Special status species 
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which may occur at the Bosque del Apache include brown pelican, neotropic cormorant, bald eagle and 
southwestern willow flycatcher. 

July 13, 2009 

Most of the alternatives to the San Antonio crossing involve routes east of the Rio Grande, crossing the river at 
the Derry~Arrey area south of Caballo Reservoir. Potential wildlife concerns with those routes, which should be 
evaluated in the EIS, include impact to experimental (Endangered Species Act Section 10m) re-introduced 
Aplomado falcons south and east of the Bosque del Apache, occupied desert bighorn sheep habitat, BLM special 
management areas, migratory birds at the Derry-Arrey river crossing, and loss or fragmentation of Chihuahuan 
Desert grasslands, a key habitat type identified in the Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy for New 
Mexico. 

Issues of concern pertaining to the southern portion of the proposed New Mexico route of the SUMa lines (from 
interstate 25 to the Arizona state line) include Chihuahuan Desert grasslands, and concentrations of ducks, cranes 
and rap tors in the area between Hatch and Deming. West of Lordsburg, the proposed route through the Granite 
Gap and San Simon Cienega goes through habitat occupied by desert bighorn sheep and by state listed reptile 
species. The San Simon Cienega is also one of the few riparian habitats in the area. The Cook Peak range, and 
other pinyon-juniper foothills, should be surveyed for nesting state Threatened gray vireos. 

To aid in siting and mitigation planning, we recommend that the EIS process include monitoring seasonal bird 
flight behavior at potential collision hazard locations: the San Antonio crossing of the Rio Grande, the Derry
Arrey crossing of the Rio Grande, the crossing of the Caballo Mountains ridgeline, and the Hatch-Deming bird 
concentration area. Study data should include flight altitude and be species specific where possible, and also 
include radar monitoring of night migrants. Project planning should include development of a project specific 
post-construction Avian Protection Plan (see APLIe Suggested Practices document for guidance), with mortality 
monitoring and adaptive management provisions. Bird diverter devices should be installed on the lines at 
potential collision hazard locations, and support towers should be lighted only where required by law, using red 
or red-and-white blinking or strobe lights. Towers should be erected without guy lines if possible; if a guyed 
design is necessary, the guy wires should be provided with bird diverters. 

We have enclosed county lists of special status species for each New Mexico county that may be affected by the 
SunZia project. The EIS should evaluate potential impact on each of these species. We have also enclosed a copy 
of the Powerline Project Guidelines from our Habitat Handbook. Please incorporate the guidelines into siting and 
best management practices for construction and operation of SunZia. Also please find enclosed a map of Avian 
Species Concentration Areas in New Mexico, Southern Half. This map was created by the New Mexico Avian 
Protection group, for the specific purpose of providing information to utilities about areas of concern for power 
line placement, with particular regard to raptors and waterfowl. It is included for your information and planning 
purposes. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping comments on this transmission line project. If there are any 
questions, please contact Rachel Jankowitz at 505-476~8159, or tjankowitz@state.nm.us. 

r;c-~~V\CSC~ 
~ Matthew Wunder, PhD 

{ Chief, Conservation Services Division 

cc: Wally Murphy, Ecological Services Field Supervisor, USFWS 
Pat Mathis, SW Area Habitat Specialist, NMDGF 
Dutch Salmon, New Mexico State Game Commission 
Deb Hahn, Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 
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Adrian Garcia 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
Post Office Box 27 I I 5 
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July 6, 2009 

COURT RICH 
6613 N. Scom-dale Road, Su it~ ~oo 

Sconsd",ie, Ar izona 8S :!S0 
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RE: Scoping Comment on SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Request to be Informed of all Further Actions 

;r: ;:; '.,. 
Line "Project and' 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

This office represents Walton International Group, Inc. ("Walton") with regard to the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Line Project (the "Project"). On May 29, 2009, the Bureau of 
Land Management published, in the Federal Register its Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and Possible Resource Management Plan Amendments for the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Line Project in Arizona and New Mexico (the "Notice of 
Intent"). On Walton 's behalf we submit thi s correspondence including Walton ' s comments and 
make an official request to be informed of all further actions and occurrences relative to this 
matter. 

Introduction 

Walton is one of the largest landowners in Pinal County, Arizona, and is currently in the 
process of planning tens of thousands of acres in and around Eloy, Arizona for mixed use 
development including residential, commercial, office and industrial uses. Many of Walton's 
planned developments are within the Project's study area and as such Walton has been watching 
the Project carefully. For the last several years Walton has worked closely with Pinal County, 
the City of Eloy, and the Arizona State Land Department to plan for the successful and orderly 
development of the region and while Walton welcomes the Project, it is important that the 
Project be sited to have the least possible disruptive impact on the plans of the jurisdictions 
through which it passes. 

As you may be aware, Pinal County, Arizona has been one of the top two fastest growing 
counties in the nation for several years running. Plans for development of all kinds have rapidly 
been progressing throughout Pinal County and especially in the Cloy area. Even despite the 
global economic slowdown, because of Eloy's position in the middle of the Sun Corridor 
Megapolitan Area (stretching from Tucson in the south to north of the City of Phoenix) the City 
has continued to see economic development plans both presented and implemented at an 
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astonishing rate. The map attached as Exhibit "A" shows the Eloy area and calls attention to the 
existing and planned developments in the region. As you can see, there are numerous substantial 
developments being implemented in this area. 

Walton's position on this siting project 

After reviewing the map posted on the BLM website titled "SunZia Transmission Project 
Preliminary Study Corridors" dated March 5, 2009, and discussing the matter with Pinal County 
and the City of Eloy, Walton encourages the BLM to issue its EIS in support of the Proposed or 
Alternative Alignment in and around Eloy. We believe these two alignments best meet the 
Project's goals while minimizing the Project's impact on the City of Eloy, Pinal County and 
Walton's existing development plans. Importantly, Walton agrees with Eloy and Pinal County 
and feels very strongly that the Project's transmission lines should only be sited on the eas/ side 
of the Picacho Moun/ains . Both the City of Eloy and Pinal County have taken official actions 
indicating they also only support sitings to the east of the Mountains and are opposed to any 
alignment to the west of the Picachos. 

There are several reasons why siting the line west of the Picacho Mountains would be a 
mistake and should be avoided. 

The City of Eloy supports going east of the Picacho Mountains and is opposed to any 
alignment west of the Picachos 

The City of Eloy 's Mayor and Council unanimously voted on October 13, 2008, to 
support a Resolution asking that this rransmission line project be sited to the east of the Picacho 
Mountains. See the Resolution of the City of Eloy Mayor and Council attached as Exhibit "B". 
Further, they specifically voted in opposition to any alignments west of the Picacho Mountains. 

Pinal County supports going east of the Picacho Mountains and is opposed to any 
alignment west of the Picachos 

On April I , 2009, the Pinal County Board of Supervisors approved a Resolution asking 
that a transmission line that Project participant Tucson Electric Power is proposing be sited to the 
east of the Picacho Mountains and that such line not be sited to the west of the Picachos. See the 
Resolution of the Board of Supervisors of Pinal County attached as Exhibit "C". 

Going west of the Picacho Mountains would impact thousands of residential dwellings 

The City of Eloy and the surrounding area make up the heart of the Sun Corridor 
Megapolitan region, and Eloy reasonably expects to one day be home to more than one million 
residents. Existing residents, currently planned residential developments, and proposed future 
residential developments are prevalent in Eloy, particularly near the Picacho Mountains. Any 
route located west of the Picachos would have a far greater environmental impact on present and 
future dwellings than the relatively miniscule environmental impact of an alignment east of the 
Picachos. 
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Going west of the Picacho Mountains would destroy view sheds of the mountains 

The views of the Picacho Mountains are some of the City of Eloy's most prized natural 
resources. Obviously, any route west of the Picacho Mountains that would place the majority of 
the Project between City and the scenic Picacho Mountains should be avoided to preserve these 
view sheds for the City and its residents. 

Going west of the Picacho Mountains will conflict with a major flood control project 

The City of Eloy along with a number of landowners and developers are currently 
studying ways to channelize significant amounts of cUlTently uncontained flood waters that will 
remove significant portions of the City and sUlTounding area from historic FEMA -designated 
floodplains. The McClellan Wash Watercourse Master Plan is a nearly $1 million dollar project 
that is ongoing in an effort to implement a master flood solution for large swaths of land to the 
west of the Picacho Mountains in and around the City of Eloy. The result of this study will be 
recommendations to site flood control structures to solve the floodplain issues for the area. The 
recommendations of the study could be limited if the Project is sited through this region and 
some incompatible scenarioii could arise causing issues for both the flood control solution and 
the Project. In order to avoid any conflicts it the Project should be sited east of the Picacho 
Mountains. 

Going east of the Picacho Mountains avoids conflicts with the heart of Eloy 

As you may know, any alignment west of the Picachos would directly conflict with the 
present and future urban core of the City of Eloy. Alignments east of the Picachos will remove 
any potential impacts on urban revitalization, street widening, attraction of businesses, and many 
other components that are integral to the City's future. 

The Economic Development Group of Eloy ("EDGE") supports a route east of the Picacho 
Mountains and opposes any route to the west 

At its meeting on October 21, 2008, EDGE voted unanimously to support a resolution 
demanding that this line travel east of the Picacho Mountains and expressing its opposition to 
any alignment to the west of the Picachos. EDGE felt that siting the Project to the west of the 
Picachos would be detrimental to the future economic growth in the Eloy area. 

Placing the lines to the east of the Picachos for much of their length will eliminate visual 
impacts 

Siting the Project to the east of the Picacho Mountains presents a one-time opportunity to 
minimize visual clutter that will otherwise result from this Project. There are no residents at all 
in the area east of the Picachos and the Project simply would be out of the view of everyone in 
the Eloy area. 
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Placing the lines to the east of the Picachos provides better co-location opportunities with 
the proposed Tucson Electric Power "TEP" project 

Project participant, TEP is currently planning a SOOk V transmission line from the 
Tortolita Substation into the Pinal Central Substation. TEP's proposed alternatives allow for co
location of these two projects to the' east of the Picacho Mountains. We encourage BLM to 
require TEP and the Project to work together to co-locate their alignments. 

If the Project interconnects with the Tortolita Substation then it should be sited to avoid 
the large planned projects immediatelv north of Tortolita_ 

In the last two years Walton and the Arizona State Land Department have processed 
Pinal County Comprehensive Plan Amendments to enable the development of more than 10,000 
acres in the area just north of the Tortolita Substation. See the map attached as Exhibit "D" for 
the location and configuration of these Comprehensive Plan Amendments. This planned 
development is going to be a dynamic mix of residential, office, industrial and commercial uses 
on a large regional scale. There is simply no reason to disrupt the ongoing extensive planning 
that has gone into this large scale project if the Project could be sited to avoid this development. 
The attached map illustrates the massive project and calls attention to its eastern border. We 
respectfully request that the Project be sited to the east of this development to avoid disruption of 
the plans for thi s development that Pinal County has approved and that Walton and the State 
Land Department have long been planning. Thus, as the transmission line as it leaves Tortolita 
and goes north it should be east of the eastern border of Township 10 South, Range 10 East. 

Specific Requests to be Included in the DEIS and FEIS 

Given the overwhelming consensus between the area's largest landowner and the 
region's local elected officials we request that three things be specifically addressed in the EIS: 

I) Require that the Project must be sited to the east of the Picacho Mountains. 
2) Because TEP is a participant in the Project and currently planning its Tortolita to 

Pinal Central 500kV project we ask that the EIS be issued including language that 
encourages the co-location of the Project and the TEP line in a common corridor to 
the east of the Picacho Mountains. 

3) The EIS should include a statement indicating that if the project interconnects with 
the Tortolita Substation that as the transmission line as it leaves Tortolita and goes 
north it should be east of the eastern border of Township 10 South, Range 10 East. 

[ would like to meet and discuss the supported alignment with you in greater detai l. 
Please give me a call to schedule this meeting and let me know if you have any questions about 
these issues. 

SiZ/ l __ 

Court S. Rich 
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Repeating that we favor the concept of "green" power, but oppose this proposed route, we want to explain our reasons 

for opposition. Probably most people do favor an environmentally friendly source of power but resist the idea of 

transmission lines invading their personal space and so it may seem logical to route them through undeveloped areas 

where the human population is sparse. 

We contend that this concept is flawed and wonder if Americans will learn to appreciate and protect our dwindling areas 

of pristine, near-wilderness lands before they have been reduced to distant memories and pictures in books. 

Because of the recent sale of Eureka Ranch to Developers, several sections of formerly undeveloped grazing land has 

now been sold to individual lot owners. Initially this activity caused us a lot of concern because the land development 

company itself seemed to us to be promoting semi-urbanization. But as we have become acquainted with some of the 

pioneers among our new neighbors who are in the process of establishing home sites, some of those fears have been 

alleviated. Some of them have told us they are planning homes that are independent of the power grid and that they 

want their personal piece of country space to remain as natural as possible. 

We have asked these newcomers to our valley why they want to live here. They have told us stories about traffic 

congestion, noise pollution, freeways that cut through their neighborhoods, air pollution that makes it hazardous to 

breathe, crime and daily stress levels that make high tension the norm for their lives. But our new neighbors agree on 

one thing. They all say that when they came into the Aravaipa valley in response to the Developer's ads they fell in love 

with this place. They were first impacted by the wilderness-like quietness and then felt their tensions dissolving in the 

atmosphere of peace surrounding them. 

We believe many of these folks have learned what still seems to be escaping many Americans and some governmental 

leaders. Where is the wisdom in sacrificing our personal peace of mind and health on the altar of so-called progress by 

the development of every natural area within reach? And what are we as a nation gaining environmentally by 

producing "green" power if we invade and damage hundreds of acres of our dwindling undeveloped lands in the 

transmission ofthat power? 

Not all of us want to live our lives surrounded by ribbons of asphalt, stressed out by diesel exhaust emitting trucks 

grinding by our homes twenty four/seven, or even in the shadow of high tension power lines. This valley has been 

visited and treasured by people from all over the world for its remoteness and natural beauty. Now many of its 

residents, old and new, permanent and part time, are alarmed and becoming indignant about proposals to invade this 

peaceful place and our space, first with a truck route freeway, followed by a transmission power line. We feel that our 

choices to live quiet lives here are threatened because unidentified entities seem to find it feasible and economically 

attractive to turn the remaining pristine areas of Graham County into just one more place on the way to urbanization 

and exploitation. When undeveloped areas are history where will Americans go to find respite in natural places from 

the man-made din? We think our national parks and wilderness areas would soon be too crowded to serve that purpose 

for everyone, even if they remain open for public use. 

Highly visible projects that change the landscape from rural and natural to an appearance of engineered and developed 

are the crack in the door that lets in the proponents of even more objectional projects. A high tension power line could 

do that. Once the power line is in place, project planners will think, "There's already that power line here so additional 
Dl.<.y 

developmental projects won't make any difference" -translation being: "This place is already contaminated and the 

rural scene compromised, so there's no reason not to add to the depredation." It seems to us that mentality could very 

well pave the way for the revival of the freeway plan. 

The freeway project, however, is in another category altogether. It would probably be the death knell of peaceful and 

unhurried life throughout its corridor as well as a health threat to people living near its path; people who love their land 

as in the relationship of a tree to its roots and to whom moving elsewhere would be like losing a dear friend. 
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One of our primary concerns about the power transmission line proposal is that any right of way that is cleared under 

the lines may soon become trails for ATV's. We think the potential downsides of that possibility should be considered. 

A cleared right of way would probably be used by some people as a way to get into formerly inaccessible back country. 

From experience, some of us realize that kind of ATV traffic could translate into further damaged grasslands, increased 

erosion, and a likely accelerated decline of the deer and javelina populations as well as increased stress on other wildlife. 

Some of us have been observing this decline from the perspective of a near-lifetime. In just the past thirty five years we 

have witnessed nightly herds of deer, seen in the evening in nearby fields, decline from counts of about 80 to 0 -10. 

We formerly saw 80 to 100 javelinas cross the road in one group. Now we seldom see three or four together and usually 

none at all. Every year some hunters ask us, "Where are the deer?" and they add, "we can't find any." We think, 

"neither will anyone else" if current trends continue. When hunters are free to roam formerly inaccessible back 

country, where will a buck survive long enough to breed, let alone grow to his prime? 

Concerning the impact of transmission power lines on human health, we learned at the meeting in Safford that studies 

done in the U.S.A. indicate that these lines have little or no impact on human health and that they cause less harm than 

exposure to EMFs coming from electrical devices in our own houses, cell phones, etc. Through questioning, we learned 

that these studies are based on statistics. Information available on the internet from research done in countries such as 

Switzerland and Australia is not so reassuring. And we personally know people who are experiencing multiple health 

problems after living more than ten years in a house with a transmission line tower just outside their back yard. Several 

of their dogs also died prematurely. Some other people we talked to said they know people living near this kind of 

power line who are having similar experiences. Perhaps U.S. researchers need to examine health problems experienced 

by actual individuals who live long term under or near such lines. 

The EMF issue is personally relevant to us because one of us is currently fighting cancer using alternative methods alone 

due to previous health damage caused by improper medical use of radiation in her childhood. For this reason we are 

even more concerned than we would otherwise be about the possibility of living 1.7 miles from this proposed power line 

and if the alternative route is chosen we would have it on two sides of our home. In that case the line might pass even 

closer to us. 

Our concerns on the health issue, as well as our desire to help protect this rural area from urbanization, leads us to the 

conclusion that new transmission lines passing through this area should be routed along with already existing lines, 

such as the "South Alternative Route" , and that the decisions of agencies assigned to investigate the alternatives and 

consider objections should not be unduly influenced by local or state entities hoping to increase local revenues, provide 

job opportunities or who want to route SOMETHING through primitive areas simply because it would be a direct route 

and there are few voices here to protest. The few voices are now attempting to be heard even though none of us in 

the Aravaipa valley knew anything about this power line until just prior to the Safford meeting. If sufficient time was 

available, we are confident that you would hear from friends of the Aravaipa from every corner of this country and 

perhaps from other countries also. We heard many enthusiastic comments from guests while working at The Nature 

Conservancy Aravaipa Preserve about what a special experience the Aravaipa was to them. It was a special experience 

to them, as it is every day to us, BECAUSE of what is NOT here (freeways, power lines stretched on high towers) to mar 

the natural beauty which IS here in such abundance. 

Thank you for considering our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

fl~tJ, 
~~ 
H. C. and Patricia Hays 
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Patrick Harris 
<Patrick .Harris@grouprsi .co 
m> 

05/29/200902:32 PM 

To "NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov"<NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

Subject Questions regarding the structures to be used on SunZia 

History: ¥' This message has been replied (0. 

Hi Adrian, 

Have they decided whether to go w ith lattice towers or wi th H-frame monopoles on this ec . Also, 
have there been any details prepared yet for any of the smaller lines that may branch off the main 

SOOkV line ... perhaps 138kV t ies from the su bstations? Finally, do you know w ho will eventually be 

ordering the poles/towers? 

We manufactu re utility monopoles from an environmentally friendly composite material as an 

alternative to steel, concrete or wood poles. 

Best regards, 

Patrick Harris, P .Eng. 
Executive Sales Manager 
RStandard Composite Poles 

Resin Systems Inc. 
6803 Bayridge Terrace 
Austin, TX 78759 
Cell: (512) 694-1157 
Main : (403) 219-8000 (Calgary, AB) 
eFax: (608) 646-1983 
email: patrick. harris@ grouprsi.com 
web: www.rstandard.com 

kjames
Text Box
0099



Matt Robinson 
<mrobinson@demingheadligh 
t.eem> 

06/04/2009 10:53 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Maps 

History: P This message has been repl ied to. 

Mr. Garcia, 

May our newspaper, the Deming Headl ight, use t he map at the bottom of the 
page from the following link: 
http : //www.blm.gov/nm/st /en/prog/more/lands_realty/sunzia_ southwest_transmis 
sion.html 

We can give it a "ELM courtesy photo" or another at tr ibution if you wish. 

I appreciate your time. 

Thank you, 
Matt 

Matt Robinson 
Reporter 
Deming Headlight 
(575) 546 -26 11 ext. 2608 
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Fernanda Falbo 
<FFalbo@sonoraninstitute .or 
g> 

To "NMSunZiaProject@blm.guv" <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

06/15/2009 11 :06 AM bcc 

Subject SunZia SW Transmission Project 
~ -Yo- ..."..-

I '. -, - ~ " ~ --.....t: • J 

DATE RECEIVED History: P This message has been replied to . 

Adrian, 
Thank you for calling back, however, sorry I was not around to answer your calls. The reason 

that I was ca lling it was to see if you could te ll me a little bit about any studies that your organization 

has done with respect natural wildlife corridors or any kind of impacts around those areas. In particular 

your Solar thermal areas. Anyway, thank you for your time and again sorry for not ca ll ing you back. It 
would be easier through e-mail for now. 

Thanks. 

Fernanda Falbo 
Project Manager, Sun Corridor Legacy Program 
tel 602.393.4310 ext 7 
fax 602.393.4319 
cell 480.286.1162 
ffalbo@sonoran]nstitute.orq 

Sonoran Institute 
11010 N. Tatum Blvd, Suite 0101 
Phoenix, Arizona 85028 
www.sonoraninstitule.org 

Before printing this e-mail, think if it is necessary. Think Green! 
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RAMONA DAUTORIO To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

Qt <mona58_10@msn.eom> 
" '" , ee 

06/18/2009 07:44 PM 
......-~' ~.-. 

bee I " , 

Subjeet project 'oA TE RECElVED 
History: ¢" This message has been replied to. 

hi my name is Ramona Dautorio i got news letter regarding project.my guestion is if our 
land wi ll be impacted,since we inherited i am the administrator to the land .and i am the 
only contact for any correspondance to it . feel free to touch base my email is 
mona 58 10@msn.com or cel l#908752-1641 thank you ramona dautorio 

Lauren found her dream laptop. Find the PC that's right for you. 
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else@eals.arizona.edu 

06/24/2009 01 :35 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

- .~. 

DATE Rl:.li'JVU) 

Subject Feedback on the "Constraint and Opportunity" maps 

I attended last night's public "seoping" meeting for the SunZia project in 
Oracle, Arizona . Thanks to your staff and the consultants who were 
available for interaction with the public . 

I will submit formal written comments before the July 13 deadline . 
However, I need to point out a misleading aspect I found on mos t of your 
"Constraint and Opportunity " maps . You did not flag exclusion areas that 
were located immediately adjacent to the p roject study area, such as the 
Aravaipa Wilderness Area and the Santa Teresa Wilderness Area. The 
flagged and unflagged wilderness areas in the Aravaipa region a re not 
iso lated e xclusion zones , They are links in one of the largest and most 
pristine wildlife corridors lef t in the Southwest . The importance of this 
wild life cor ridor i s deemphasized by only f lagging one of i ts e lements 
(the Galiuro Wilderness). 

Thanks for consider ing t his comment, 

Peter Else 
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Anne Fletcher 
<ambead@gainusa .com> 

06/25/20090 1:14 PM 

TO the BLM management 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bce 

Subject Transmission lines though wilderness areas 

I have lived in Arizona from more than 30 years . One of t he reasons 
that I choose to live in the Southwes t was the access to Wilderness 
areas for hiking. If we allow ourselves to put power line through 
them they will no longer be the valuable resource that they are now. 

[.-..- ->-
DATE P'l:Clc!\ Li., . 

I am horrified that such a plan could be suggested through Arivipa 
Canyon and other a reas. These lines will have to have roads to 
service them so why not run them where there are roads already like 
I-10, You would then bring them within easy access to the people t hat 
wil l use the power and you wou ldn't have to maintain service roads . 
Or maybe a ll of this is primarily for the benefit of California? 

I do recognize the need for green power from wind and solar , but lets 
not shoot ourselves in the foot doing it . 

Anne Fletcher 
3240 E. Via Celeste 
Tucson , Ari zona 85718 

ambead@gainusa.com 
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"Barbara Clark" 
<clayworks@rnsmte.eom> 

07/02/2009 06:29 PM 

Dear Mr .. Garcia, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

I-~·~I I' 

DATE'~ltEIVED 
Subject informational posters presented at the AZ seoping sessions 

We had the opportunity to meet at the SunZia Transmission Line scoping session you hosted in Willcox . I 
found the session informative and would like to share the information presented there wilh my neighbors 
so that they, too, can add their comments to your upcoming EIS. 

I live in the San Pedro River valley, about 25 miles north of Benson. It is an area rich in biological and 
archeological resources, and as the last free-flowing river in AZ, a very major migratory bird corridor as 
well as having areas that are protected by Conservation Easements held by the USBR to protect the 
Southwest Willow Flycatcher. The valley is sparsely populated, allowing the cross-corridors between the 
Winchester and Galliuro mountain ranges to the east and the Rincon and Santa Catalina ranges on the 
western side of the watershed to serve as very viable "sky island" connections for wildlife migration. 

I am writing to request that the educational posters presented at the scoping session be made available 
on your website. I requested this at the meeting and was told that it would happen. However, I feel that it 
would be best to make this request in writing, since everyone is so busy and details can get lost. I don't 
have a contact address for anyone in the EPG, Inc. company, so if it would be beller to ask them, please 
direct me to someone there and I would be glad to make the contact. 

I sincerely appreciate that the BLM is making every effort to gather information from informed sources so 
that they can produce a document that is accurate and lasting. 

Thank you for helping further to disburse information in a manner that will allow our timely response to the 
call for comments. 

Sincerely, Barbara Clark 

5360 N Teran Road 
Benson AZ 85602 
520-212-2529 
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"Audrey Merriman" 
<audreymerriman@msn.com 
> 

07103/200902:19 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 

Southern Arizona is constantly working to over-come the 
desecration of our cherished and pristine lands that have been 
designated to be preserved. 

Aaravaipa Canyon is one such parcel of land. The community 
has thus far resisted putting a trucking route through the 
San Pedro Valley, which is home to the San Pedro River and 
extensive wild life. Aravaiipa Canyon is at this location. 

The power lines you suggest would be obtrusive and out of character with our beautiful 
canyon/river landscape. Even 
more precarious is opening the door to those who would 
then want to add the truck route because the area is 
already commercialized. 

Please respect what we consider of great value in our 
community and find another path for your power lines. 
Perhaps a better choice would be in already commercialized 
areas such as the freeway systems in our va lley or the 
invisioned truck by-pass that the county is considering . 
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"willishaas@cableone .net" 
<willishaas@cableone .net> 

07/03/2009 07:09 PM 
Please respond to 

wil lishaas@cableone.net 

,-:;-... ',-, 
:. ;" ) 

.~.. -' t! -J 

To nmsunziaproject@blm.gov DATE RECEIVED 
cc 

bcc 

Subject Public comment regarding the EIS for the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project 

The proposed route for the transmission lines through the Gila Valley and the Aravaipa 
Valley will negatively affect visual and land and recreation resources for the citizens of 
the Gila Valley and visitors to the Coronado National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon 
Wilderness Area. The alternate route through the Sulphur Springs Valley on the south 
side of the Pinaleno Mountains also negatively affects visual and land and recreation 
resources for visitors to the Coronado National Forest. 

The area in southeast Arizona comprising the Coronado National Forest and the 
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area is relatively unspoiled visually and offers exceptional 
views and provides opportunities to enjoy our public lands in a scenic, rugged, and 
visually stimulating environment free of industry and urban sprawl. The nature of the 
area provides many visual vantage points for the casual visitor wishing to stay on 
established roads or for the more spirited who wish to venture off the beaten path . 
Allowing these large electric transmission lines on the adjacent BLM lands on the 
proposed line route will have a profound and long-lasting negative impact for those who 
visit Coronado National Forest and the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness Area and live in 
the surrounding Gila Valley communities. 

Large electric transmission lines scar our lands remaining for generations past 
ours. We would all be better served by visually preserving our national Forests and 
Wilderness Areas viewed from within and afar. 

Willis Haas 
1780 South Robinson Ranch Road 
Thatcher, Arizona 85552-4317 
928-792-2811 

Msg sent via CableONE.net MyMail - http://www.cableone.net 
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"Pat Corbett" 
<corbett@rnsmte.com> 

07/03/2009 10'41 PM 
Please respond to 

"Pat Corbett" 
<corbett@rnsmte.com> 

Dear BLM Personnel, 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

, , 
...J. - ,.:"" .j .... . 

DATE RECEI VED 

Subject Suggested routes for SunZia transmission lines 

I am writing to say how apalled I am to read that you are considering the middle San Pedro River 
valley and Aravaipa Canyon as possible routes for the SunZia transmission lines. It reminds one of the 
the song that said "they paved paradise to make a parking lot." Any building along the middle San Pedro 
or Aravaipa Canyon would destroy ecological, archaeological and cultural resources which the federal 
government, the BLM, the Nature Conservancy, and many private entities have spent millions of dollars to 
preserve. I hope these terrible route choices will be totally removed from consideration. The fact that 
there are electrical transmission lines here (at the cost of great environmental and archaeological 
destruction) doesn't justify causing more destruction in an area that has been called "one of the world's 
last great places." Thank you for your attention. 

Sincerely yours, 
Patricia C. Corbett 
6416 N. Cascabel Rd. 
Benson, AZ, 85602 
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"Salcido. Arthur" 
<Arthur.Salcido@grainger .co 
m> 

07/05/2009 05: 17 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

To "NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov" <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject "Please put your wires on developed land and~.av.,..the ---: .. 
wilderness pristine" I ' ~~ 

t -...- " 

DATE RECEIVED 

I humbly ask that you consider to move this project on to a more developed land and save this 
precious wilderness . This wilderness has many uses, one of which consist of believers from around the 
world, use as a bi-annual spiritual leave to pray and to get away from all of the city li fe and meditate on 
things of God. Another, is the use of the hunting opportunities in this specific area. There is Javalina, 
Mountain Lion, and Deer in this location, that many go to hunt every year. 

Thank you for your t ime and consideration 

Sincerely, 

Art Salcido 
On·Site Service Manager 
Grainger - Branch 604 
4465 E. Broadway Rd. 
PHX.AZ.85044 
480-678-9129 
Arthur.Salcido@qrainger.com 
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"Karen" <sqwranch@vtc.net> 

07/05/200905:42 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov>, <sqwranch@vtc.net> 

cc .. ' 
bcc 

Subject High Tension Wirers route 

I am very much against the High Tension Wires going though the Aravaipa Klondyke route. I FEEL IT 
WOULD BE MUCH BETTER FOR THE WIRES TO GO THROUGH THE SOUTH ALTERNATIVE 
ROUTE. there is already developed lands. 
You have not heard from many of us to date. The reason being, we were not informed of this situation 
and I just recently heard about this by word of mouth. We do not have much time to comment or get word 
out to others. We feel this is very unfair. 
This is a unquice rural area with pristine wilderness. Please do not ruin this, destroy this area. There are 
very few undisturbed areas left to us Please do not trash it. 
Your Proposed route will destroy what is near and dear to many people This area is a treasure to many 
rural and urban people. Urban people need to get out in these undeveloped special places and we have 
paid dearly to get to live here. Don't destroy this. 
Your Aravaipa, Klondyke route will work hardships on the ranching families . This route would cut through 
the heart of our ranch and destroy a great deal of what we have worked so hard for and endanger our 
livelihood in a tuff economic time. 
There is a relig ious site that the lines will impact, Th is is a scared place and important to hundreds of 
people all over the world. 
The power lines could be a health hazard as we would have to work closely to the lines taking care of our 
stock and the land the stock depends on. Our house has been here for many many years and we fear the 
lines will pass too closely. 
Please consider the South Alternative Route, a route that al ready has development access roads and so 
on.That will not create such a devastating impact on rural lands, wilderness we treasure and need to 
preserve. 

Karen Holcomb 
34625 W Klondyke Rd 
Klondyke, AZ 85643 
9288283361 
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11- Shelly" 
<ShellyFG@aol ,com> 
Sent by: shellyfg@gmail.com 

07/05/200908:36 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

. ...;;-:-=~-' 

I -'~' " . 0 
L~ • .; 

DATE RECEIVEl 

Subject Attention: The SunZia southwest transmission project 

Concerning this Sunset Mountain area: 

With the small voice that I have, I want to express to you my dismay over hearing about this 
project There isn't much land anywhere in the world that means more to me, as well as a million 
others. Please, I ask you, leave this land in it's present condition and choose another route. 

I shall also be praying over thi s matter that the Lord will soften your healt and you will choose to 
leave thi s precious land alone. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Shelly Gonzalez 
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Joseph Gonzalez 
<JosephGGonzalez@aol.com 
> 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee Sent by: 
josephggonzalez@gmail .com 

Subject Sunset Mtn 

07/05/2009 09:00 PM 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing this letter to request that the proposed route through the Sunset Mountain area be 
reconsidered for a route that already has an existing infrastructure conidor with access roads in 
place. This is a very special place which God has revealed Himself to His Prophet and many 
others. This is a pristine wilderness which should be left alone. 
Thank you for your time regarding this matter. 
Joseph G Gonzalez 
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"Kate Hoover" 
<Hoover@azbar.org> 

07/13/2009 10:53 PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

To "NMSunZlaProject" <NMSunZlaProject@blm.gov> 

ce 

bee 

Subject SunZia Transmission Project 

r"~r ,_.:::"'-J 
., '.' . .. i ~ 
!. -~ ' ....... . 
DA IE RZCEIVED 

Please consider this email to be my formal comments on the SunZia Project. The Project website 
provides that comments may be submitted in this form. 

As a preliminary matter, I would like to point out that the announcements adveltising the public 
scoping process that is just concluding failed to inform the public of the deadline for comments, 
which by my calculation is today. The public notice was filed in the Federal Register on May 29, 
2009 with a 45-day comment period. 

Second, as I wrote to you previously, because I was unable to attend the public scoping meetings, 
I requested additional information on the Project, specifically regarding the areas around 
Bingham identified as areas of critical environmental concern. To date I have not received that 
infOlmation. 

Although less prepared to comment on the Project than I would like, my substanti ve comments 
fo llow. 

I. The proposal to construct a 460 mile transmission line to deliver "proposed" renewable 
energy developed in New Mexico to other states is contrary to the premise upon which 
renewable energy is based. As the brochure for the Project points out, the legislatures of 
Arizona, Nevada and California, as well as New Mexico, have established renewable energy 
requirements. However, those requirements should be met from local renewable resources. One 
of the great advantages of renewable energy resources is their relatively low environmental 
impact. It simply makes no sense to develop renewable resources and then transport them via 
large transmission towers requiring 1000 ft. rights-of-way to urban centers hundreds of miles 
away. Clearly the Project proponents are looking to take advantage of the large expanses of 
undeveloped land in New Mexico for a comparati vely cheap supply of renewable energy to meet 
state renewable requirements elsewhere. While renewable energy development may be an 
appropriate use of federal land, sources developed in New Mexico should benefit New Mexicans 
and the BLM should discourage unnecessary transmission line construction to deliver energy 
developed New Mexico beyond her borders. 

2. Any transmission line should be located in the southern part of New Mexico to capture 
proposed wind develpment on federal lands east of White Sands Missile Range. It appears 
that the Project was originally conceived to be shorter in length and to terminate in southeastern 
New Mexico. A southern route, while still objectionable, would appear to more efficiently reach 
potential wind development being considered on federal lands and would avoid many areas of 
visual and environmental significance under the jurisdiction of the Soccoro Field Office. 
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3. Any transmission line following the 1-25 corridor and then travelling east into Lincoln 
County should be located as much as possible on or adjacent to DOD lands. It appears that 
the BLM, in its Proposed Resource Management Plan Revision and Final Environmental Impact 
Statement for SOCCOI1'O and Catron Counties, is for the first time recommending designation of a 
utility transmission corridor. See Alternative B (the agency preferred alternative). Remarkably, 
the proposed corridor is shown as bisecting the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge. 
See Map 2-4. Although some alternative paths are shown in the map of the proposed SunZia 
Project, the north-south portion of the transmission line in New Mexico appears to follow this 
BLM proposed utility corridor. In addition to the Bosque del Apache, the proposed transmission 
line appears to cross multiple areas identified by the BLM as "avoidance" areas, and generall y 
follows the Rio Grande and hi storic Camino Real. The east-west part of the proposed 
transmission line follows Highway 380 to Bingham, where it again crosses BLM-identified 
avoidance areas. It seems clear that a southern route, as proposed above, would avoid the many 
sensitive environmental areas that would be compromised by the Project as proposed. To the 
extent that a more northerly path is somehow determined to be the only feasible route for the 
Project the transmission line should be located on or immediately adjacent to lands controlled by 
White Sands Missile Range. 

One of the alternative routes shown on the latest map of the proposed Project would locate the 
transmission line on the western boundary of White Sands. This location would be preferable to 
following the Rio Grande and crossing the Bosque. At the northwest comer of White Sands, the 
line continues north and follows Highway 380. Recently White Sands acquired a large tract of 
land, formerly known as the Mendiburu Ranch, in the vicinity of Bingham. If the transmission 
line were located on the northern boundary of White Sands it could proceed east to a point east of 
Bingham on DOD lands, causing less disruption to local property owners in the Bingham area, 
before veering north into Lincoln County. 

In conclusion, the SunZia Project as proposed is incompatible with the concept of renewable 
energy development. To be truly beneficial, renewable energy sources should be developed 
locally and not expOlted to distant urban centers. As the stewards of our federal lands, the BLM 
should deny the right-of-way application for the SunZia Project. Should the BLM determine that 
transportation of renewable energy resources to locations outside New Mexico is sound policy, 
then the transmission infrastructure should be developed to minimize the environmental impacts. 
The currently proposed route in New Mexico, which follows the Rio Grande and then travels east 
past Bingham, would cause significant irreparable damage and should be abandoned. 

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposed Project and the BLM's intent to draft an 
environmental impact statement on the right-or-way application. 

With regards, 

M. Kathryn Hoover 
Attorney at Law 
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346 Camino Gran Quivira 
Bingham, NM 87832 
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Jose Barcenas 
<barcenasjose@yahoo.com> 

07/06/2009 04:03 PM 

July 6, 2009 

To Whom It may concern: 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Sunset 

My name is Jose Barcenas and my e-mail isbarcenasjose@yahoo.com. I recently was aware of the 
changes of cables of high tension that you want to lUn through sunset. For my family and I that is a 
very special place. On February the 28th, 1963 a mysterious cloud appeared formed by a 
constellation of seven angels. It appeared in the Life magazine in the same month of 1963. 

In a nutshell its a very special for my family and myself. I will ask if you could please reconsider and 
use a different route if possible. 

We are also good friends of the ranchers there, and that will hurt there business. 

Thank you for healing my request I appreciate it. 

Sincerely, 

Jose Barcenas 
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"Geri Tillett" 
<rtillett@zianet.com> 

07/10/200904 :20 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Powerlines near Bosque del Apache Refuge 

Please do not put up powerlines in the path of the thousands of cranes and geese that approach the 
Refuge each day in the fall and winter. I am there every year in October to see this fantastic sight. There 
MUST be another way to solve this problem, but please, it should not kill hundreds of these birds. 

Mrs. Geri Tillett 
Las Cruces, NM (licensed wildlife rehabilitator) 
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kpurcell@poeketmail.eom 

07/12/2009 10:55 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Transmission Lines 

Please extend the deadline for public comment on the high capacity transmision 
l ines thru so . & cen. NM . The flight paths for so many kinds of migratory 
birds using Bosque del Apache NWR should be a major consideration in the study 
of the location for t he lines .. more time neded for more investigation . Thanks . 
Katherine N. Purcelll 

Tell you r friend about PocketMai l and let the savings start rolling in! 
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Dustin Huntington 
<dhuntington@exsys .eom> 

07/12/2009 10:44 AM 

Dear Friends, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject NM Zia Sun Project 

I have long favored the development of wind and solar projects and 
have provided funding via PNM. 

As a p rofessional bird photographer, I find it very disturbing t ha t 
more thought has not been put in to the location of the transmission 
lines, as it will cross between the two National Wildlife Refuges. It 
seems that this location will have a devastating effect on our 
National Treasures as this is the major flyway . People from around the 
world travel t o see the magnificent flight of the Sand Hill Cranes and 
The Snow Geese. It appears that a t horough environmental impact 
statement has NOT been conducted, as I believe that the lines in thi s 
location would kill many of these magnificent crea tures. 

This appears to have been done WAY too fast and I request that you 
extend the the public comment period as I feel many concerned people 
have not had a chance to comment or to explore other possibilities. 
Failure to do so will make this project appear to have been railroaded 
through to the detriment of the very resources that it's main 
supporters value. 

Sincerely, 

Dustin Huntington 
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a.,· . • 
Hay, 

Linda <Iingon@me.com> 

07/1212009 09 :50 AM 

Power lines over Bosque? No way! 

To "NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov" <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bec 

Subject Bosque 

Th at i s one o f the great things about i t. 
No wires ! 
Have you ever been there? If not go, it will change your mind . 
Help th birds no Lines . 
Linda Gonzales 
Po box 674 
Socorro NM 87801 

Sent from my iPod 
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P Biker 
<woodspath@yahoo .eom> 

07/12/200908:47 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee -::-~~~~~~-=:J Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, 
Impact Statement 

I am a supporter of renewable energy generation for the sake of planetary 
health, and realize the necessity of transmission lines to transport 
It stranded 11 resources . These infrastructure projects need to go hand in hand 
with implementation of rigorous energy conservation strategies from providers 
to consumers . 

However, I strenuously object to any routes planned through the Aravaipa 
Valley and near the Aravaipa and Santa Teresa Wildernesses . These areas are 
some of the few remaining pristine treasures, nearly untouched by modern man, 
in the Southwest. Running these lines through the Aravaipa region defies the 
conservation goals of the Renewable Energy Standards . 
It is the antithesis of "green" to construct infrastructure proj ects near our 
dwindling wilderness areas. 

As an alternat ive to the Aravaipa-northern Galiuro Mtns. route, I would urge 
one that already has existing access roads and nearer to cur rent 
infras tructure corridors . Wi ld p l aces need to be left alone. 

Thank you for considering my comments on this matter. 

Paul T Biker & Martha E Biker 
84 60 Noel Road 
Willcox, AZ 85643 

Please wi thhold personal information 
Please do not add to the SunZia ma iling list - - Thank you 
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"Paul Cartwright" 
<pcartwr@higherspeed .net> 

07/12/200908:01 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia project 

I attended the open house meeting in Carrizozo and was very impressed with the presentation concerning 
the SunZia transmission line.lf we are going to increase our capacity in renewable energy this line needs 
to be built as soon as possible. 
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ROBERT D LEMASTER 
<robertlemaster 5988@msn.e 
am> 

07/11 /200908:30 PM 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

ec 

bee 

Subject High voltage lines across the Rio Grande River at the 
Bosque del Apache NWR 

It has come to my attention that the BLM is considering allowing the placing of high voltage 
lines to carry electricity from 
solar panels and wind generators To the East of the Rio Grande River crossing the river 
North of the flight line of migratory 
birds into the Bosque del Apache NWR. Will you please extend the period for studying 
alternate routes or methods of transporting 
this electricity? 

It is very important for the quality of life in this part of New Mexico that the migrating birds 
have a safe flyway . Also the 
Rio Grande valley is one of the few places left where farming can be done and where it is 
beautiful and where people can 
travel to see pleasing vistas. Please consider other alternatives, and give more time for 
suggestions. 

Thank you very much for your kind consideration of my request, 

Sincerely, Charlene LeMaster 

Hotmail@ has ever-growing storage! Don 't worry about storage limits. Check it out. 
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"Stephanie" 
<psbother@gmail .com> 

07/11/200905:19 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache - Transmission Lines 

I am distressed to hear there is consideration of bringing a transmission line 
through the flight path for birds that visit Bosque del Apache every year . Bosque 
del Apache is a New Mexico treasure that is rated as one of the top 10 birding 
areas in the world 

Please do not just put a transmission line in without looking at other possible 
options, considering the impact on the birds and the surrounding farm land and 
taking into consideration the loss for bird and people that would result if a 
transmission line is placed near Bosque del Apache. Thank you. 

Stephanie Bernhagen 
Las Cruces, NM 
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GREG FAYE GOODSPEED 
<gfgoodspeed@q.com> 

07111/200905:00 PM 

To whom it may concern: 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Tension wires 

It has come to my attention that there are plans to place tension wi res across pristine, 
undeveloped land . Is there no other place these may be placed? I ask you to thoughtfully 
reconsider such a project before taking away more of the beautiful, uninhabited vistas of 
Southern Arizona. 

Thank you for your consideration in these matters. 

Faye Goodspeed 
Tucson, AZ 
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Adele Arrowsmith To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 
<mad roofs @gmail .eom> 

ee 
07/1112009 04:17 PM 

bee 

Subject transmission wires 

please- - --- - allow adequate time by extending your decisions 
deadlines, for the Bosque del Apache to make considered suggestions 
for the locations of these lines , It is critical that you do this 

. I am a Friend of the bosque del Apache. I l ive in Burbank Ca. and 
make trips there to see the migratory birds. they will be radically 
affected by the currently projected t ransmission lines. Please 
listen . There has to be a more i nteligent way 

. The Bosque del Apache attracts people from allover the world. 
This is a huge income for The environs of the Bosque . Please be 
cons iderate of al l the years of bird and anima l life that congregate 
here naturally, They cannot a l ter their habits . they will just be 
destroyed, i f disturbed by you. 

The transmi ssion wires wi ll dramatical l y affect what nature has 
created. Can you honestly consider ed disturbing t h is sanctuary? 

please RSVP 

Adel e Arrowsmith 3200 W Riverside drive . "L" . Burbank. Ca. 91505 
email . Madroofs@gmail . com 
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Austin Peterson 
<austinapeterson @gmail.eom 
> 

0711112009 03:21 PM 

To Whom This May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Opposing high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. Why not the Southem Altemate Route or another route already developed? Natural areas 
are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled! 

I as well as many of my friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
area on day trips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly opposed to thi s plan and 
would appreciate an alternate route. Please leave this desert landscape in its original and natural 
condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Austin Peterson 

Tucson, AZ 
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donna stevens 
<donnastevens@aznex ,net> 

07/11 /200901 :03 PM 

To whom it may concern: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Energy project near Bosque del Apache 

Please do not p lace transmission lines near San Antonio, in the 
migration path of sandhill cranes, ducks and snow geese who winter at 
the Bosque del Apache. This is a particularly i l l-suited site for such 
a project. 

Also, I am requesting that you extend the public comment period t o 
give concerned citizens a chance to provide input. 

Thank you for considering these requests. 

Sincerely, 
Donna Stevens 
PO Box 2721 
Silver City, NM 88062 
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silverskies@comcast.net 

07/1 1/2009 11 :46 AM 

To Whom It May Concern: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia project Power Transmission Lines 

My name is Bob McDermott, I live in Silver City New Mexico, and I first came to Arizona 
in 1973 and easily fell in love with the state and the fierce independence of its people. 

Since then I have enjoyed many days exploring this wondrous state, taking more than 
20 trips into the Grand Canyon and many more in other parts of this beautiful part of the 
country. Being able to get out into the back roads and trails of Arizona one sees the 
incredible diversity of the landscapes that is unique only to this state. The nature of this 
open country nurtures its people with a self-reliant independence that is becoming 
uncommon today. 

Arizona must meet the needs of it people but what I am asking is that you consider 
what is special about Arizona and find a way to preserve what makes Arizona such a 
great place to live and visit. 

I have taken about a dozen trips into the Aravaipa country and must say that it is one of 
those places that makes Arizona so special in my opinion. I ask that please find another 
route for the SunZia project transmission lines along an existing infastructure and one 
that preserves the Aravaipa and it haunting natural beauty. 

Sincerely 

Bob McDermott 
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JFL333@aol.eom 

07/11/20091 1 :04 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject SunZia 

If the proposed corridor is being considered as far South as Solana Rd. in Deming. Has anyone 
researched the possible health hazard of running through such high populated areas. There are much 
less populated areas North of 1-10 I think this should be looked at and considered in making a decision. 
Thank you. 

A Good Credit Score is 700 or Above. See yours in just 2 easy steps! 

kjames
Text Box
0135



Carol Kenworthy 
<carolvk@yahoo.com> 

07/11/200909:50 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Power lines 

Please put your lines on developed land and leave our wilderness pristine. 

Thank you, Carol Kenworthy 
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Zachary Wallace 
<zacharyjwallace @gmail.com 
> 

07/11/200909:38 AM 

To Whom This May Conce11l, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject high-tension wires 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. Why not the Southe11l Alte11late Route or another route already developed? Natural areas 
are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled! 

I as well as many of my friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
area on day trips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly opposed to this plan and 
would appreciate an alte11late route. Please leave this desert landscape in its Oliginal and natural 
condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of our conce11lS. 

Sincerely, Zachary 

Zachary 
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Susan Cavender 
<scavendersprint @earthlink .n 
et> 

07/11/200908:56 AM 

Dear Sirs: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject re: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

We invested in acreage in Aravaipa Klondyke with hopes of a beautiful , 
peaceful ret irement home . We are h oping that you will not put the two 
500,000 vol t t ransmiss ion lines anywhere NEAR the Klondyke/Aravaipa 
pris t ine wilderness area. PLEASE put it somewhere where t he 
infrastructure 
already e x ists? And if you can, it really should go underground as it 
is not 
something that enhances nature's beauty . .. which is what t he Klondyke/ 
Aravaipa 
area is all about . 

Sincerely, 

Susan S . Cavender 
Owner, Aravaipa Val l ey Ranch 
Klondyke , Arizona 
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Leroy Zachek 
<lzachek@live.com> 

07/11/200908:50 AM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SnnZia Southwesl Transmission Project 

Dear Representatives for the SunZia Project, 

I live 3 miles south of the town of Klondyke in the Aravipa Valley. The main reason we chose 
to buy property this property was because of the beautiful view of the the Aravipa Valley. 
This valley is one of a very few left in Arizona undisturbed by paved roads and large 
transmission lines. If the transmission lines were to go through the heart of the valley it 
would destroy it would destroy it because the transmission lines can be seen for miles up 
and down the valley by us who live here and those who come to visit the wilderness. 

I understand the purpose of the SunZia Project is to provide environmentally friendly 
renewable energy sources of electricity to urban areas. I am in Favor of that as long as it 
does not destroy any more of the remanding wilderness areas we have so few of here in 
Arizona. 

Although the proposed route does not go through a designated wilderness area it does 
weave between 3 that are designated witch are the Galiro Wilderness The Aravipa 
Wilderness and the Santa Teresa Wilderness areas. The areas in-between are just as much 
wilderness as those that are designated. 

There are existing infrastructure corridors that run south of the Graham Mountain and the 
Galiro Wilderness area where it would a little longer and a little more expensive but would 
leave the preaches wilderness areas in tact. 

I would like to invite you to come visit the Aravipa Valley before a final decision is made. 
Please feel free to contact me i would be glad to show you around so you can see for 
yourself what a unique valley we have here. 

Sincerely Yours 
LeRoy Zachek 

623-910-2666 
34024 W. Klondyke Rd. 
Klondyke, Az. 85643 

PS this is a little information about Klondyke . 

KLONDYKE 
~ ~~'''''Eii.~I!!!SJiO:>!ifij;:.6 • 

NAME: Klkondyke COMMENTS: Current residents. Stop by the 
COUNTY: Graham general store. 
ROADS: 4WD REMAINS: Many original buildings. 
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LEGAL INFO: TlS, R20E 
CLIMATE: Mild winter, hot 
summer 
BEST TIME TO VISIT: 
Anytime 

? - ~:Si2il1"'5I!ii>':!!'!!"s~:i&O'. .. iii! zSi 

Klon Klondyke was founded in the 
early 1900's and named for its 
Canadian counterpart. 
Unfourtunately, the founders 
couldn't spell very well and the 
town wound up with a "y" instead 
of an "i" in the name. Silver and 
lead were the mainstay of the 
mines. Klondyke's peak population 
was about 500. Today there are 
only about a dozen residents. -GT 
Klondyke was founded around the 
turn of the century by gold diggers 
who returned after gold rush in 
Klondike, Yukon Territory in 
Alaska. They believed it would 
bring luck to name the new home 
after the big gold found in 
Klondike. And, to give the place 
some individuality, they used "y" 
instead "i" . The town reached a 
population of 500 people and 
besides the mining operation they 
lived from ranching. The first store 
in the town was started from Mr. 
Bedoya in a tent and later he built 
a saloon and wood store. In 1904 
he opened the John F. Greenwood 
store and post office and he was 
the first postmaster who served 
the town between 1907-1917. His 
store burned down later but he 
immediately built a new one. The 
town had school and church. 
During the Depression, half of the 
town's residents left the town. The 

Klondyke General Store, 1910 
Courtesy Arizona Historical 

Klondyke 
Co u !tesy =='-'-"~'=':''-'-'-'''-';; 

Klondyke 
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post office closed in 1955. As in 
any other ghost town, there is not 
much left to see here. Located 
after Aravaipa Canyon in beautiful 
Aravaipa Valley where Aravaipa 
Creek is running dry, surrounded 
by harsh Galiuro Mountains in 
southwest and Santa Teresa 
Mountains in the north, Klondyke is 
the most beautiful and extreme 
peaceful place to live in and in the 
middle of 1980s a half dozen 
people lived here. People don't 
travel to Klondyke like in other 
towns, but those who come here, 
they love this peaceful place and 
area around the town. Klondyke is 
the home of one of Arizona's most 
notorious stories which has 
elements of "Old West" tragedies. 
Southeast of the town is Klondyke 
cemetery where Thomas Jefferson 
"Jeff" Power, his wife, daughter 
and two of their three sons lie. Jeff 
Power brought his family from 
Texas to Arizona in 1909 and he 
started a cattle ranch. Powers wife, 
Martha Jane was killed in a buggy 
accident in the year 1915 when the 
horse started to run wild. One year 
later, Power took his children to his 
mine in the Galiuro Mountains 
where they built a cabin in 
Rattlesnake Canyon. Here his 
daughter ala May died when she 
was bitten by snake in 1917. 
Charley, who was Powers oldest 
son was wounded in the First World 
War and the old man decided that 
his other sons John and Tom Jr. 
shall never be food for the canons 
and he kept the boys home when 
they were called for military duty. 
They were declared as deserters 

Powers Cabin 
It had been restored by the 

forest service. It is at the site 
where the mine they worked is 
located and is the scene of the 

shootout. 
It is located in Rattlesnake 

Canyon in the Galuiro Mountains 
many miles south of Klondyke 

and is accessible only by foot or 
horseback. It is a nine mile 

journey from the trailhead. Tom 
McCurnin 
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and on February 10, 1918 four 
lawman from Graham County were 
sent to arrest the brothers. When 
they arrived at Powers place, the 
shooting started. When the 
shooting ended, three of the 
lawman and old man Power were 
dead. Brothers Tom and Jim were 
wounded and they escaped to 
Mexico, but they were captured, 
brought to the court and convicted 
for killing. On February 26 and 28, 
1918 they were send to jail in 
Florence and their brother Charley 
left the area. The Power brothers 
left the jail in 1960 after 42 years 
in prison and John returned to the 
Klondyke area. After John's 
explanation Tom was poised in Los 
Angeles and he died in 1970 in 
Sunset, Arizona (about 47 miles 
south of Klondyke). John moved 
the bones of his father and 
brothers to Klondyke cemetery and 
placed them beside his mothers 
and sisters grave. On his father 
grave he wrote: "T. J. Power Sr. 
1918 - Age 54. Shot down with his 
hands up in his own door." Now 
John is buried beside them in 
Klondyke cemetery. Bobby 
Ziatevski 

Lauren found her dream laptop. Find the PC that's right for you. 
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"Jimm Thomas" 
<gryowl@msn.com> 

07/11/200907:48 AM 

Please vote "NO"! 

James D. Thomas 
3107 Water Hazard Dri ve SE 
Deming NM 88030 
575-545-1208 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 

A suggestion; why not uise this available energy her in New Mexico to reduce our excessive 
electric costs and fuel surcharges and pollution ...... . 
Why do we have to sustain this si tuation to aid corporate profits? 

James 
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.. MaryKay Brady" 
<jmranch@vtc.net> 

07/11 /2009 05:45 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Mailing list 

Please add to your mailing list about the SunZia project. I am opposed to the site selection as presented. 
To much lack of concern for the land, animals, and birds. 

MaryKay Brady 
jmranch@vtc.net 
575531 2776 
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~.J ' . . , .: 
. . 

Saundra 
<tosmiles3@gmail .eom> 
Sent by: 
tuesontabernacle@gmail.eom 

07/10/2009 11 :48 PM 

July 10, 2009 

To Whom It May Concern: 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Re: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

We have been informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a route that 
passes through the Aravaipa Canyon. This is an area we frequently visit for it's natural 
habitat. These types of areas are not easily replaced. To those who do not visit or enjoy 
the desert, land like this may be a dime a dozen & a "who cares," but to those of us do 
frequent this area, it is beautiful. We don't want to see it ruined with power lines and the 
unhealthy effects of them! 

For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and live there, along with the 
people who enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western beauty, we sincerely 
ask that you keep the proposed power lines out of this area and use the Southern 
Route or another route in an area that is already developed with access roads and the 
like. 

Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding landscape, but a 
health hazard to the desert animals and the ranchers who have to work around them as 
they take care for their livestock and the land their livestock live on. Residents are 
concerned the lines will also pass too closely to their homes that they have occupied for 
many, many years. This does affect the people's health .. . as we have found with a 
friend of ours who we have now buried. 

We enjoy this wilderness area, so please don't put in power lines. Cutting costs is 
important; however in this case, we think the extra money spent will be well worth the 
preservation of the natural area. 

Sincerely, 

Saundra Miles 
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Sgcanoe@aol.com 

07/10/2009 11 :07 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc senator_bingaman@bingaman.senate.go:v------....:J 

bcc 

Subject Bird migraion 

It is disturbing that there is consideration of transecting an important bird migratory route nears 
the Basque del Apache Wildlife preserve. We are aware of the dangers of extinction may birds 
face. Consider them "the canary in the cage." Need I say more? 
Certainly there are reasonable alternatives. 
Thank you, Steven Goodman 

Santa Fe, NM 

Summer concert season is here! Find your favorite artists on tour at TourTracker.com. 
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Arne Peterson 
<eewhom@gmail.com> 

07/10/200910:39 PM 

To Whom This May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject High-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke route 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or another route already developed? Natural areas 
are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled I 

I as well as many of my friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
area on day trips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly opposed to this plan and 
would appreciate an alternate route. Please leave this deselt landscape in its original and natural 
condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of our concerns. 

Sincerely, 
Arne and Rachel Peterson 
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Elroy Limmer 
<elroy.limmer@gmail .com> 

07/10/2009 09:55 PM 

Dear Friends, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc jim collar <jredrocks@gmaiLcom>,Conirn;;;leB1'itfh"... _____ J 
<cadler33@mac.com> 

bcc 

Subject Threat to Bosque del Apache Wild life - Powerline Proposal 

I have long favored the development of wind and solar projects such as 
NM Sun Zia Project . I find it disconcerting that more thought has not 
been put in to the location of t he transmission lines , as it will 
cross between the two National Wildlife Refuges . It seems that this 
location will have a devastating effect on our National Treasures as 
this is the major flyway . People from around the world travel to see 
the magnificent flight of the Sand Hill Cranes and The Snow Geese. I 
question if a good environmental impact statement has been conducted, 
as I believe that t h e lines in t his location would kill many of these 
magnificent creatures . 

Please consider extending t he the public comment period as I fee l many 
concerned people have not had a chance to comment or to explore other 
possibilities. 

Thanks for your consideration, 

Elroy Linuner 
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.. AI Peterson" 
<aapeterson@worldnet.all.net 
> 

07/10/2009 08'29 PM 
Please respond to 

<aapeterson@worldnet.att.net 
> 

A.A.Peterson 

36262 S Hadassahs Ct. 

Tucson, Az. 85739 

To "Hong Zhang" <hongzhang56 

ec 
<NMSunziaprojeet@blm.gOv--______ ~] 

bee 

Subject Letter 3.doc 

July 10, 2009 

Dear Folks of the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a route that passes through 
the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and reside there and 
the numerous people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western beauty, I 
ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and consider the Southern Route or 
another route that is already developed with access roads and so forth. 

Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding landscape, but a health ha 
zard to the ranchers who have to work around them as they take care for their 'stock and the land 
their stock depends on. Residents are also concerned that the lines will pass too closely to the 
homes that they have occupied for many, many years. 

I personally treasure and enjoy this wilderness get-away and am very much in objection to the 
idea of putting in power lines. This would be a devastating impact on this rural land we should be 
preserving. I realize that cutting costs is important however; in this case, I think the extra money 

kjames
Text Box
0146



spent will be well wOlth the preservation of this beautiful area. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Minnie & Alvin Peterson 
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Gentlemen, 

"pathfdr" 
<pathfdr@zianet.com> 

07/10/200908:15 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Re: Imminent Threat to Bosque del Apache Wildlife- Power 
Line Proposal 

I just heard about the NMZiaSun project and the proposed transmiison line routes. Request that there be 
a formal extension of the current effort so that more studt and public input can be provided. Lack of 
publicity has limited public input. 

LeRoy J Unglaub 

kjames
Text Box
0147



"John Hall" 
<brakeman@eomeast.net> 

07/10/2009 07:51 PM 

Dear Fellow Citizens, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

DA IE RECEIVED 

Subject Proposed Power lines through Klondike-Aravaipa Canyon 

On behalf of the ranchers of the Klondyke-Aravaipa Canyon area and the countless others who 
love visiting thi s picturesque country, we ask that you would use an alternate route such as the 
Southern Route to run the proposed power lines and leave this natural habitat as it is! Roads and 
power lines can be built in a few years, but it takes many, many years to develop wilderness 
areas. So please don't destroy these areas , especially when there are other routes that could be 
chosen and will preserve something far more irreplaceable and valuable in years to come. Thank 
you for your time and consideration of our concern. 

Sincerely, John C Hall Tucson AZ. 3112 Calle Toronja 85741 
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"John Hall" 
<brakeman@comcasl.nel> 

07/101200907:46 PM 

To Whom This May Concern, 

To <NMSUNZiaProjeel@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

DATE RECEIVED 

Subject Power lines proposal through Aravaipa-Klondike area 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or another route already developed? Natural areas 
are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled! 

I as well as many of my friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
area on daytrips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly opposed to this plan and 
would appreciate an alternate route. Please leave this desert landscape in its original and natural 
condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of our concerns. 

Sincerely, 

John C. Hall , 3112 Calle Toronja,Tucson AZ. 

1-520-465-6557 
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<aflores 59@eox.net> 

07/10/200905:19 PM 

Dear Sirs, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subjeel SUnsel Mountain 

By now you have probably received many emails of why this lan d should n o t be 
destroyed . Please, please I ask you t o consider this project. Please look to 
see if you could route it some other way . I know there is a high demand of 
for many things in t h is country and the population grows every mi nute . With 
all respect, I believe in a God, and I pray you could please find another 
route so this beautiful place can not be destroyed . It is all left in the 
hands of God. Thank you for t a king the time to read this. I p ray that t here is 
wisdom and understanding in any way to consider this project . If it is God 
will for this land to be destroyed. I pray that all of you will be protected 
in your job and duties that must be done . Thank you for your time once again . 
God bless you all . 

Sincerely, 
Alma Flores 
6233 W. Berkeley Rd . 
Phoen i x, Az. 85035 
602-708-0255 
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"Carroll, Ellen" 
<ECarroll@hr.lacounty.gov> 

07/10/200905:47 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bce 

Subject Bosque del Apache -----...: 

I just want to submit my comments on the 2 proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission 
lines through south and central New Mexico. I agree with the Friends of the Bosque that the 
deadline for comments should be extended beyond July 13,2009 to review alternatives. These 
lines should not go anywhere near the Bosque. The cranes, the geese, and other birds have been 
making their way everyear for 1000 of years to land in this place as their winter home. If these 
lines go in, it may pose great danger to them, and I don't think that any of us want to see that 
happen. 

Thank you for your time, 
Ellen Carroll 
Depaltment of Human Resources 
Employee Benefits - Deferred Income Plans 
(213) 738-2172 
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"Tom Wagner" 
<tom@wagnerpartnership .eo 
m> 

07/10/200904:45 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.gov> 

ec 

bee 

Subject Proposed lransmision lines 

See my attached form. I feel it is rather short sighted to run a new line thru mountainous areas with no 
access and no existing roads, It would seem far simpler and cost effective to follow established ROW's 

Tom Wagner 

Tom K. Wagner Archilect, A.l.A., LEED-AP 

office 602·952· 1989 I cell 602·228·2003 I tom@waouemartnership.com 

• _ THE WAGNER PARTNERSHIP 
. ,I., !J,:::Il]1~C" lI rJ l' INlt.l4J11:;' • HK;.J~CT r.'/..:v\>..'>EN'fNT 

4140 N. 44" St. Suite 102 Phoenix, A2 85018 

oledala.m' o 1·,un,;a_20090710160228.pdl 
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COMMENT S: 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
U.S. D epartment ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New M exico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 
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SEND COMMENTS TO : 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies oj comments will be. available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information he withheid from public review or from disdosure under the Fradom of Information Act mUJt check "YES'" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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Connie Adler 
<cadler33@mac.com> 

07/10/200904:38 PM 

Dear Friends: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc Elroy Limmer <elroy.limmer@gmail.com> 

bcc 

Subject High Capacity Transmission Lines through the Bosque del 
Apache 

I have long been an advocate of developing large scale energy projects 
utilizing solar and wind energy like the NM Sun Zia Pro ject. But I 
must say I was shocked and dismayed when I received notice of your 
proposal to place the transmission lines near San Antonio where they 
would interfere with the annual migration route of thousands of 
sandhill cranes , snow geese and ducks that winter at the Bosque del 
Apache. Placing high power transmission lines in this area would 
potentially kill thousands of birds and endanger the long term health 
of these species in New Mexico. 

It is counter i ntuitive that your environmentally sound energy project 
proposes transmission lines that would disrupt this long established 
migration route. I am certain that alternative routes or methods of 
transmission can be deve loped that will enable your project to succeed 
without creating an environmental disaster for these birds and the 
Bosque del Apache. What is needed to develop a viable alternative is 
an extended public commentary time so that other alternatives can be 
fully explored. 

Please extend the comment time so tha t those of us who received very 
short notice will have time to explore other possibilities. 

Connie Adler 
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JIMMY L FARMER 
<farmer3619@msn.com> 

07/20/2009 08:21 AM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject re-submission to include physical address 

As per the Federal Register notice, I am re-submitting my comments to include my physical 
address. 

NEW mobile Hotmail. Optimized for YOUR phone. Click here. CommenUorm.jpg Commenls1.doc 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Comments from: Jane Farmer 

P. O. Box 147 
Street Address: 92 Farm to Market Rd 

San Antonio, NM 87832 
Phone: 575-835-3619 (Home) 

575-838-0078 (work) 

I attended the Open House July 7 in Socorro, NM. 

r -'-~:l , . ,... 
L.:.: ~ ~, 
OAT ·' RECIIlVED 
'/ D 

Transmission Route: The Proposed (or preferred) route crosses very valuable fann and 
urban land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, environmentally, 
socially, visually, and economically. The route of least significant impact should drop south 
in township 5S range 2E and go diagonally across the BLM land to T6S. Here it could go 
south through the White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) in T6S as the public utilizes County 
Road 153 which cuts off the northwest comer of the range and makes it inaccessible for the 
Range. The only section of private land contains no house. The Antelope Wilderness Study 
Area is currently being managed according to Interim Guidelines; however BLM has deemed 
it not possessing all the wilderness values which would qualify it for a Congressionally 
Designated Wilderness. Due to the magnified scope of this project, surely Congress could 
grant an exception to the management status should it be determined that a slight eastern 
boundary of the WSA needs to be utilized for the transmission lines. In township 7, the edge 
of the County Road could be utilized, as this is public land. The edge of Pope Road, on 
which the atomic bomb was transported and which crosses public land, then Ted Turner's 
Annendaris Land Grant, could be used for the line or it could go straight south on the west 
of the Missile Range and beside the existing county road. 

Scoping Process has been violated. 
Notice in newspaper was vague with lack of purpose, or intended audience; therefore 
arousing little interest for target participants. There was no fonnal presentation at the 
meeting regarding purpose. Attendees had to initiate infonnation, responses, etc. Maps 
placed around for review contained spelling errors, inaccuracies in the legend, and vague 
infonnation. The session was definitely not held in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPAl and for the purpose of soliciting issues and/or 
alternatives, soliciting data gaps or further infonnation. Adequate time was not provided for 
comments as this meeting was held July 7 with comments being due in 3 working days (July 
13). 

Further scoping needs to be conducted with meetings being held at the beginning of the 
comment period and in a format compliant with NEPA. Adequate time for fonnulating 
comments needs to be provided to the public. Meetings should be infonnative to the public, 
and seek input, infonnation, further identification of issues, method of formulating initial 
issues by the agency, negotiation of schedule, and an explanation of the EIS process and how 
the public can be involved. Infonnation and displays for the public should be accurate. I 
asked how I could get Geographic Information System (GIS) shapefiles or coverages for the 

kjames
Text Box
0153



proposed route and alternative routes and was told they were on the web site. As of July 8 at 
12 noon, I am unable to locate such infOlmation on the web site. Please provide information 
on how these can be obtained. 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) may be addressing the impacts of the issues as they 
relate to federal land; however, private citizens should have major involvement for issues that 
peltain to private land and livelihood. 

Potential environmental issues to be addressed and how they relate to private 
landowners: 
Land use and recreational resources: The Proposed Route (Preferred Alternative) shows 
crossing private parcels of land immediately to the east, nOlth and west of the community of 
San Antonio. Much of this land is rural farmland. The proposed rights of way, traffic for 
maintenance, etc. would be disturbing to crop production. Dropping the route southward 
would cross range land. 

Visual resources: I currently look out my kitchen window across irrigated fields, watch my 
horses grazing, see hummingbirds, roadrunners, deer, pheasants, turkey and other birds. I 
definitely do not want to see large transmission lines. These would definitely be unsightly 
and degrade the visual resources. The southern route would not be seen by near as many 
people. 

Biological resources, including special status species: Willow flycatcher nests and buffer 
zones in the area may be disturbed both during construction and throughout the Proposed 
project route. Habitat for domestic animals, deer, birds and other wild animals will be 
disturbed. What are the human health and safety repercussions of living and/or growing up 
near these major transmission lines? These issues need to be addressed and mitigated in the 
plan. The Proposed route would cross the Rio Grande at a reach which has been identified as 
containing a large population of Silvery Minnows. Dropping the route southward would not 
impact this species near as significantly. 

Social and economic resources: The plan needs to address the social and economic impacts 
of nearby transmission lines to members of the public. Property values will decline in the 
immediate area and few people will want to Ii ve next to a high voltage transmission line. 
The southern route along WSMR would have virtually no social or economic impacts to 
humans 

The current Proposed Route is not appropriate due to the amount of private land which would 
need to be crossed and the amount of publics which would be disrupted. A route which 
would drop south through the edge of White Sands Missile Range would be a route of least 
significant impact and should be changed to the Preferred Route. 
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Chloe Peterson 
<chloerochelle@gmail.com> 

07/10/200904:29 PM 

Dear Fellow Citizens, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Please keep Klondyke-Aravaipa Canyon area free of power 
linesl 

On behalf of the ranchers of the Klondyke-Aravaipa Canyon area and the countless others who 
love visiting this picturesque country, we ask that you would use an alternate route such as the 
Southern Route to run the proposed power lines and leave this natural habitat as it is! Roads and 
power lines can be built in a few years, but it takes many, many years to develop wilderness 
areas. So please don't destroy these areas, especially when there are other routes that could be 
chosen and will preserve something far more irreplaceable and valuable in years to come. Thank 
you for your time and consideration of our concern. 

Sincerely, 
Chloe Peterson 
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Donna Phillips 
<kendon 7@hotmail .com> 

07/10/200904:23 PM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 

From: kendon7@hotmail.com 
Subject: 
Date: Fri, 10 Jul 2009 17:06:26 -0500 

To Whom It May Concern, 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a route that passes through 
the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and reside there and 
the numerous people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western beauty, I 
ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and consider the Southern Route or 
another route that is already developed with access roads and so forth. 

Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding landscape, but a health ha 
zard to the ranchers who have to work around them as they take care for their stock and the land 
their stock depends on. Residents are also concerned that the lines will pass too closely to the 
homes that they have occupied for many, many years . 

I personally treasure and enjoy this wi lderness get-away and am very much in objection to the 
idea of putting in power lines. This would be a devastating impact on this rural land we should be 
preserving. I realize that cutting costs is imp011ant however; in this case, I think the extra money 
spent will be well worth the preservation of this beautiful area. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Ken and Donna Phillips 

Bing'M finds low fares by predicting when to book . Try it now. 
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'John Van'l Land' 
<jvantland@hotmail.com> 

07/10/200904:01 PM 
Please respond to 

<jvanlland@hotmail.com> 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Proposed Power Corridor and Bosque del Apache Wildlife 
Refuge 

I am concerned about the proposed power lines which are scheduled to run near/through 
Bosque Del Apache Wildlife Refuge. 

This wonderful sanctuary for water fowl has been a spot that my wife and I have been 
visiting for nearly 40 years. Over the years, especially when the Whooping Cranes were 
being introduced into this area, power lines have been a significant barrier to the natural 
migration of birds. 

We respectfully request that the deadline for the decision be delayed until data is collected 
and analyzed to approve the best possible energy corridor for the residents of New Mexico, 
include our waterfowl. 

Thanks for your consideration, 

John & JoAnne Van't Land 
603 Vanden Bosch Pkwy. 
Gallup, NM 87301-4537 

Insert movie times and more without leaving Hotmail®. See how. 
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e.framan@comcast.net 

07/10/2009 03:39 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc "McDonald, Larry" <19639m@hotmail.com>, "," 
<jaframan@aol.com> 

bcc 

Subject power line route 

I am writing in response to the proposed routing of 500KV lines across parts of New 
Mexico that could be extremely detrimental to wildlife. My understanding is that these 
lines could either be placed across the Rio Grande near San Antonio, NM or further 
south. My concern is that these routes are east west routes and the bird migration 
(thousands and thousands of migrating birds) are on a north south trajectory. 
Especially near San Antonio this could be devastating and disruptive due to the 
proximity to the Bosque del Apache, a safe preserve for all kinds of birds. I have 
Canadian Geese every year flying directly over my home and appreciate this marvelous 
element of the wild . 

Although I applaud the emergence (at last) of renewable resources that would provide 
clean energy to the public, I would hate to see it counterbalanced by lack of 
consideration for the environmental effects. I worked in renewable energy with the 
electric utilities when I was with a national laboratory in the 70s and regret it has taken 
so long to get going. The technology is here and has been here for over thirty years. 
Lets not ruin it by damaging a part of our wildlife system. 

Please delay decisions regarding routes until all parties have had an opportunity to 
evaluate the environmental impact, alternate routes and possibilities. 

Elliot Framan, PhD 
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the_aeyn@yahoo.com 

07/10/200903:13 PM 
Please respond to 

the aeyn@yahoo.com 

Friday, 10 July 2009 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc healing@rnsmte.com 

bcc 

Subject Comments on the SunZia 

TO whom it may concern on the SunZia proposal : 

My name is Aeyn Edwards. I live in Tucson, AZ. 

I am writing to provide my comments on the SunZia proposal. 

First, thank you for being open to accept these comments. It is nice to live 
in a country that either requires or is at least open to the comments of its 
citizens. That is a good thing. and one for which we can be grateful. 

I am opposed to these lines being built, using either the primarily proposed 
route or any of the alternates. My opposition is threefold: practical, 
environmental-ethical, and socia- psychological. 

Practically, it does not make sense to generate a large amount of power and 
then have to transport it ~460 miles, even if a bit of that power will be used 
by communities along the transmission corridors . It makes a lot more sense to 
have more power being generated locally. The amount of money that it would 
cost to build the power stations in eastern New Mexico, acquire the right of 
ways for the transmission lines, and build those, could be much better spent 
on local solar and wind farms in the various communities that need power . 
Additionally, it seems intuitive that more jobs would be created, and more of 
them would be spread o ut from community to communi ty, to build and install 
local solar plants and wind farms rather than to build large transmission 
lines in rural parts of Arizona and New Mexico. If the power must be created 
due to an increase in demand, building the power plants where they are needed 
seems to make the mos t sense. 

On the environmental-ethical aspect, it seems that there are many ways in 
which the government could help people consume less power, and thus mit igate 
the need for more power plants. Part of t hat could be in spending this money 
to help homeowners be more energy efficient . Part of it could be in 
encouraging/helping businesses to consume less as well. The point is that we 
consume more power, per person, than any other country in the world. At what 
point are we going to try and do better? Now is a good time to start. Even 
these green technologies hurt the environment, with metal extractions from the 
ground, ground water being used in the metal refineries, and land being cut 
down for the building of new plants and transmission lines. This can continue 
to damage already strained ecosystems. Maybe it would be better to strive to 
not build more power plants, and instead encourage less consumption. 

Lastly, on a socio-psychological level , t he building of these power plants and 
transmission lines can negatively effect how people corne to view their 
relationship to the land around them and how they come to feel about where the 
live. People who might find peace and pleasure in the rural views that t h ey 
have wi l l now have to look at large power lines cutting across their 
landscape. People who once lived in small communities will now have to 
unfairly share a burden of living under or near large power lines , mostly for 
cities miles and miles away . This seems quite unjust, and could have negative 
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effects on people ' s senses of wel l-being, peace, and basic day - to - day comfort 
o f living in r u ral areas. 

The r u ra l parts of Arizona and New Mexico should not have to shoulder t h e 
burden of people living in larger urban areas. I l ive in Tucson, and I do n ot 
believe that my fellow humans, nor the larger ecosystem, should have to make 
more sacrifices because large urban areas are not growing in h on orable and 
sustainabl e means. 

Please keep my comments in mind as you evaluate the Sunzia Proposal . 

Thank you for your time . 

Most truly, 
Aeyn Edwards 
933 N. 6th Ave. 
Tucson , AZ 85705 
520.621.1986 

kjames
Text Box
0158



"Bob Woods" 
<Bob@edtrail.org> 

07/10/2009 02:43 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.gov> 

ee <gwarren@fs.fed.us>, <kayei_cook@nps.gov>, "Teresa 
Martinez" <Teresa@edlraiLorg> 

bee 

Subject SunZia Transmission Project Scoping Comments 

T ilE 
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July 10 , 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

NEW MEXICO R EGIONAL OFFICE 

BOB WOODS - Regional Representative 
PO BOX 1353 , MESILLA, NEW MEXICO 88046 

(505) 206 -6882 bob@edtraii.org 

www.cdtrail .org 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502--D115 
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Re: SunZia Transmission Project scoping comments 

Dear SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Team, 

I am writing on behalf of the Continental Divide Trail Alliance (CDTA) to provide comments on 
the proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project as you prepare the draft and final 
Environmental Impact Statement for identification of the energy corridor through New Mexico. 

Background 
The Continental Divide National Scenic Trail was designated by Congress in 1978 as a unit of 
the National Trails System. The 3,100 mile CDT traverses the magnificent Continental Divide 
between Mexico and Canada. It travels through 25 National Forests, 21 Wilderness areas, 3 
National Parks, 1 National Monument, 8 BLM resource areas and through the states of Montana, 
Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado and New Mexico. The vision for the Continental Divide National 
Scenic Trail is to create a primitive and challenging backcountry trail on or near the Continental 
Divide to provide people with the opportunity to experience the unique and incredibly scenic 
qualities of the area. For many of the same reasons National Parks are establi shed, National 
Scenic Trails are created to conserve the nationally significant scenic, hi storic, natural and 
cultural qualities of the area. In addition, National Scenic Trails are designed for recreation and 
the enjoyment of these very special places. 

The Continental Divide Trail Alliance (CDTA) was formed in 1995 to work with the federal land 
management agencies in the completion, management and protection of the CDT. CDT A is a 
501(c)(3) nonprofit organization with over 2,000 members, volunteer, and partners nationwide. 
In April 1999, CDTA was designated as a leading partner in the completion of the CDT by the 
U.S. Forest Service, National Park Service and Bureau of Land Management during a 
Memorandum of Understanding signing in Washington, D.C. To date, CDTA has been 
successful in coordinating more than $5 million in volunteer labor, improving and completing 
hundreds of miles of the CDT, building positive relationships with the federal land managers and 
local clubs, organizing the first border-to-border surveys of the Trail, implementing an 
Adopt-A-Trail program and working with Congress to appropriate more than $9 million for the 
CDT in the U.S. Forest Service budget. 

I recently attended one of the BLM open-house scoping meetings to learn more about the SunZia 
proposal and really appreciated the wealth of knowledge and detailed information that was 
available. As a proud partner of the USFS, BLM and NPS, CDTA recognizes the need for 
additional transmission lines to accommodate the growing industry of alternative energy sources 
available in New Mexico. We commend the proposed intent to responsibly develop a power 
transmission system that would harness this clean, renewable energy. However, I would like to 
request a meeting at your earliest convenience to di scuss our concerns and to work with you to 
determine the appropriate location of the proposed transmission lines and related infrastructure 
specifically where the corridor will intersect the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail (CDT). 
In addition , we would like to address our concerns for the affect thi s proposed project will have 
on the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail. The following comments detail CDTA's 
concerns. 
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CDTA's Cooperative Management Partnership with Federal Agencies: 
CDTA has worked hard to develop and encourage consistent management direction for the CDT 
across differ-ent administrative unit boundaries. We have made great strides in our attempt to 
have the CDT recognized by our multiple agency partners as a unique resource within their 
boundaries and to provide protection for the CDT. We feel strongly that this direction , in 
combination with our Comprehensive Plan and Proposed Directive on the Management of the 
CDT, will offer our agency paltners in all administrative units responsible for managing the Trail 
the necessary support to fulfill the intent of the National Trail System Act and will ensure 
consistent administrative treatment of the Trail's recreational, natural and cultural resources. 

Protection includes providing consistent and deliberate management direction for issues such as a 
desired condition for the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail, scenery management 
practices, suitable Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) classifications, and various other 
management practices related to timber management, mineral extraction, species of concern, 
roads, and other special uses within or proximate to the CDT. We recommend a consistent 
approach to treatment and recognition of the CDT as well as the other National Historic and State 
Recreation Trails affected by this proposal in the draft EIS. 

Location of the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail 
The current proposed route for the new transmission line will cross the CDT north of Lordsburg, 
NM. The location of the CDT corridor may not be depicted correctly in the SunZia SW 
Transmission Project maps. Not correctly identifying the CDT and other National Historic and 
State Recreation Trails from these maps does not allow for adequate disclosure of the effects of 
development on these resources. We would like to provide you with the appropriate GIS 
information for the CDT corridor in southern New Mexico for use in the draft and final EIS. 
CDTA's GIS technician, Kerry Shakarjian (kerry@cdtrai1.orgl can provide this information for 
you. 

Utility Corridors and the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail 
Natural gas-pipelines, electric transmission lines, telephone trunk lines, communication towers 
and many smaller utility-distribution lines of all types already cross the Continental Divide Trail 
in many locations. Utility sites are, by nature, intensive, high profile land uses. The visual 
impacts and, in some cases, the audible impacts of these facilities detracts from the primitive 
recreational experience provided by the CDT. Even utility lines that are located adjacent to the 
CDT often can be seen for miles from the trail, disrupting an otherwise undisturbed scene (or 
scenery) found in southern New Mexico. Adverse impacts also include lights, access roads, 
cleared swaths of land, off-road vehicle access on utility right-of-ways, guy wires, chain link 
fences, and chemical treatments of the vegetation in the corridor. These ancillary impacts are 
often more intrusive than the lines, or sites themselves. Furthermore, the cumulative impacts of 
the expansion and development of utility corridors and facilities upon the CDT environment are 
substantial. We would like to minimize the impacts of utility developments and their associated 
facilities on the Trail's resources. 

In order to provide the highest quality experience on the CDT, at thi s point, we would prefer the 
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identified alternative route that would locate the proposed transmission lines near the Interstate 
10 corridor in Hidalgo County through Lordsburg, NM. We support and encourage the following 
guidelines when identifying areas, where when necessary to cross, parallel or otherwise include 
the CDT, utility lines and facilities may be located as to reduce their impacts to the CDT: 

1. Location is where the CDT crosses areas that are already developed, and classified as 
Rural or Urban by the USFS Recreation Opportunity SpectIUm (ROS); 

2. Location is where the CDT crosses an existing state or federal highway or highway 
intersection. 

3. Passage through an area where Trail values, such as a sense of remoteness, would not be 
compromised. 

We highly encourage sighting teams to engage with CDTA and our agency partners to identify 
these key areas and potential mitigation when the CDT and its unique resources can not be 
avoided. 

Protection of Visual Resources 
CDTA is concerned that the proposed route of the new transmission line risks the loss of the 
visual resources central to the Trail experience. This particular section of the CDT is near a 
transitional zone were trail users will be moving from the Grass Lowlands to the Foothills of the 
Burro Mountains in the Gila National Forest. One of the primary visual characteristics of 
grasslands is the expansive and unobstIUcted views from all directions. Trail users that are 
headed north on the CDT will be looking up toward the Burro Mountains and those headed south 
will be looking down across the vast desert grassland towards Lordsburg. The current proposed 
route of the new transmission may have a negative impact on the visual resources of this area and 
therefore negati vel y affecting the experience on the CDT. 
We recommend that visual resources and the impacts to these resources be taken into 
consideration in a manner consistent with the Scenery Management System to adequately protect 
the integrity and quality of the scenic resources in the area. 

Cumulative Impacts to the CDT 
Perhaps our greatest concern has to do with cumulative effects. If full environmental-impact 
analysis occurs only at the project or activity level, it will be difficult to assess the cumulative 
impacts of multiple projects or activities over time and their impacts to the entire CDT? We are 
concerned that the cumulative impacts of multiple projects and activities could be obscured and 
lead to unintended consequences that may not be consistent with a particular management 
direction for the CDT. For linear resources, such as the CDT, that are affected by more than one 
corridor, we ask that special attention be given to a full exploration and understanding of the 
cumulati ve affects to these special and unique resources. 

Mitigation of impacts to the CDT 
We recommend that the draft EIS addresses mitigation to help alleviate direct, ancillary and 
cumulative impacts to the CDT in identification of these potential corridors. The section should 
address the need for both on-site and off-site enhancements to benefit the unavoidable scenery 
and Recreation Opportunity SpectIUm setting affects on the CDT and other National Scenic and 
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Historic Trails. Potential mitigation to minimize impacts might include the following: 

1. Funding for CDT trail development and maintenance, corridor management, 
rights-of-way acquisition , and trailhead developments; 
2. Careful review of the height and type of power line towers; 
3. Careful location of power line towers so as to minimize their impacts; 
4. Color and reflecti vity of faci lities; and 
5. Landscape treatment within the right-of-way and at other places that screen 
structures. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns regarding the proposed SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project. We request to remain on the mailing li st and to be engaged in future public 
involvement processes regarding the draft and fin al EIS. 

Sincerely, 

Bob Woods 
CDTA NM Regional Representative 

Cc: Greg Warren, CDT Program Administrator, Kayci Cook-Collins, NPS CDT Program Leader, 
Teresa Martinez, CDTA Field Operations Manager 

Bob Woods 
Your NM Regional Representati ve 
Continental Divide Trail Alliance 
PO Box 1353 
Mesilla, NM 88046 
Phone: (505) 206-6882 
bob@cdtrai l.org 

The Trail Unites Us 
Donate. Support. Volunteer. 
Visit www.cdtrai l.org and get involved. 

_____ Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of vi rus signature database 4232 
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"Marian P. Day" 
<marianpday@lobo.net> 

07/10/2009 02 :36 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Power lines 

I t has just been brought to my attention that there is a proposed power 
line that will cross just north of the Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge 
In San Antonio , NM . 

Pl ease ,will you extend the deadline for Public Input beyond July 13, 
2009. There are many concerns over the impact such a line would have on 
the wildlife and habitats in the critical region. The Rio Grande River 
is a major migratory route f or thousands o f birds, and they need to have 
a voice t oo . That can only be achieved allowing the concerned citizens, 
biologists and scientis ts the time to respond 

please add my address to the list your office generates f o r public 
no t ifications and press releases regarding this matter . 

Sincerely, 

Marian P Day 

Marian P Day 
POBox 2226 
Corrales, NM 870 48 

marianpday@lobo.net 
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~ 
ripesto@comcast .net 

07/10/200902:14 PM 

Good Afternoon Sir/Ma'am, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@btm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Fwd: Imminent Threat to Bosque del Apache Wildlife- Power 
Line Proposal 

Pertaining to the below email, as a member of the 
"Friends of the Bosque" , I respectfully request you to grant a formal extension from the 
BLM because there simply is not enough data available at present to formalize a 
preferred plan. I am quite sure there is a mutually agreeable solution to this problem to 
satisfy all interested parties. Please grant an extension so that a solution can be found 
and approved. I know the power lines in question will affect the lives of thousands of 
people, but they will also affect wildlife and their habitat hundreds of thousands in the 
years in making, animals and plants that also rely on this area for their very lives. They 
and their habitat have been here far longer than we humans have. I am certain that 
individuals of the most technologically advanced nation in the world can find a viable 
solution to this environmental dilemma. Thank you very much. 

vir 

Michael Ripberger 

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Friends of the Bosque" <friends @sdc.org> 
To: "Leigh Ann Vradenburg" <friends@sdc.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2009 1 :59:39 PM GMT -07:00 US/Canada Mountain 
Subject: Imminent Threat to Bosque del Apache Wildlife- Power Line Proposal 

Friends- NOTE DEADLINE JULY 13, Please read on .. . 
The Friends of the Bosque, Bosque del Apache NWR, private citizens, conservation 
groups, and other federal, state and local agencies, are concerned about 2 proposed 
high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines through south and central New 
Mexico. The lines will transfer energy produced through wind and solar generators east 
of here, to areas in southern Arizona. It is clear that there is every intent to expand use 
of the corridor once it is establ ished. The transmission route requires crossing the Rio 
Grande, and the proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north 
of the Refuge. This proposal transects the flight path used by migratory birds including 
the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up and down the river valley. 
Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming community are of great concern, not to 
mention the degradation of the viewscape of the refuge and Socorro valley (an 
important resource to the ecotourism of the area). Alternate routes take the powerlines 
across the river between the Refuge and Hatch , New Mexico and along the boundary of 
White Sands Missile Range. These routes go through Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) Wilderness Study Areas. Although one of these southern routes may be 
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preferred due to the apparent lesser impact on the birds , there is not enough data 
available to make such an important statement at this time. 
The public comment period for this project ends Monday, July 13,2009. First and 
foremost, the Friends of the Bosque are urging everyone to request extension of 
this deadline so that the Refuge and interested parties can more fully evaluate 
alternate routes and options such as line burial. The Refuge is likewise 
requesting a formal extension from the BLM because there is not enough data 
available at this time to formalize a preferred plan. As there is no guarantee that 
the extension will be honored, please feel free to also provide your personal 
comments/recommendations on the project. We apologize for the short notice, 
but the public meeting in Socorro and subsequent meeting with Refuge staff only 
happened over the last two days. 
Comments should be submitted by email to NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov. For more 
information please go to www.blm.gov/nm/stien/prog/more/landsrealty.htmlor call the 
BLM Project Manager Adrian Garcia at (505)438-7424. 
The Friends of the Bosque will keep you informed of this serious issue as things 
progress , and will, when appropriate, send out a call for input or involvement. We value 
your email address and promise to only use it for a minimal number of communications 
regarding this threat to the wildlife and ecosystem that we are here to protect. We, as 
always, promise to never give out our mailing list; however, if you do not wish to be kept 
informed on this issue, please respond to this email stating so. 
Thank you, and we hope that you will exercise your right to comment under the National 
Environmental Policy Act. 

Leigh Ann Vradenburg 
Executive Director 
Friends of the Bosque del Apache NWR 
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"sharpkuli" 
<sharpkuli@plateautel .net> 

07/10/200902:00 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjee!@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Comments about the Proposed SunZia Southwest Transmiss i on Project. 

My name is Bill W. Sharp, President of Sharp Ranch Inc. near Corona 
New Mexico. We are located in southeastern Torrance county about 10 
miles north of Corona NM . I attended the sopping meeting on the 
proposed project in Carrizozo NM on July 8, 2009 . It was a very good 
meeting. The BLM fo lks and the contracting people did an outstanding 
job presenting t he information about the project. Lauren We i nstein 
with EPG and Torn Wray project manager for the project were very 
helpful in explained the project . 
Sharp Ranch is very much in favor of this project, and would like to 
see it completed as soon as possible. We have been working with a 
Invenergy, a Wind Company from Chicago for about two years. Invenergy 
put a Met Tower on our ranch about two years ago, and have told us 
that the wind readings from the tower are very good. Invenergy also 
told us that the only thing holding up development of a wind farm in 
this area is a way to transport the power out of the area. 
Sharp Ranch is very much in favor in clean energy and we believe this 
area could produce a great amount of electricity for the country . So 
we say fu ll speed ahead and deve lop the project as soon as possible! 
Again I want to t hink BLM and EPG and SunZia for a very good meeting. 

Bi 11 W. Sharp 
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"Edward Mertz" 
<edmertz@earthlink .net> 

07/10/200901:24 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Power Line Project 

This is to request a deadline extension of the power line project near 
Bosque del Apache wildlife refuge in order that the matter can be studied 
and the best decision be made for all concerned -- both man and wildlife. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Ed Mertz 
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birding2day2@aol .com 

07/10/200901:03 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject extension of comment period 

I am writing to ask that the comment period of the proposed high capacity transmission 
lines be extenden past the July 13 deadline. 

As a person who visits NM as a tourist 2 or 3 times a year, the birding as Bosque del 
Apache is a important factor in attracting tourists to this area. I would like to urge the 
BLM to consioder all options available to keep the lines from coming too close to the 
Bosque and endangering the birds and wildlife. I'm sure here are many more tracts the 
lines could take throughout NM. How about burying the unsightly power lines? 

Thanks for your consideration of the deadline extension. 

Arlene M. Briggs 

Stay cool with this summer's hottest movies. Moviefone brings you trailers, celebrities, movie 
showtimes and tickets! 
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Ellen Boyd 
<dovy 7788@yahoo.eom> 

07/10/2009 12:06 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Wires on Sunset Mtn 

I am very upset about the desecration that will take place if wiring is put through Sunset Mtn. That 
place is Holy Ground. Just like God visited Moses, He also visited William Branham there. Bro. 
Branham is the prophet of thi s last day. Many wonderful things have happened there. People have 
been blessed. You cannot help but feel a wonderful peace when you are in that area. Please, please 
do not use this piece of land. Re route the project. 

Q Always loving my LORD. Ellen 
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deweyclan@aol.com 

07/10/2009 12:15 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Extension of public comments 

We are asking for an extension of the July 13 deadline in order to gather more information 
regarding the concerns of the proposed high capacity 500 kv transmission lines through Southern 
and Central New Mexico. The Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge has great concerns about the 
migration patterns of several species of birds if this project is allowed to go forward as planned. 
We would greatly appreciate this extension to try and find ways to work together. 

Thank you, 
Judy and Ray Dewey 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 

An Excellent Credit Score is 750. See Yours in Just 2 Easy Steps! 
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Lisa 8elenky 
<Ibelenky@biologicaldiversity 
.org> 

07110/2009 12:01 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject Comment period extended? 

I was told the comment period would be extended 30-days for the scoping on this project. Can you please 
confirm? Thank you. Lisa 

Lisa T. Belenky, Senior Attorney 
Center for Biological Diversily 
351 California St., Suite 600 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Phone: 415-436-9682 x 307 
Direct: 415-632-5307 
Cell: 415-385-5694 
Fax: 415-436-9683 
Ibelenky@biologicaldiversity.org 
This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and 
privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited by law. If you 
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message. 

Please consider the impacts on the environment before printing this email. 
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seth@powerhorse.eom 

07/10/2009 11:40 AM 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee '-----~ 
bee 

Subject update on transmission project comment 

I am the PR co-Chairman and webmas ter for the Friends of the Bosque 
del Apache NWR, an organization with members from allover the state 
of NM and many hundreds of members in other states across the nation. 

I am personally quite alarmed at the plans for high capacity 
transmission project which would transect or otherwise impact the 
flyway for the sandhill cranes and other migratory birds to and at 
their winter home at the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 
south of Socorro, and alarmed at the possible harm that any alternate 
route would present, endangering thousands of migratory birds 
traveling further south, including to Mexico. 

Many thousands of birds travel throughout the Rip Grande valley 
during the winter months and at other times of the year, and the 
impact upon them could be devastating. 

Sandhill cranes and Light Geese and ducks will fly back and forth 
from The Bosque del Apache NWR to Bernardo morning and night in the 
thousands, flying right across one of the main proposed path for the 
lines. 

This is in direct contradiction to the mission of the Bosque del 
Apache Mational Wildlife Refuge, the efforts of the State at Ladd S. 
Gordon/Bernardo State Waterfowl Area and many of the goals and 
efforts of the other nearby refuges such as Sevilleta NWR as well . 

I would also like to request an extension for the deadline regarding 
the high capacity transmission project through south and central New 
Mexico so that proposals for alternate possibilities can be made 
which would have less impact on birds. 

Thank you, 

Sandra Seth 
PO Box 433 
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557 
575-758-2656 
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"Scott Cole" 
<scole@colepartnerships .co 
m> 

07/10/2009 11 :23 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject NMSunZia project 

We are in opposition to the placement of 500KV electrical lines thought the san Pedro valley contemplated 
by the NMSunZia project. As owners of approximately 5000 acres of private property and 25,000 acres of 
BLM and State lease land we feel these lines will adversely effect the environment, adversely affecting our 
cattle ranching operation, and greatly diminish the value of our private property. 

Scott H. Cole 
C-Spear Ranch 
9319 N, 94th Way, Suite 800 
Scottsdale, AZ 85258 
Phone: 602.381.2020 
Fax: 602.381.2030 
Email: scole@colepartnerships.com 
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seth@bestdog.eom 

07/10/2009 11 :33 AM 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject transmission project 

I am greatly in opposition to the high capaci ty transmission project 
which would transect or otherwise impact the flyway for t he sandhill 
cranes and other migra tory birds to and at their winter horne at the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Re f uge s outh of Socorro, and that 
any alternate route would also consider dangers to migratory birds 
t raveling fur ther south, including to Mexico. 
Many thousands of birds travel throughout the Rip Grande valley 
during the winter months and at other times of the year, and the 
impact upon them could be devastating. 

Sandhill cranes and Ligh t Geese and ducks will f l y back and f orth 
from The Bosque del Apache NWR to Bernardo morning and night in the 
thousands, flying right across one of the main proposed path for t he 
l ines. 

This is i n d irect contradiction to the mission of the Bosque del 
Apache Mational Wildlife Refuge, the efforts of the State at Ladd S. 
Gordon/Bernardo State Waterfowl Area and many of the goals and 
efforts of the other nearby refuges such as Sevilleta NWR as well. 

Secondly, I would l ike to request an extension for the dead l ine 
regarding the high capacity transmi ssion lines through sou th and 
central New Mexico so t hat proposals for alternate possibi l ities can 
be made which wou ld have l ess impact on birds and many other 
considerations. 

Thank y ou, 

Valerie Graves 
PO Box 433 
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557 
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t . 

Francie Durand 
<francie .durand@gmail.com> 

07/10/2009 11 :02 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Prop posed Power Line 

The migratory birds of the Bosque are the pride and joy of Socorro 
County. It frightens me to think that outsiders can so easily dismiss 
their importance and propose a power line that threatens their life . 
PLEASE take time to .. consider using a safer route for the power line 
that does not impact our wildlife. Work with us instead of trying to 
rush things through against us. - Francie Durand, Lemitar 
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Laurel Seth 
<Ijseth@cybermesa.com> 

07/10/2009 10:34 AM 

To Whom it May Concern -

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject please extend deadline 

~.~~ 
DATE RECEIVED 

Please extend the deadline for comment and study on the Zia Southwest Tranmission Project. 
There has not been enough time to fully study the alternatives. 

If the deadline is not extended, please include my comment that I believe any lines should be 
below ground. I am especially concerned about the impact on migrating wildlife. 

Thank you, 
Laurel Seth 

Laurel Seth 
ljseth@cybermesa.com 
POBOX 902 
Santa Fe, NM 87504 
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Nancy Lehrhaupt 
<nanasazi@earthlink. net> 

07/10/200910:16 AM 

To the ELM , 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque Del Apache 

This is a request from a concerned New Mexican about proposed High 
Capacity Transmission Lines that are proposed for the San 
Antonio/Bosque Del Apache area . 

Please either extend the public comment period, or consider placing 
this line f ur ther south of one of NM most precious environmental areas 
and tourist attraction , The Bosque Del Apache . 

This amazing area is worthy of pro tect i on from both an ecolog ical 
standpoint and an economic standpoint as t ouri sm i s a big income source 
for t hi s area in NM . 

The "greening " of America shouldn't corne at the expense of endangered 
wildlife. 

I hope that this email from a concerned citi zen has some impact on 
deci s ions made by the ELM. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 

Nancy Le hrhaupt 
Santa Fe, NM 
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Denise Anstine 
<anstined@hotmail.com> 

07/10/2009 10:06 AM 

To <nmsunziaproject@btm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Nationat Environmental Policy Act 

As a member of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache NWR, I first would like you to consider 
extending the July 13 deadline for commentary on proposed route of high power lines. 

Secondly, I hope the route of high power lines will be scrutinized as to its impact on wildlife in 
the proposed area. I enjoy visiting the Bosque regularly and would hate to see detrimental 
consequences from hasty decisions. 

Thank you for you r consideration. 

Denise Anstine 
2030 Fairfax 
Las Cruces, NM 88001 

Insert movie t imes and more without leaving Hotmail® . See how. 
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Sue Barnum 
<spontasue @gmail .eom> 

0711012009 09: 18 AM 

To Whom it May Concern , 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Extension of deadline 

I am very concerned about the corridor that has been chosen to use for 
future transmission of wind/solar power to Arizona. Currently the 
corridor chosen is one that would greatly interfere with migratory 
bird routes which would seriously impact the environment . I wou l d ask 
that the deadline for comments be extended so that research might be 
done on what appears to be a corridor that would not be so damaging to 
the environment, one that would cross the Rio Grande between Refuge 
and Hatch, NM and go along the boundary of the White Sands Missile 
Range. 

Thank you for your serious consideration , 
Sue Barnum 
Tesuque , NM 
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Nancy Benkof 
<nbenkof@gmail.eom> 

07/10/2009 09 :07 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject extension of comment period for new transmission lines 

please extend the comment period for the proposed new transmission 
lines that may have a huge impact on the flight path of t h e glorious 
fly in's at Bosque Del Apache. 

This precious bird refuge cannot be compromised or dis turbed or we 
wil l loose a New Mexico treasure . Please, p l ease consider other 
options for t he path of t hese power lines. There is too much at risk 
- and I know that it not your intension. 

Thank you, 
Nancy Benkof 
Santa Fe, NM 
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"Judy Richardson" 
<judy ,richardson@comcast,n 
et> 

07/1 0/200908:59 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm,gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subjecl Postpone project 

a
~ ~~,., ";1'"'/ .. ::,.... :o.l 

' _ :.Jv~ . "" 
DA IE RECEIVED 

PLEASE POSPONE DISCISSION ON THIS .. ,THE BOSQUE IS TOO IMPORTANT TO MAN AND BIRD! BE A 
GOOD CITIZEN AND RETHINK THE PLANS, judy 

Judith Richa rdson 

_____ Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus , version of virus signature database 4232 
(20090710) ___ _ 

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus, 

http://www.eset.com 
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"K L MCCORKELL" 
<Immklm@q.com> 

07/10/200908:59 AM 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject public comment period 

fl!'=-'fil' " "" ,':2J'" . ',~O II 

DA IE RECEIVED 

Please extend the public comment period for the Sun Zia project beyond the present July 
13 deadline. The deadline for comments comes so close to the scoping meetings in New 
Mexico that affected part ies don't have t ime to resea rch the situation and decide what 
comments they want to make. Th is power line will have a substantial effect on its 
surroundings, and for true public participation in the process , more time is needed. Another 
60 days would allow for appropriate comments to be presented to BLM. Thank you for your 
consideration. --Kathleen McCorkell, Albuquerque 
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grace clark 
<ggrado3@sbcglobal.net> 

07/10/200908:21 AM 

f1'"':~mJ • 0 , 
AO 

DA TE RECEIVED To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Proposed High Capacity Transmission Lines near Bosque 
del Apache 

I am exercising my right and responsibility under the National Environmental Policy Act to express my deep 
concern for the proposed construction of the High Capacity 500 Kilvolt (KV) transmission in it's current 
proposed placement. I wish to express in the strongest possible terms that the deadline for study and 
comments should be extended until further and in depth studies be done on the impact on wildlife, the 
natural environment and particu larly of migrating birds in the area. 

Making electric power easier and less expensive to get for areas currently in huge grow1h patterns requires 
attention, , but if in that process you degrade the natural environment, I'm not sure that the benefit equals the 
cost. I would like to see burial of the lines explored and other alternate routes, and to be kept informed of 
status of this 
issue. Thank you .. 

Grace Grado 
11021 E. 54th SI. 
\Raytown, Mo 64133 
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"Barbara L . Taylor" 
<barbaral.taylor69@gmail.co 
m> 

07/10/200907 :21 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

Please extend the period for public comment for the transmission lines that are considered to be 
routed through the Bosque del Apache. The Bosque is such a unique and valuable resource that 
we should take our time before we degrade thi s facility. 

Thanks for your consideration 
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"Robert Coley' 
<robert.e.coley@verizon.net> 

07/09/200910:38 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject NM Sun Zia Project 

I am an avid birder who visited Bosque del Apache recently and was overwhelmed 
to be able to witness the unique gathering of Sandhill Cranes, many ducks and 
geese, other water birds, and the many land birds which call that area home for at 
least part of the year. There is nothing so exhilarating than to watch thousands of 
birds leave at sunrise in the moming and retum at sunset. It actually borders on 
the spiritual. It pains me to think that this wonderful part of nature might be 
disrupted by a transmission line that certainly will claim many avian lives, such as 
one of the proud Whooping Cranes that once called Bosque home. 

I have visited a number of areas in this country and many in a number of foreign 
countries, but Bosque stands at the top of the list as worth visiting over and over 
agam. 

Please find an alternate route for the transmission lines so that not only my 
generation can experience this great event of nature but all the generations to 
come. 

Thank you. 

Bob .. 

Robert E. Coley 
3108 Wood Ridge Drive 
Landisville, PA 17538 
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a -
lisa szatkowski 
<lszat_2000@yahoo .com> 

07/09/2009 10:36 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject proposed power lines 

I wish to make a comment concerning the SunZia Project. I come to Bosque 
del Apache NWR and the Socorro area to appreciate its unique beauty and to 
see the thousands of birds that migrate there in the winter. Having large 
electrical wires visible anywhere in the vicinity would detract from my and many 
other folks enjoyment ot this special place and could be an obstacle for the 
migrating birds as well. 

I am pleased that New Mexico is using alternative power but hope that you 
will be able to design another route for the transmission lines - perhaps farther 
south? Thank you for considering my comments. 

Sincerely, Elizabeth Jackson, PO Box 461, Socorro, NM 87832 
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pamela 
<saltamontes@peeos-nm.eo 
m> 

07109/2009 10:37 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Hi volt transmission lines in migratory bird flight zone 

Hello energy folks : 

While I am in support of p h otovoltaic energy deve lopment and other 
alternative energy production ventures and recognize the need for extension 
of power lines, I ABSOLUTELY WILL NOT SUPPORT YOUR CURRENT PLAN TO ERRECT 
THESE HI VOLTAGE LINES I N THE GLORIOUS MIGRATORY BIRD FLIGHT PATH ! 
SANDHILLL CRANES, GEESE AND DUCKS WILL BE CRUELLY DECIMATED BY THESE LI NES. 
What in the name of the goddess are you thinking ! ! !! Choose another route or 
actually far better put the lines UNDERGROUND. NOT ONLY WILL YOU LOSE THE 
SUPPORT OF THE GREEN CONSCI OUS FOLKS AND ALL THOSE WHO CARE ABOUT GLOBAL 
WARMING, YOU WILL ABSOLUTELY WRECK YOUR CHANCES OF ENHANCING AND PROTECTING 
THE ENVIRONMENT WHICH IS NEVER--- AND I REPEAT NEVER-- - ACHIEVED AT THE 
EXPENSE OF ANOTHER LIVING CREATURE. NATURE IS A DELICATE WEB OF 
INTERCONNECTIONS. BETTER GO BACK TO ENVIRONMENTAL SC IENCES IA . I AM AMAZED 
THAT YOU WOULD EVEN THINK OF SUCH A CARELESS AND MYOPIC PLAN. 

PAMELA CANYONRIVERS MARSHALL 
PO BOX 374 
PECOS, NEW MEXIC087552 

CONFLUENCE MEDIATION & COUNSELING 
2205 MIGUEL CHAVEZ ROAD SUITE F 
SANTA FE , NM . 87505 
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Carol Pfeifer 
<pfeifercarol@sbcglobal.net> 

07/09/2009 10:05 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Transmission Lines 

We urge you to reconsider the Transmission Lines that will cross Bosque del Apache. This is such a 
sensitive wildlife area which also generates tremendous ecotourism pleasure and dollars for the 
surrounding area. Please keep the cranes flying!!! Carol Pfeifer 
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Leigh Fredrickson 
<giantcoot@yahoo .com> 

07/09/200909:46 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@btm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject power transmission lines in New Mexico 

~ ~,'-J 
t.r"':" .. :' ~. 
DA TE RECEIVED 

I have had over 50 years of experience with wetlands and their use by wetland birds. One of the 
factors of concern in wetlands and the surrounding area is the avian mortality caused by powerlines. 
Unfortunately in this case if the power line was to be built along NM 380 it transects an area where a 
large number of sandhill cranes spend the winter. Some birds avoid powerlines effectively but 
sandhill cranes are subject to high m0l1ality under certain weather conditions and these conditions 
with limited visibility occur in this area during the period of winter use. A careful analysis should be 
implemented to assess this potential mortali ty of sandhill cranes as sites north and south of NM 380 
where key wintering habitat is provided. Unf0l1unately this habitat in the Middle Rio Grande is in 
decline because of urbanization, water use, invasives, and other changes in land use. 

Switching our energy needs to sources of renewable energy is an important and reasonable change 
that has been a long time in coming. Nevel1heless , our wildlife are under siege nationwide as their 
habi tats and constantly being lost and modified in dramatic and subtle ways. As well informed 
citizens, we have a responsibility to make a fair assessment based on solid information and not rely 
solely on opinion, to provide benefits to some individuals or corporations, or to move forward 
without a comprehensive analysis. 

I urge that adequate time be taken to assess thi s important issue for the Middle Rio Grande and its 
many environmental resources. 

Leigh H. Fredrickson 
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"Don" 
<donemma@eomeast.net> 

07/09/2009 09:09 PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia-

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ce 

bec 

Subject Proposed Transmission line 

I have just learned of the Proposed Line in the vicinity of the Bosque 
del Apache and respectfully request an extension of time in the 
decision-making process. I'm very familiar with the area and the movement 
of the birds and what is envisioned could have a devastating effect. I know, 
as more wind farms are developed, more lines are going to be required but 
locations have to be judicious. 

Van Soelen 

Cosmos Circle 

Fe, NM 87506 

I am using the Free version of SPAMfighter. 
We are a community of 6 million users fighting spam. 
SPAMfighter has removed 117 of my spam emails to date . 
The Professional version does not have this message. 

Sincerely, 

D. D. 

6 

Santa 
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Judith Pasich 
<jpasich@sbcglobal.net> 

07/09/2009 09:02 PM 

Dear Staff, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Proposed route of high capacity transmission lines 

I live in Michigan but come out every November to the Bosque del 
Apache 8 miles from San Antonio to attend the annual Festival of the 
Cranes. For about a week I spend time and money there. 

Having just learned about the proposed route of these high power 
lines, it seems tha t there many t hings to factor into t h e decision as 
to where to locate them. The public meeting in regards to this was 
only severa l days ago and we learn that the deadline for public 
commentary ends very soon. Shouldn't there there should be more time 
for the us to respond? I am hoping you will consider an extension of 
t he July 13th deadline. Then, all the impacted parties, the 
wildlife, Bosque del Apache, the San Antonio and Socorro communities 
along with the BLM and the company constructing the power lines 
will have enough time to gath e r the necessary data and cooperatively 
make an informed decision as to where is t he b es t p lace to put these 
powerlines . 

Sincerely , 
Judith Pasich 
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hecamethru 4me@yahoo .com 

07/09/2009 08:32 PM 
Please respond to 

heeamethru4me@yahoo.eom 

To whom it may concern, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject High tension wires 

As concerning t he high tens ion wires going through the untouched 
wilderness, I would appreciate it if t h e wilder ness was left alone. We have 
plenty of inhabited land to use and not enough of God 1s creation t h e way He 
made it. A portion of the land this affects is sacred to a group of us 
Christians and we c amp there a f ew t i mes a year . We would be very upset if 
this were to ruin our special place that we hold so dear to our hearts. Please 
rethink your decision and respect that which is left of the wilderness. Thank 
you for your time . 

Jake Short 
Sent from my Verizon Wirel ess BlackBerry 
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jimwilson 25@eomeast .net 

07/09/200908:05 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject from Jim Wilson re Sun Zia project 

This message is to inform you that we are unalterably opposed to any new transmission 
lines across public lands in New Mexico. 
Providing the impetus for non-polluting, renewable energy sources is the correct 
approach but it is only half of the solution. To then transport this energy 460 miles 
across state lines not only presents an eyesore, but is harmful to wildlife. And it isn't 
just birds which are affected. Access points , maintenance and the various human 
activity necessary to install and maintain these types of things fragments habitats. In 
addition, centralized grids are obviously fraught with peril from a national security 
standpoint. 

I remain stunned that 21 st century land management policies continue to consider 
projects such as these and wonder why Congress remains idle on virtually every issue it 
needs to address. 

Jim Wilson 
3167 San Mateo Blvd NE #116 
Albuquerque NM 87110-1921 
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DA TE RECEIVED I "Bruce Schoppe" 
<bschoppe6698@sbcglobal.n 
et> 

07/09/2009 07:24 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia Project Comment Period 

. . t;t ... # 

I urge you to extend the public comment period to allow for more complete evaluation of alternative routes 
including putting the lines underground. 
I am a member of the Friends of the Bosque Del Apache and am concerned about the potential impact of 
a high voltage transmission line in the midst of an important flyway. 
The need for additional electricity and the desirability of renewable resources is understood and supported 
but, we should not adversely impact wildlife, especially migrating birds that depend upon areas like the 
refuge. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

Bruce Schoppe 
bschoppe6698 @sbcglobal.net 
(805) 658-2396 

, 
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"Bob Merkel" 
<bobmerkel@ZiaNel.com> 

07/09/200907:09 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

, -."--. .. 1 
. "" -r. ....,"~ 
. "'" . 

DATE PECEIVED 

Subject Comment and yes , please include my email address on your 
mailing list 

Please add my email address to your project mailing list. I would like to receive future issues of the 
SunZiaProject newsletter. 

Comments: My wife and I have lived in Socorro, New Mexico, for over 5 years and I am deeply 
concerned about the future of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge. As it happens I am 
secretary of the Friends of the Bosque (with its membership in the vicinity of 950 people as of this 
summer) . 

On the one hand I'm very well aware of the need to develop more electricity generation and transportation 
infrastructure in the USA as we go forward. Greatly reducing dependence on petroleum for our energy 
needs as a country is a critical long-term goal. On the other hand, il is imperative that the huge capital 
expenditures that will be needed be planned and executed in an intelligent way. They need to harmonize 
wilh the various olher stakeholders' long-term needs and goals also. 

Frankly, to allow only 3 weeks for presenting these brand-new (to most of us) proposals and getting 
thoughtful feedback is pretty ridiculous on the face of it. 

I urge you to extend the period for explaining, discussing, and critiquing these proposals for at 
least another month_ 

In th is particular area along the Rio Grande there really is no justification for erecting above-ground high 
tension lines in our viewsheds. Most of New Mexico's residents live in this valley and most tourists and 
other visitors travel through it. 

I recommend putting the lines underground through all of this area or using an alternate route 
outside the Rio Grande rift to the east. 

Bob Merkel 
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Tom Callahan 
<tomeall@eox.net> 

07/09/200907:04 PM 

Dear Sirs: 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject power line impact on Bosque 

This note is to encourage you to extend t he deadline to a llow f ur ther 
more detailed study of what impact the alternatives will have on t his 
amazing area. I am all for r enewable energy and realize we all have to 
give t o get . This area is such a treasure not j ust nationally, but 
internationally as well . Wouldn't it be worth some ex tra time t o do a 
more in depth s tudy so the least negative impact can be explored? 
Thank you for your considerat ion. 

Tom Callahan 
tomcall@cox.net 
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a.·· .. . • 
Susan Dressel 
<nmsusand@gmail.eom> 

07/09/200906:31 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ec 

bec 

Subject Please extend comment period 

1'-1" '. .~ [f 
~,- -;-. __ . 

. . . ~:W~. 
DATE RECEIVED 

Please, please extend the public comment period to give more time to study the potential impact 
of the proposed route AND for study of alternative routes. 

Susan Dressel-Myers 
Tijeras , NM 
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Dear Sirs, 

Mary Stortz 
<fussywren@yahoo.com> 

07/09/200906:14 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

U: '~ '-llil::'~i' 
~~.~-~ 

DATE RECEIVED 

Subjecl Proposed transmission lines through San Antonio,N.M. 

This is assinine. Do you gentlemen have any clue about the millions of man hours, not to mention 
millions of dollars that have been exet1ed and spent in ensuring the survi val and recovery of the 
Sandhill Crane, the several species of Snow Geese, And the endangered Pintail Duck. There is an 
abundance of land well to the south of San Antonio, N.M. that could be procured and used to satisfy 
your needs. I would also like to point out that there are several species of mammals that reside on the 
BLM lands you propose to encroach upon that are also threatened or endangered. It would seem that 
convienience seems to be the order of the day. I understand that your position is always going to be 
defended by the stance that it is more cost effective. The purveyors of DDT had the same position 
and nearly caused the Bald Eagle to become extinct! 
Very Truly Yours, 
Mary Stortz 

P.S. 
Oh, by the way, I am not an environmental Nazi ... Ijust see solutions that are more reasonable. Even 
though they may not be convenient for you. 
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Lynn Deming 
<Ideming@nmt.edu> 

07/09/2009 05:35 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject high capacity kilovolt lines 

As a person who lives a mile and a half south of 380 in the San Pedro 
area. I am terribly concerned about the proposed high capacity 500 
kilovolt lines . I just today heard abou t this proposal from the 
executive director of the Friends of the Bosque , of which I am a member. 
I urge you to extend the deadline for public comment and to set up a 
public meeting in or near Socorro or San Antonio or the Bosque del 
Apache. Sure l y those of us who live near the proposed line sites deserve 
more information and time to comment. 

Thank you. 

Lynn Deming 
P. O. Box 28 
San Antonio, NM 87832 
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Barb Magnuson 
<magnuson .kimball@wildblue 
.net> 

07/09/2009 05:29 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject transmission lines and Bosque del Apache NWR 

With regard to the 2 proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines through south 
and central New Mexico that will transfer energy produced through wind and solar generators 
east of here, to areas in 
southern Arizona, it is clear that there is every intent to expand use of the cOITidor once it is 
established. The transmission route requires crossing the Rio Grande, and the proposed con'idor 
follows Highway 380 
through San Antonio just nOIth of the Refuge. This proposal transects the flight path used by 
migratory birds including the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up and down the 
river valley. Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming community are of great concern, not to 
mention the degradation of the viewscape of the refuge and Socorro valley (an important 
resource to the ecotourism of the area). Alternate routes take the powerlines across the river 
between the Refuge and Hatch, New Mexico and along the boundary of White Sands Missile 
Range. These routes go through Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Wilderness Study Areas. 
Although one of these southern rOlltes may be prefelTed due to the apparent lesser impact on the 
birds, there is not enough data available to make such an important 
statement at this time. Therefore, it is of concern to me, a professional wildlife photographer 
from southern Colorado and frequent visitor to the valley that these concerns be addressed in a 
thorough manner and that all environmental data is complete before any more consideration is 
given to what T consider simply a bad idea. 

First and foremost, I am strongly requesting an extension of your public input period so that the 
Refuge and interested parties can more fully evaluate alternate routes and options such as line 
burial. The Refuge is likewise requesting a formal extension from the BLM because there is not 
enough data available at this time to fOImalize a preferred plan. For an issue such as this where 
so many migrating birds are affected as well as people an extension should be honored. The short 
comment periods for environmental issues instituted by the Bush Administration is inexcusable 
in our so-called democratic society and needs to be changed. 

Sincerely, 
Barbara Magnuson & Larry Kimball 
1467 Red Feather Dr. 
Cotopaxi , Colorado 81223 

PH & FAX: 719-942-4798 
Email: Magnuson.Kimball@wildblue.net 
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Sirs: 

"Betty Hoyt" 
<bhoyt@hughes.net> 

07/09/200904:41 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

r~~~lf£ 
DA TE RECEIVED 

Every year I travel from Flagstaff, AZ to Bosque for at least a week of visiting the Bosque. I am very 
worried that not enough thought has gone into the creation of a power grid near the Bosque and it would 
interfere with the bird migrations that have become so famous. 

I am all for alternative forms of energy production including wind and solar but think that in these cases the 
power source can be nearer the final user. Certainly in New Mexico as in Arizona the sun shines on the 
entire state so that the power source can be nearer the final user. 

The need for huge new grids should be studied very carefully and thus a post ponement is appropriate. 

Earle Hoyt 
7500 Old Walnut Canyon Road 
Flagstaff, AZ 86004 
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a.· .. ,··' -
PAMELA K HOFFMAN 
<pmik3378@msn.com> 

07/09/2009 04:42 PM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject High Capacity transmission line 

I sincerely hope that the planned transmission line doesn't run through the San Pedro River 
Valley in Cascabel. As a Cascabel land owner, I value the pristine environment & wildlife of 
the area. Pamela Hoffman, 3378 N. GoldenBrush PI., Tucson, Az. 85750 
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Liwy Solomon 
<wiIdyoga@yahoo.com> 

07/09/2009 04:37 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Endangering the Birds of Bosque del Apache 

Please do not approve the path for the power lines near San Antonio, NM which will endanger the 
beautiful birds that use that area as a flight path to the National Wildlife Refuge. 
This is one of the most precious parks in the United States. 
Alan & Olivia Solomon 
2217 Bright Star Ave. 
Las Cruces, NM 88011 
575-522-5350 
Email: wildyoga@yahoo.com 
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a 
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Ifneely@aol.com 

07/09/200904 :33 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Power Line Proposal 

~ . . '. .") ," 
;;- l 0 
=-.. 1'0:: •. """'. 

DA IE RECEIVED 

I request that you delay the decision on the power line until impacts on wildlife can be properly 
assessed and altematives can be formulated. 
Lannois Neely 

Finding the best videos just got easier. Try the NEW Truveo.com. 
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Arne Peterson 
<eewhom@gmail.eom> 

07109/200904:09 PM 

July 9,2009 

Dear Fellow Citizens, 

To nmsunziaprojeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Re: Aravaipa Canyon Tour - Saturday 7/11 /09 

I would like to personally invite you for a special free guided tour of our great Aravaipa Canyon 
and drainage area with more 
underground water than the Great Lakes (according to an article in a major Tucson newspaper 
quoting U of A expert on hydrology), world record Desert Big Hom Sheep, caves where Billy the 
Kid resorted, and much more. Be prepared for an all day trip from Tucson leaving this coming 
Saturday, July 11,2009 at 7:00 AM. Bring binoculars if possible, hats, sunscreen, and cameras 
for the time of your life! Meet world famous mountain lion experts, Richard and Karen Holcomb, 
their lion hounds and visit the historic town of Klondike. 

We plan to be back in Tucson by 7:00 PM. It is a 3 hour drive, 1 way. Food and beverages will 
be provided. Please make your plans and reservations by calling me, Ame Peterson, your 
personal guide and historian, at (520) 235-5790 (Verizon cell). 

Sincerely, 

Ame Peterson 

Your friend, and contact for the future of a beautiful Aravaipa Canyon. 
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"Kathie Schroeder" 
<kasnaz@earthlink.net> 

07/09/2009 03:53 PM 

To Whom It May Concern: 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZiaProject 

rr-
.~.-

J ~, .' • 

l~· ~~. 
DATE RECEIVED 

As very, very concerned citizens we are writing to you about the abominable plan you have to rape and 
scrape your way through our pristine, untouched, riparian sanctuary area of Aravaipa Canyon. This is an 
area, although smaller by far, similar in value to the Grand Canyon. It is special, precious and fragile. 
This is no place for any type of powerline project. 

There is a way already in existence that should be used for this purpose and that is along the 1-10 corridor. 
This area is already disturbed by various human uses and adding in another use is the only thing that 
makes any sense at all. 

Actually we suspect the power you want to move west will be going to our big, fat, hungry, overusing state 
of California and they can just find their own clean power source, wind or whatever. 

We are not convinced by your references to clean power sources as we know there are plans to invade 
and destroy the Mojave Desert with horrendous solar panels. 

Please do not plan any more projects that involve destroying our precious land heritage. 

Please do not take this powerline any where near Aravaipa Canyon. 

Thank you, 

Mr and Mrs Alan Schroeder 

13990 N Dust Devil 

Tucson, AZ 85739 

And 

1457 S. Cody Loop 

Oracle, AZ 85623 
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"cathy gorman It 
<egorman@wildblue.net> 

07109/2009 03:56 PM 

COMMENT FORM 

To <NMSunziaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Comments on SunZia Transimssion Project 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
U. S. Department of Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

Cathy Gorman 
92425 East Aravaipa Road 
Winkelman, AZ 85292 
(cgorman@wildblue.net) 

Add to mailing list: Yes 
Withhold personal information: No 
Receive notification of EIS availability: Yes 

COMMENTS 

As a resident of Aravaipa Canyon, I am writing you to express my strong opposition to the 
transmission line route indicated as "Proposed" by the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. 
This route cuts through more than 20 miles of the Aravaipa Canyon watershed, crosses Aravaipa 
Creek on the east side of the Canyon, and divides the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness administered 
by the Bureau of Land Management to the north and Galiuro Wilderness in the Coronado 
National Forest to the south. 

Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert that flows through the wilderness and 
the area in which the APOA members live. Aravaipa Creek is home to two federally threatened 
fish species, the spikedace and the loach minnow, and is the only waterway in Arizona stilI to 
have all of its native fish species. Other species of special concern in the creek and nearby are 
four other fishes (Iongfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran sucker), three bird 
species (yellow-billed cuckoo, gray hawk, and black hawk), the desert tortoise, and the desert 
bighorn sheep. In other words, Aravaipa Canyon and its watershed constitute a unique 
environment and an ecologically sensitive area. In fact, the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness has 
been called the "crown jewel" of the wilderness areas administrated by BLM. 

Protection of the special aspects of this environment is a very high priority for APOA and the 
proposed transmission line route would threaten the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness in a number of 
ways . 
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(1) The proposed route would cross or closely parallel Aravaipa Creek 
on the east side of the wilderness and cross the Aravaipa Creek watershed for 
much of its length. This could greatly alter water flow in the watershed and the 
creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native species. 

(2) The proposed route would block the impOltant wildlife corridor 
between the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in the 
Coronado National Forest. This area is an essential wildlife corridor for many 
animals, such as desert bighorn sheep, black bears, mountain lions, and mule 
deer, and it connects these two ecologically pristine areas . Overall, 
approximately 50 miles of the proposed route would pass through or within 
one mile of areas determined to be environmentally sensitive, the largest 
number of miles in this category of all the transmission line routes, proposed 
or alternative. 

(3) The proposed route includes more than 15 miles of mountainous 
telTain , making construction quite difficult , unduly expensive, environmentally 
degrading, and very undesirable for maintenance. This diffi cult terrain is a 
major reason why there are no roads or transmission lines presently crossing 
this area. 

Again , I state my strong opposition to the proposed route, because of the great negative impact it 
would have on this ecologically sensitive area. As a result, I strongly urge you to remove this 
route from any further consideration as a route for the transmission line. As an alternative, I 
support a route that has existing road access, existing transmission lines , and is not 
environmentally sensitive. 
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PATRICIA STILWILL 
<pstilwill@verizon.net> 

07/09/200903:47 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc pstilwill@verizon.net 

bcc 

Subject proposed power lines 

As a friend of the Bosque Del Apache refuge, I hope you will consider giving an extention to this 
proposal. We would like more time to study the effects on the migratory birds. I hope you would 
not want to hurt these beautiful birds. there must be an alternate route!!! Patricia, 
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Dear ELM: 

Dutch Salmon 
<dutch@high-Ionesomebooks . 
com> 

07/1 3/2009 11 :43 AM 
Please respond to 

dutch@high-Ionesomebooks .c 
am 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Comments on transmission line 

I attended the scoping meeting in Lordsburg and offer the following 
comments : 

1) Wherever possible, new lines should paral lel existing main roadways 
and/or existing transmission corridors . 

2) Windmill farms shoul d be l ocated along ridges (more wind) and avoid 
the lower grasslands environments where habitats yield greater values 
for wildlife, grazing, and recreation (bird hunting, pronghorn herds, etc . ). 

3) Likwise, solar panel fields should avoid grassland habitats. Example : 
a "fast track !! so l ar field is listed for Mason Draw in Dona Ana County. 
It appears to cover thousands of acres to the west of the draw which are 
prime Chihuahuan grasslands favored by golden eagles , an introduced, 
successful pronghorn herd and mUltiple recreation . This grassland 
expanse also offers excellent livestock forage (Lazy E and Corralitos 
ranches). To the east of Mason Draw are thousands of acres of creosote 
bush, mesquite and catclaw . Nobody goes there . If you have to cover over 
habitat with a solar field, impact the less valuable lands re: 
biodiversity , grazing economies, and recreation. 

4) Another example: Don ' t let them fragment or otherwise bugger up the 
Nutt Grass l ands. 

Sincerel y, 

MH Salmon 
Silver City, NM 
Chairman , Gila Conservation Coalition 
Member, New Mexico State Game Commission 
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Sharon Fullingim 
<artista@sdc.org> 

07/13/2009 11 :39 AM 

Dear Mr Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Please extend the deadline!!! 

I write this note to request an extension for public input and comments 
on this proposed project. 

What are these folks thinking? I'm all for alternative energy-~ to be 
/produced and used locally/. But to transfer power 460 or so miles from 
NM t o AZ (both states who can and should harness solar and wind energy) 
via the Bosque del Apache is unacceptable. Can other routes be explored? 

Thank you, 
Sharon 

Sharon Fullingim Studio 
www.fullingimstudio.net 

Words ! Pens are too light 
Take a chisel to write 

Basil Bunting 1900-1985 
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SMcbeen@aol.com 

07/13/200911 :29 AM 

To NMsunziaproject@blm.gov 

cc marianpday@lobo.net 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

A power line anywhere near the Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge is TOTALL Y 

. ',-. 
"'-, --.. ---

r -, " ;: 

L~~t~ 
DATE R:2CEIVED 

UNACCEPTABLE. This is a refuge for many thousands of birds who would surely be killed by 
collisions with a power line. Please BE A REPSONSIBLE STEWARD OF THIS UNIQUE AND 
SENSITIVE PLACE. 

Sincerely, Susan McGreevy 

************** 

Looking for love this summer? Find it now on AOL Personals. ( 
hltp:llpersonals.aol.coml?ncid=emlcntuslove00000003) 
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I1Karen l1 <sqwranch@vtc.net> 

07/13/2009 11 :25 AM 

To "Squaw Creek Ranch" <sqwraneh@vtf riet5: .',:s: .. -, "J--' 
<NMSunZlaProJeet@blm.gov> L"~,_~ ~.!. I 

ee DA IT n::CEIVED I 
bee 

Subject Comments on the Proposed Transmission lines route 

We are very much against the Aravaipa, Klondyke Proposed route route for the transmission lines. 
This route will have an overwhelming effect and disturtion to a pristine unique area. 
The proposed route will go thought the hear of our ranch. This will destroy our lively hood and our lives. 
We fear the impact from the size of the project but Also the impact of the huge easement t and road. A 
road like that will increase human activity immensely. There will be an increase in traffic endangering our 
animals and children. The Hugh increase in human activity will bring an increase in vandalism and crime. 
This little special rural area is not set up to handle this.Please do not make this happen to us. We paid 
high dollar for this ranch Since we have worked our guts out to put this ranch together, It is our lively hood 
and our lives. Please don't destroy this by the stock of a pen. Chose an alternate route. 
One of the greatest trophy white areas is in the path of this proposed route. All the increased human 
activity will have a very damaging effect on the wildlife in this special area. Thus the route needs to stay 
in an already developed area .. 
We have only known about this for 9 days. We have not had time to respond adequately or to notify others 
that will be impacted. We feel those of us being directly impacted by such a monumental project should 
have been directly contacted. Its almost like you are trying to slip it by uS.Adrian Garcia has not returned 
our phone call to answer questions we have. We understand he is very busy and for these reason we feel 
we should be allowed an extension on the scoping process, 
You need to consider the sever erosive ness of this proposed route. The Aravaipa has serious destructive 
flooding .Aravaipa can really run wild.( Can be documented). The side canyons such as Long Hollow 
Bufford Four mile can get all torn up even with mild flooding. This very moment the side roads on the 
ranch are torn up from minor floods. It will be quite expensive for you to maintain tower health and keep 
roads in .. It makes much more since for long term maintained to go with a more developed area. 
Please pick a route in a more developed area and leave this pristine place for generations to come. We 
are already running out of these kind of paces. Let us keep our livelihood and lives. 

Karen Holcomb 
34625 West Klondyke Rd 
Klondyke, Ar 85643 

Please put me on your mailing list 
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"Russian I David" 
<drussian@wwmedgroup.co 
m> 

07/13/200911:21 AM 

Dear Sir/Madame, 

To <NMSunZiaProject@btm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject high-capacity transmission tines 

.. 
i • , 
DATE RECEIVED 

I am a land owner and part time resident at 13725 San Pedro River Road in Redington Arizona. I 
would like to make some comments about right-of-way application for high-capacity transmission lines 
which may run close to our home. 

The San Pedro River Valley is unspoiled. There are few places like it left in America. Those of us who 
have chosen to live in beautiful and untouched areas strive to preserve these qualities which attracted us, 
and which are in increasingly short supply. The lines will destroy the untarnished vistas. They have no 
place in this location. They should run along previously established major routes where major roads, 
telephone lines etc. already run. If we don't protect the open lands in the west, we soon won't have any. 

Please, don't place the lines in the San Pedro River Valley, or any other open, untouched place. 

Sincerely, 

David Russian 

David Russian , M.D. F.C.C.P. 
Diplomate, American Board of Sleep Medicine 
Board Chairman 
Western Washington Medical Group 
1330 Rockefeller Ave ., Suite 340 
Everett, WA 98201 
425-252-1116 
425-252-1118 (fax) 
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Rhonda Rivera To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
<rrivera 38@comcast .net> 

cc 
07/13/200911:06 AM 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

I with other ask for an extension of this comment time period . I am a 
oft times user of the Bosque and I fear that a power line will kill and 
or deter thousands of birds that 
have used t he refuge for more years t han we no, but at least 50 . This 
project needs an environmental test to see if thi s r oute should go even 
near the bosque. 
Please e i t her extend t he time of ask for an environmental assessment 
from the EPA> 
Thank You 
Rhonda R. Rivera , Esq. 
6312 Crabtree Court NW 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
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Linda Heinze 
<manzanagal@gmail.cam> 

07/13/2009 11 :05 AM 

To Whom it May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gav 

cc Leigh Ann Vradenburg <friends@sdc.arg> 

bee 

Subject Request for Comment and Study Extension 

It has come to my attention that the comment and environmental impact study period for the Zia 
Project Powerline project is facing an all too early deadline. I would like to request an extension 
for more study by affected parties on this proposal for transmission routes of wind and solar 
power from New Mexico to Arizona. As a member of Friends of the Bosque del Apache, Friends 
of Whitfield Wildlife Conservation Area (Belen), Central New Mexico Audubon Society, 
palticipant in International Migratory Bird Day counts and Christmas Bird Counts, plus being an 
advocate for creating and reclaiming suitable nesting areas for rare and threatened species of 
birds in the Rio Grande Valley, I definitely have many concerns about how the power lines will 
affect our migrating bird populations and other wildlife. There are many scientists who should be 
gi ven extended time for study and analysis of collected data so decision making by the BLM on 
all alternatives presented can be weighed against that which has the least impact on the wildlife. 

What would a drive along Route 380 be like if the Western Meadowlarks were silenced, 
Swainson's Hawks no longer preyed on small rodents due to migratory routes disrupted, dead 
Red-tail Hawks dangled by their feet from high tension wires due to electrocution, the Spragues' 
Pipits and Homed Larks ... just a memory, and the hum of the wires disrupted normal animal 
sleep patterns? Perhaps an exaggeration, perhaps not. Please consider having more public input 
and study for this enormous project that will not only impact the people who live in , enjoy, or 
visit the area, but the wildlife of our gem of a refuge, Bosque del Apache NWR and the 
surrounding areas. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
Linda Heinze 
Los Lunas, NM 
505-565-1441 
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I . • 
Robert Tafanelli 
<btafanel@zianet .com> 

07/13/2009 11 :00 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject High capacity transmission lines 

I am writing you regarding the proposed high capacity transmission 
lines proposed to go through central and southern NM. 

J~ ~'V ~-~ •• :,,-:=---~ 

t.*," "5 t. ... __ ._ ~!:': ... _ . 

DATE RECEIVED 

First of all, in principal I am opposed to these transmission lines on 
the basis of wasting green energy by transmitting i t hundreds of mi l es 
unnecessarily. Arizona has more sunny days than eastern New Mexico 
why isn't Arizona putting up solar panels (and wind generators) to 
provide the energy locally? This would include having solar panels 
(and perhaps wind generators) on every rooftop, including every home 
and private a nd public building and solar panels on the roof of every 
parking lot. If they are unable to produce sufficient energy l ocally 
only then we should we cons ider alternatives. We must stop t hinking 
in the past and past methods and start thinking of a new paradigm . 

Regarding the current proposal, more time is needed to evaluate t he 
impacts of such a giant project and it potential implications. 
Therefore I am requesting an extension until sufficient data is 
avai lable. The current data is inadequate . More time will allow all 
parties to better evaluate the project and to think outside the box 
for alternative solutions. Lets not repeat our mistakes of the past 
please extend the deadline so we can do a better job. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Tafanelli 
3881 Westview Ave. 
Las Cruces, NM 
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Meghan Kinser 
<grandevistaraneh @yahoo .e 
om> 

07/13/2009 10:35 PM 

To nmsunziaprojeel@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject transmission line 

I am wliting this letter to say that I am in favor of the transmission line and the proposed wind 
projects in NM. I strongly believe in alternative energy. I think that it is vital that we become energy 
independent and this would get us headed in the right direction. I also think that thi s would be a 
great opportunity for NM because it would create revenue and jobs in a time when jobs are few and 
far between. I look forward to seeing this project progress. 
Thank You 
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Prayerwarrior57@aol.eom 

07/13/20091 0:24 PM 

To Whom It May Concern: 

To NMSunZiaProjeel@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Sunset Mountain 

I'm writing this e-mail to show my concern in regards to the power line project. This 
beautiful place of nature is sacred grounds for Christian believers that come from all 
over the world to visit this place of wilderness and it's very special to us. I would hope 
that the plan for these power lines would be placed in a developed land area. I 
understand that there is a need to supply new power for the AZ and NM residents, but I 
am sure that there are other more practical options that could facilitate the proposed 
power lines. 

I would hope that you would re-consider where you would place these power line towers 
and allow Sunset Mountain area to remain as a natural wilderness where people can 
enjoy the creation as it has been for hundreds of years , 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Rebecca Meza 
Whittier, CA 

Summer concert season is here! Find your favorite artists on tour at TourTracker.com. 
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downsranehhideaway @fronti 
ernet.net 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm. gov 

ee 
07/13/2009 10:23 PM 

Bill, Mona & Marci Bunnell 
P.O . Box 77 
Blue, AZ 
7113/09 

85922 

bee 

Subject Fwd: High Tension Wire Route Sample letter 

Subject : High Tension Wire Route 

To Whom This Conce rns , 

We are writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa 
Canyon , but the many peop l e t hat enjoy t he rugged beauty of this remote area. 
We personally do not live there but have a sincere interest in keeping this 
unique area as natural as possibl e. 

Our very close friends 
proposed power line route . 
help them on t heir ranch. 

have a ranch that will be directly impacted by the 
We have gone to this a r ea many times to visit and 
It is truly a beautiful , unique part of Arizona. 

We worry not only about the detrimental visual affect that the proposed high 
t ension line wil l produce but also effects on the environment and the peop l e 
of Aravaipa that will have to live with this result the rest of t heir lives. 

We feel that using the current established Southern route is in everyone's 
in t erest. Aravaipa Canyon is a one of a kind area and should be left as the 
beautiful and unique area that it i s. 

Thank You For Your Time, 

Bill, Mona & Marci Bunne l l 
Blue, Arizona 85922 
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ee 

Mike Hanley 
<mikehanley 14@yahoo.eom> 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

07/13/2009 09:23 PM bee 

Subject Potential Windfarm North of Capitan 

We are ranchers nOlth of Capitan and are very much in favor of the potential wind project in that 
area. We feel that wind energy is a clean, renewable source of energy that can help reduce our 
dependency on foreign oil. This will also help create green jobs and give a boost to the local 
economy. It will also create tax revenue for state and local government. As far as we are 
concerned it is a win, win situation. 

Thank-you 
The Hanley Family 
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Hello, 

Maxine Schmidt and David 
Watkins 
<watkinsd@thuntek.net> 

071131200909:14 PM 

r-·. :-:;._.",,,. - -. '---, 

t· ~ . . ;;.' d,1il 
_.l-.._~ ~_"""' .. 

DATE Rl:CEIVED 
To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject deadline for comment on electrical transmission lines 
through south and central New Mexico . 

We are bird watchers and voters in New Mexico. We are concerned about the proposal to place 
two high capacity electrical transmission lines through south and central New Mexico. 
We believe additional time is needed to study this proposal and assess the impact on 
migratory birds. 
Please extend the deadline for input so that alternatives can be fully evaluated. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Maxine Schmidt and David Watkins 
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Gentlemen: 

"Skeeter Leard" 
<theartist@skeeterart.com> 

07113/200906:57 PM 

To <NMSUNZIAPROJECT@BLM.GOV>, 
<NMSunziaProjeel@BLM.gov> 

cc <marklucena@msn.com>, <artista@sdc.org> , 
<rmillsmk2@fastmai l.fm>, <JosefWalk@ao 

bee 
<juslin.walker@cox.nel> ~. ~'"! ~ . 1 

[. . " ) 
~ _ _ _ .J. ~ .,,~ 

Subject transmission lines DATE R2CEIYBD 

I just learned today that high vollage Iransmission lines were proposed across our "neighborhood," leading 
from Eastern production facilities to users in Arizona. None of the options are very favorable bul the idea 
of crossing the river (Rio Grande) on the main flyway into Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge has 
to be the absolute worst. 
This proposed route would have the lines crossing right over farm lands and homes I can look at outside 
Ihe window by this computer. My own homeplace would not be directly affected physically but our reason 
for choosing this area, common to many other people, was its proximity to Bosque del Apache. Both 
wildlife and human values are at stake. 
I understand one route would transverse parts of White Sands Missile Range. This area has already taken 
a horrific beating: not much lell to spoil there! 
Before anybody makes any firm choices , much more details and even further public information and 
opportunity to comment, must be scheduled. Scant notice was given for such a massive impact project. 
We need an extended period for comment and a great deal of scientific input, not to mention a vast 
application of wisdom and common sense. We have been resisting intelligent solutions to energy issues 
for forty years, at least. We don't need a solution that is worse than the problems. 
Thank you for you consideration. f would like an acknowledgement that you have received this message. 
Respectfully, 
Skeeter Leard (Mrs. Ida L. Leard) 

Skeeter Leard 
P. O. Box 129 

San Antonio, NM 87832 
575-838-0050 
www.skeeterart.com 
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kale batsell 
<kalebatseII@yahoo.eom> 

07/13/200906:41 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ec 

bee 

Subject Fw: Proposed Power Lines 

----- Forwarded Message ----
From: kale batsell <kalebatsell@yahoo.com> 
To: NMSunZia <Project@blm.gov> 
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2009 2:31:12 PM 
Subject: Proposed Power Lines 

Dear Sirs: 

I am opposed to the proposed route for the power lines following Hwy 380 for the 
following reasons : 

It would transect a major migratory flyway . 
It would be a detractor to the pristine viewscapes of the area. 
Because of the above two, it has the potential to impact negatively the economy of 
the area from loss of bird watchers and other outdoor enthusiasts. 

I retired and moved here to San Antonio for two reasons: the proximity to the 
Bosque del Apache and the fact that in the forty years that my husband & I have 
been coming here to camp and explore, San Antonio has remained pretty much the 
same. 

For an avian rehabilitator, there is nothing worse than having to euthanize a crane 
with bone exposed and legs broken. It is not pleasant. 

I know that projects like these are necessary, but surely there are more isolated 
routes where the impact would be less. I know the expense of underground burial 
of lines is probably prohibitive, but somewhere along the line consideration of 
wildlife and the scenic views need consideration. I hope you will give them their 
due. 
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CARDON HIA TI 
COMf'ANILS-

Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management - New Mexico Office 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
DELIVERED VIA EMAIL 

July 7, 2009 

Re: SunZia Southwest Transmission Corridor Study - SunZia 
substation to Pinal Central Substation 1000 KV transmission line project; support 
for Alternate Alignment 

To whom it may concern: 

We and a group of additional land owners collectively own 16 separate 
tracts of land, totaling approximately 12,670 acres as shown on Exhibit A 
attached hereto and referred to hereafter as the "Properties." The Properties are 
located in what will be the future population center for the City of Eloy, Arizona 
("Eloy" or the "City"). Over the last few years, private land owners in the area 
west of the Picacho Mountains have worked diligently with the City and have 
expended significant time and resources in planning and obtaining development 
entitlements for master-planned communities and other developments in this 
area, including expending resources on annexations, general plan amendments, 
rezonings, development agreements and water and sewer master-planning. 

As you are probably aware, Tucson Electric Power ("TEP") is also 
currently working on an alignment study in southeast Pinal County. We have 
shown both the SunZia and TEP study areas and alignments on Exhibit A. As 
you can see by the exhibit, there are overlaps in the study areas as well as a 
common alignment, which we label as "Alignment A". A significant portion of this 
alignment is located on Arizona State Trust and BLM Land, which, as far as we 
are aware, is not currently being planned for any development. Alignment A is 
also the alignment preferred by many property owners in the Eloy area and by 
the City of Eloy. Co-locating the SunZia and TEP projects within Alignment A will 
have the least detrimental impacts on the planned developments in the area west 
of the Picacho Mountains. 

We have participated in the various public open houses sponsored by 
TEP and have shared our opinion with other participants and presenters at those 
meetings and intend to continue our participation. We have also attached as 
Exhibit B a copy of a letter sent to TEP stating our position. 

1223 S . CLEARVIEW AV ENUE, SUITE #103 • MesA , AZ 85 209 - PH ONE: (480) 222 . 5800 • FAX : (4 80) 222. 5801 
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The purpose of this letter is to notify you that we support the alignment 
identified on Exhibit A as Alignment A, which traverses east of the Picacho 
Mountains. We have participated in your first open house and have shared our 
opinion with participants and presenters at that meeting. We look forward to 
continuing our participation in your project. Please feel free to contact Cameron 
MacDonald at 480.222.5870 if you have any questions regarding this letter. 

f' f 

Ty. LeSueur ~ ./ 
leSueur Investments 
3850 E Baseline Road , Ste 114 
Mesa, Arizona 85206 

c ~ -,1 
Broc Hiatt 
Cardon Hiatt Companies 
1223 S Clearview Ave, Ste 105 
Mesa, Arizona 85209 

Attachments 

Sincerely, 

!1~ 
Cardon Bowden Investments 
1223 S Clearview Ave, Ste 103 
Mesa, Arizona 85209 

Cc: Supervisor Pete Rios - Pinal County Supervisor - District 1 
Cc: Joe Blanton, City of Eloy - City Manager 
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I am one of the private land owners referenced in the July 7, 2009 letter to 
SunZia and support these efforts. 

Todd Cooley 
JLC Family Investments, LLC 
17407 E Ray Road 
Gilbert, Arizona 85296 
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I am one of the private land owners referenced in the July 7. 2009 letter to 
SunZia and support these efforts. 

~~ 
Dave Lamoreaux 
Lamoreaux Farms LLC 
1955 S Lindsay Road 
Gilbert. Arizona 85296 
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JulIO 2009 3: 12PM HP LASER JET FAX 

I am one of the private land owners referenced in the July 7 , 2009 letter to 
SunZia and support these efforts. 

e&Q~ 
Bill Lund -
Bralu LLC 
6632 N 66th Place 
Paradise Valley, Arizona 85253 

p.5 
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I am one of the private land owners referenced in the JulJ. 7 , 2009 letter to 
SunZia and support these efforts . 1 

\ 

~~~ 
Robert Layton I 
Walker Plow L~ 
PO Box 650 I 
Queen Creek, trizona 85242 

~~ Robert Layton 
Legacy Fanns I 
PO Box 650 
Queen Creek, l rizona 85242 
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I am one of the private land owners referenced in the July 7, 2009 letter to 
SunZia and support these efforts. <: --. '. 

~ 
/' 

Mark Do son 
V7 Dobson Ranches LLC 
131 West 1'1 Street, Ste A 
Mesa, Arizona 85201 
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EXHIBIT A 
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EXHIBIT B 
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Exhibit B 

RESOLUTION NO.; 08·.1 154 

A RESOLUTION OF TH~ MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF ELOY, ARIZONA, DECLARING ITS PREFERED 
LOCATIONS FOR TRANSMrSSION LINE CORRJDORS 
PROPOSED IN TUCSON ELEcrRIC POWER'S TORTOLITA TO 
PINI\L SOUTH TRAN&\1ISSION PROJE("T AND lllE SUNZlA 
SOUT1JWF,ST TRANSMISSION PROJECT~ 

WHEREAS, Tucson Electric Power (~TEP") is pllllliling II 500kV transrr.issioll I.ine 
(() CCllUlect the 'l'ortolit..'i Sulnitation to the [\ltUTt Pinal South SubliWtion (Ihe ''TIlP Project''); 

WflERlt'.AS. SunZia Southwest ("SunZia") i~ pmposing the SnnZia Somhwest 
Transmission Project to bring two (2) 50Qk V t.ren.m1issi('ln lines illW Ihe Pinlll South 
Substation f.'om New Mexico (the "S\llIZia Projeo["); 

WH:l!:ru:AS. the siting and location of the these tWO mm.smission line projcc(s is of 
gn;1l1 importaJ)cc 1.0 rue City ofEloy. its rcsidcllls, businesses, und the Cily'~ futtm;; 

WHEREAS, these 500k V lransmission lineil funclion te Iransp<Jrt bulk pOWer and 
"/ill not directly serve local IQ~{1s in ,!he City of Elo)'; 

WHlt:RRAS. tlw SunZia Project and the TEP Project snare a common termi .nlL~ 11lln 
the Pinal South Substation and thereti)te, should be s£ted in common or adjacent corridors 
wherever possible to rcdllCC In:pacIS; 

VI'llEREAS. siting opportunities exist to the east of the Picacho Mountains that will 
hnve minimal impact 0 11' the existing and fitture land uses witnin the City of Eloy or any 
other local gov('"lnmenl while providing Sun7.ia audl1::!> with ample opportunity to 
ctnciently site their transmi&,;on projects, Btld 

WHEREAS. TEP has published a map dmed Scptcmb>.:r 2008, whieb idcntifil;.'; 
I'reliminary Alu:rnative Links showing ~it1ng opPOltunitics \\~thin the study area lind 
identifying severnl Preliminary Atlernative Unks to tile cast of tho Picacho MQUll(uin~; 

WHEREAS. the Mayor anti Council of the City of Eloy ask SunZia and TEP to sire 
tlurir projects in accordance with tbe proposed rcule ru igmncnt depicted in E.'(h.ibit "A" and 
as described ItS foliows: 

Beginning at the Tortolita Substation, the corridor shall go due ea.~t until intersecting 
wilh the alignment ofl'refimluaJY Altemative Link NC}, 570 if it V.'Cl"t' extended $c)ulh 

along its cum;nt aJiglW.ent, !It which point the alignment srnlllld follow Link No. 

Rcso]lltion No.: 08·[ t H 
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570 north, following the alternatives depicted in blue dashes on Exhibit "A" (the 
"Preferred Alignment"); 

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council of the City of Eloy expressly oppose 
Preliminary Alternative Links Nos. 660, 655, 565, and the diagonal portion of No. 570, as 
well as any alignments of the transmission lines that talee the line west of the Picacho 
Mountains as depicted in Exhibit "A" because of their impact on future planned and existing 
land uses in the City ofEloy. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Mayor and City 
Council of the City of Eloy, Arizona that the City hereby respectfully asks that the 
SunZia Project and the TEP Project be sited in accordance with the Prefe!Ted Alignment. 

THIS RESOLUTION PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13th day of October, 2008, 
at a meeting duly called by the Mayor and City Council of the City ofEloy, Arizona. 

APPROVED: 

ATTEST: 

Resolution No.: 08-1154 
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Baumgartner Rd. 

Aries Dr. 

TEP 500-KV Transmission Project 
----- TEP Proposed Transmission Line Alternatives 

•••••••••••••• , Eloy Preferred Transmission Line Alignment 

~ lE *" Eloy Opposed Transmission Line Alignments 
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EXHIBIT C 
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~ 
"Cameron MacDonald" 
<cmacdonald@cb-ch.com> 

07/13/2009 06:00 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 
,. ~ bce 

Subject SunZia - public comment DATE'1-:~CLVEI) I 
Good afternoon Mr. Garcia, 

Please find attached a letter from a group of private land owners in Pinal County. 

Also, would you please add me to project mailing list. 

If possible, can you confirm that you received this email? 

Thank you 
Cameron 
Cameron MacDonald, PE 
Arboreta Communities 

1223 S. Clearview Avenue, Suite 105 
Mesa, Arizona 85209 
m 480.720.4030 
0480.222.5870 
f 480.222.5871 
cmacdonald@arboretacommunities.com 

Confidentiality Notice: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information. If you have received it in error, 
please advise the sender by reply email and immediately delete the message and any attachments without copying or disclosing 
the contents. Thank you. 

Letle. 10 Sun Zia 07·07·2009 final.pdf 

, , 
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BRIAN BONNIE IVENER 
<brianive@msn.com> 

0710912009 03:09 PM 

Gentlemen, 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc <friends@sdc.org> 

bec 

Subject Comment under the National Environmental Policy Act 

I urge you to extend the July 13, 2009 comment period deadline for the proposed project to 
run transmission lines through south and central New Mexico. The impact on the Bosque 
del Apache National Wildlife Refuge has not been determined, nor on the surrounding rural 
agricultural community. Alternate routes further south have been suggested, but additional 
information is needed before an educated and proper determination can be made. 

The potential for damage to the ecotourism of the area dictates that more information and 
consideration is necessary to reach the optimal placement of such transmission lines. 

Thank you, 

Brian Ivener 
A concerned citizen 
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"Leonard L Spivey" 
<[[spivey@frontiernet.net> 

07109/200903 :16 PM 
Please respond to 

"Leonard L Spivey" 
<llspivey@frontiernet.net> 

To <NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache Wildlife - San Antonio, NM 

As a Friend of Bosque del Apache NWR, I urge you to grant an 
extension to this Project for further study and consideration for an 
alternate route or method for the elevated transmission lines. 
Traversing the area of San Antonio, New Mexico would be a terrible 
degradation of the Refuge - and not necessary. Leonard L. Spivey. 
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"E. Bill Holmes" 
<eholmes@aoc.nrao.edu> 

07/13/2009 04:32 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

ee 

. ' f' I ' . 

L .. ~'M:~, 
DATE R::CEIVED 

bee 

Subject SunZia Transmission Line Project 

To Whom It May Concern, 

The best route in Southern and Central New Mexico would be along the 
White Sands Missile Range border. That Alternative Route seems an 
obvious first choice, followed by the other alternate along the existing 
power line as the second choice. Both are far superior to the Preferred 
Route shown on t he SunZia web site map for the following reasons : 

1. Crossing the Rio Grande near New Mexico Highway 380 will ADVERSELY 
IMPACT many established homes, farms, and ranches near the communities 
of San Antonio and Bosquecito by: 

a. Temporarily disrupting lives during construction, 
b. Permanently taking rights of way, and 
c. Physical proximity to homes of large power lines and towers . 

2. Placing the route north- south along Interstate Highway 25, and 
east-west near Highway 380 across the Rio Grande will create a real 
public eyesore. 

To reiterate, either of the alternate routes crossing the Rio Grande in 
southern New Mexico between Arrey and Derry and traveling north - south 
along the White Sands Missile Range border or along the existing power 
line surely is a better route, as there far fewer people and homes 
impacted and it will be out of sight of the general public. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest W. Holmes 
1006 Lopezville Road 
Socorro, New Mexico 87801 

(575) 835-0930 H 
(575) 835-7130 W 
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"R&T Knox" 
<RST@cableone.nel> 

07/13/200904:12 PM 

To: Adrien Garcia 

To <NMSUNZIAPROJECT@BLM.GOV> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 45 Day comment period for opposing 500 Kilovolt . _ __ . 
Transmission Line - Attention Adrien Garc' " ~ .-.-.~'~ 'j --

\)ATi£I\~~lV&D 

It has come to my attention that today is the final day to submit comment 
concerning opinion on the proposed 500 Kilovolt Transmission Line that is being 
discussed for possible construction in the Klondyke area. 

My name is TelTY Salazar Knox and I live in Safford Arizona. My great 
grandfather was one of the earliest pioneers to settle in the beautiful Aravaipa 
Canyon around 1865. Until the late 1970's my family owned majority of the 
canyon from the west to the east end and the surrounding rim country totaling 32 
sections of deeded land. We are the family who in fact sold the longest stretch of 
the Aravaipa to the Defenders of Wildlife, which was one of the hardest decisions 
my family had to make in the 4 generations of ranchers that I represent. 

It would be a shame to place a blemish the magnitude of a 500 kilovolt 
transmission line on one of the few beautiful places left here in this part of the 
country. Surely, you must have a better alternative? 

CUlTently our families' down sized ranching operations, are headquartered near the 
Cottowood Cedar Springs area and although I do not have specifics for your 
proposed placement of this line, I could only imagine that it will directly or 
indirectly affect our ranching operation or those of our neighbors. 

In addition, it seems likely that historical sights in the area would also be 
en crouched upon. Isn't this line already parallel to Hwy 191? Would not 
following the interstate make more sense than cutting into primitive country? I 
challenge you to tap into the vast resources at your disposal to find a better 
solution than to cut into untouched lands. 

I strongly oppose the building of such a proposed line to the Klondyke/Aravaipa . 
area. 

A concerned citizen, 
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Terry Salazar Knox 
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Donald Heinze 
<donald_heinze@yahoo .com 
> 

0711312009 03:59 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc lindaheinze@ymail.com. friendsofwhitfield@live.com 

bcc 

Subject Zia Project Powerline 

Dear Sirs: I wi sh to comment on the subject powerline, but I must to describe 
my background first . I was associated with the BLM in one way of another 
(temporary employee. contractor. permanent employee) from 1959 to 1995. I am 
cognizant of the fact that most decisions regarding actions on BLM land are 
made BEFORE any environmental work takes place . Ex amples o f this are the 
Lewistown, Montana Dis trict Office and the Sun Deser t Nuclear Power Plant in 
the Cal ifornia Desert. I worked on both environment al assessments. The Soil 
Conservation Service soil survey advised not to put a large building in the 
proposed location in Lewistown. I pu t t his in t he EA, but I was ordered to 
remove it by then Lewistown District Manager J oe Gibson. Fortunately, the soil 
severy was wrong . I investigated the impact of the Sun Desert Powerline on the 
use of farm aircraft for seeding and spraying in Cal ifornia's very highly 
productive Imperial Valley. Aircraft people and 
University of California Extension people were, without exaggeration, 

violently against it. They said that large powerlines posed a "deadly hazard n 

t o l ow flying aircraft. At the same time I was inventorying burros with a 
helicopter on t he California Desert . I took specia l note on where the pilot 
crossed large powerlines . He always crossed them over the pylons because often 
we could not see the wires. (Farm a ircraft do not have this option.) I put 
this in the EA, which was subsequently send to the BLMs office in Washington, 
DC . When it came back. a person by the name of Mil ler had written B.S . 
(bulls---?) allover it . 
These are only two of the many times I have seen the BLM cover up facts to 
obey orders from Washington politicians and give t h e required lip service to 
NEPA . I fear the same t hing is happening with the Zia Project powerline . The 
comment period has been entirely too short. I suspect that the powerline is 
being ramroded through without proper comment time. The reason f or this is 
simple: There is fear in Washington that an h o nest environmental assessment 
wou l d show that the number of waterfowl deaths would be unacceptably high. 
Sincerely yours, Donald H. Heinze, Botanist and Wild Horse and Burro 
Spec ialist, Montana State Office , Re t ired. 

kjames
Text Box
0240



kjames
Text Box
0241



kjames
Text Box
0242



kjames
Text Box
0243



kjames
Text Box
0244

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0245



John Gerbracht 
<gjr38@qwestoffice.net> 

07/13/200902:57 PM 

Mr . Garcia: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sun Zia Transmission Project 

I live approximately 5 miles north of San Antonio, NM (US 380) and 
have never heard of this project until today. Members of the New Mexico 
Audubon Society and the Friends of the Bosque Del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge are extremel y concerned that such a power line project 
would adversely impact mi g ratory bird. and especially the Cranes and 
Geese migrating to the refuge from the north . The Bosque de l Apache 
Refuge is a very important part of the Na t ional Refuge System and a 
significant economic part of this part of New Mexico . I do not believe 
this project should go forward without a significant and in depth study 
of its likely imp act on the wildlife of this area . 

r also question the wisdom of s tringing the country with new power 
lines without a significan t effort at conservation in use of electrical 
resources. 

Sincerely: 
John R . Gerbracht. 

gjr38.vcl 
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Thomas Taylor To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 
<tn21 tay@comcast.net> 

07/13/2009 02:04 PM cc r,;;;;;;: .. ::;;-;:;. ft~'l{ \ 
bcc I"'. , 

DATE RECElvr.D 
Subject Power Line Comments 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I would like to add my voice to those who are concerned about the location and construction of the 
proposed high-voltage power lines through Central and Southern New Mexico. I understand that the 
lines will be to distribute "clean" power to Arizona from where it is generated by solar and wind 
sources in Texas. The ramping up of clean power is a must these days - but its production also has 
environmental consequences. In this instance I am concerned that the power lines (if above ground in 
the region of the Rio Grande River) will cross the important bird migration corridor there. This is 
especially true for the route proposed just north of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, 
which harbors large concentrations of migrating birds (geese and cranes) in the winter and is a major 
visitor attraction in New Mexico. 

Please, add my concerns to your planning decisions. It is important that this country develop its new 
energy infrastructure in as environmentally friendly a way as possible. Additionally, because of the 
large impact (and undoubtedly strong public response) this proposal is bound to have, I would like to 
request that the time for public comment be extended from the current date of July 13. 

Sincerely, 
Thomas N. Taylor 

Thomas N. Taylor 
2081 Plaza Thomas 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 
Phone: 505-424-3238 

505-660-0860 (cell) 
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"Robert M. McClure" To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 
<rmm@unidot.com> 

ee rr-
.~\l 07/13/200912:11 PM • bee DATE R2CElVED 

Subject Comment on the SunZia Project 

My comments are attac hed on your form. If simple text is preferred, 
here it is: 

Robert M McClure 
5363 N Cascabel Rd 
Benson, AZ 85602 

Please put me on your mailing list 
I have no objection to my personal informatino being used 
Please keep me informed on the EIS 

Leaving aside the question of whether it is a good idea to ship solar and wind 
power from New Mexico 460 miles to Arizona considering the power loss 
that will be 
incurred , there is a serious question the acceptability of some of 
t he possible routes . 

As you are undoubtedly aware of the storm raised by the prospect of having a 
major Interstate (110 Bypass) t hrough the San Pedro River Valley, I feel sure 
that you will not want to have this problem . Looking back over several of the 
route maps prepared by Sunzia in the past, it seems that some of the 
potential routes 
for the proposed line track the San Pedro River quite closely while 
others place the line 
several miles to the East. 

As a resident of the San Pedro River Valley, I can assure you that there will 
be considerable opposition to the routing of a SOOKV line anywhere near 
residences. I do feel, however, that a route at leas t 2-3 miles east of the 
river may well be acceptable. If the San Pedro route is chosen over routes 
much further to the east, I urge you to consider a route from the Winchester 
substation northwest that stays as far from existing homes as possible. 

Bob McClure eommenUo_blm.pdf 
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@QD~ 
TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
U.S. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Robert M McClure 
NAME 

5363 N Cascabel Rd 
ADDRESS 

Benson 
CITY 

COMMENTS: 

AZ 
STATE 

Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing list 

Withhold personal information"' 

85602 Receive notification of 
ZIP ErS aVailability? 

!lOy" DNo 

DYe, !lONo 

!lOYe, DNo 

Leaving aside the question of whether it is a good idea to ship solar and wind power from New Mexico 

460 miles to Arizona considering the power loss that will be incurred, there is a serious question the 

acceptability of some ofthe possible routes. 

As you are undoubtedly aware ofthe storm raised by the prospect of having a major Interstate (110 

Bypass) through the San Pedro River Valley, I feel sure that you will not want to have this problem. Looking 

back over several ofthe route maps prepared by Sunzia in the past, it seems that some ofthe potential 

routes for the proposed line track the San Pedro River guite closely while others place the line several miles 

to the East. 

As a resident ofthe San Pedro River Valley, I can assure you that there will be considerable opposition to 

the routing of a SOOKV line anywhere near residences. I do feel, however, that a route at least 2-3 miles east 

of the river may well be acceptable. If the San Pedro route is chosen over routes much further to the east, I 

urge you to consider a route from the Winchester substation northwest that stays as far from existing 

homes as possible. 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies ifcomments will be available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check 'YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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a.· .. , ·. -
Lexie Neonakis 
<Iexneon@yahoo.eom> 

07/13/200901:47 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Extension request re : Power Line Proposal 

As a concerned New Mexican, I would like to request an extension of the July 13th 
deadline so that the Refuge and interested parties can more fully evaluate alternate 
routes and other options for the power line proposal. 

thank you, 
Lexie Neonakis 
Albuquerque 
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"Margi Lucena " 
<marklucena@msn.com> 

07/13/200912:25 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

cc <marklucena@msn.com> 

bee 

Subject Sunzia southwest Transmission Project Objection! 

I am a resident of Socorro county, and have just been made aware of the massive power lines that will be 
built to run through the Rio Grande valley. White Plains Missle Range is not happy to have this project 
built anywhere on its 1/5 of the state of New Mexico .. and that there is a "preffered alternative site" which 
literally runs through my yard just north of San Antonio. (My house is only a few hundred feet north of the 
proposed path!) I cannot express how much harm this alternative would cause to my lifestyle, as well as 
the bigger, more important issues, such as environtal destruction of wilderness study areas (which the 
proposed path would destroy), the culteral impact, (there are at least 17 Indian Pueblo ruins located in the 
imediate area), the flight path of many thousands of Sandhill cranes which winter along this valley, and the 
effect it would have on the Bosque Del Apache National Wildlife Refuge just down the road. I am in favor 
of alternative energy use and persuing wind energy projects, but not at the cost of so much damage to the 
environment that this proposed "alernative path" would cause. 
We need more time to make people aware if this project. Like I said, I live right in it's path, and I was just 
made aware of the actual path today! I know there are many who have not heard of the plan and need to 
know! Please extend the time allowed for comments. 

Margi Lucena 
575·418·1630 
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Lisespargo @aol.com 

07/13/2009 12:24 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc friends@sdc.org 

bcc 

Subject Re: Friends of the Bosque del Apache NWR comment on 
SunZia proposal 

As a member of the Board of Directors for the Friends of Bosque Del Apache and a decades long 
supporter of this wonderful national resource, I strongly support the comments provided below. The 
Refuge staff and supporters are well aware of the need for ecologically sound energy use and have 
embarked on a long term plan for energy conservation at the refuge which I invite you to visit. While I 
support the development of alternative energy sources, such development can not be a zero sum game. 
Development must be measured and compatible with existing national resources like our wetlands and 
wildlife communities. As noted below, at the least I would request that the comment period be extended 
through August 31 sl. There are many, many questions that need to be answered. 

Lise Spargo 
912 Bursum PI.NW 
Socorro, NM 87801 

In a message dated 7/13/2009 9:50:26 A.M. Mountain Daylight Time, friends@sdc.org writes: 
On behalf of the Frjends of the Bosque del Apache Natjonal Wildlife Refuge, I would 
like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia 500kV 
transmission lines through San Antonio, and request that you extend the comment 
period until August 31 st. Following the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent 
meeting with Bosque del Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered 
questions as to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis Valley, I have 
witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to flocks of cranes under 
adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the demise of the reintroduced 
whooping crane population. Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) 
perpendicular to the daily flight path of many overwintering cranes is further 
complicating an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose since 
they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a location where many birds are 
flying higher on a longer migration jump; however, there is not enough data or time at 
this point to determine the best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom 
Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally the Friends 
would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate 
routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest corner of 
the range. This minimal use of military lands would be the most environmentally 
sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife 
corridor, and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, 
held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income generating 
event. The Refuge has an estimated economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. 
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Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the 
wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the area, there 
is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly you have 
heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a subset of them after 
the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as the largely uninformed citizens of 
San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose this route if they only knew about it. The 
Friends support our country's efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the 
Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project 
has limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route can be 
chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the White Sands 
Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental project when the impacts of this 
and future lines are considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the 
wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the 
time to do this right. 

Leigh Ann Vradenburg 
Executive Director 
Friends of the Bosque del Apache NWR 
P.O. Box 340 
San Antonio, NM 87832 
575-838-2120 

An Excellent Credit Score is 750. See Yours in Just 2 Easy Steps! 
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Mary McKereghan 
<savta52@hotmaii.com> 

To <nmsunziaprojeet@blm.gov> 

cc 
07/13/200912:15 PM 

bec I r~-- ;:5jt? 
I t .. -~.;. ~ 

DATE ~CEIVED 
Subject 

Dear Folks of the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, 

I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a route that passes through 
the Aravai pa Canyon. For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and reside there and 
the numerous people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged south-western beauty, I 
ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and consider the Southern Route or 
another route that is already developed with access roads and so forth . 

Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding landscape, but a health ha 
zard to the ranchers who have to work around them as they take care for their stock and the land 
their stock depends on. Residents are also concerned that the lines will pass too closely to the 
homes that they have occupied for many, many years. 

I personally treasure and enjoy this wilderness get-away and am very much in objection to the 
idea of putting in power Jines. This would be a devastating impact on this rural land we should be 
preserving. I realize that cutting costs is important however; in this case, I think the extra money 
spent will be well worth the preservation of this beautiful area. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Mary B. Switzer 

Windows LiVe'M Hotmail®: Spread the word when you add celeb photos to your e-mails. 
Check it out. 
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"Sally Allen" 
<wraskala@jps.net> 

07/13/200911:49 AM 

July 13, %009 

Dear Folks, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

CC '''MaryKay Brady'" <jmranch@vtc.net>, '''Bill Armendariz'" 
<barmendariz@demingheadlight.eom> 

bee 

Subject SunZiaProjeeLTransmission Lines 

I am a resident oS: Deming, New Mexico and wish to make several short: 
comments on the alternative energy transmission line project currently 
being discussed in our area. It has come to my attention that the lines are 
possibly going to cross the Bosque del Apache National WildliS:e ReS:uge 
north oS: us. Might I suggest that more time be given to assessing the 
situation up there? It is a sensitive wildliS:e migratory area that you are 
dealing with: Please consider ALL the alternatives and ramiiications to this 
project: beS:ore turning a shovel. 

Also, I'd like to put in my "vote" S:or the proposed, primary route oS: these 
transmission lines to be nort:h oS: our town oS: Deming. I've read that there is 
going to be some sort: oS: solar power array station or generating plant nort:h 
oS: the town. It makes sense that is: the lines need to go through this area at 
all; they should be nort:h oS: town S:or easy access near that solar power 
station. 

I am a proponent oS: wise energy use, be it oil, coal, nuclear, or alternative 
energy such as wind or solar. My husband and I also live here S:or the 
expansive, high desert: beauty oS: the area, as do many oS: the residents oS: our 
S:ine town. Might a port:ion oS: these lines be put underground? Could that be 
a consideration? Please keep the tourism aspect: oS: our little town oS: Deming 
in mind when making your decision about this project:. 

Thank you S:or your consideration in this matter, 
Sally Allen 
Deming, New Mexico 
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• 

"Harrison Shaffer" 
<pueonui@q.com> 

07/13/2009 11:48 AM 
Please respond to 
"Harrison Shaffer" 

<Harrison@Greensand.org> 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.90v> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Attached is a letter of comment on the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. 
The text of my letter is repeated below. 

* * * * * * * * * * * 
HaiTi son Shaffer 
Tucson, AZ 85728-5539 
pueonui @q.com 

Harrison L Shaffer III 

Post Office Box 65539 

Tucson, AZ 85728 

TO: The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
RE: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, Environmental Impact Statement 
Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Project process. I am writing as a private citizen familiar with the area for more than 35 years: 
Project Goal and Need . I favor the replacement of electrical generation from fossil fuel sources 
with electIical generation from renewable sources in the Southwest, but onl y if the large energy 
markets in thi s region are also subject to Iigorous conservation standards. I do not favor simply 
adding more energy production to compensate for growth and the lack of energy efficiency. Thus, 
I only favor the goal of this project if it is carried out in the context of rigorous residenti al and 
commercial energy conservation programs promoted by the Southwest Area Transmission Group 
and the power companies who would benefit from the SunZia Southwest project 
Objection to the Route Through the Aravaipa Wilderness Region and Adjacent Pristine 
Areas. It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa region wilderness areas, 
which include the wildlife connections associated with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro 
Wilderness areas, as well as the connections to the Graham Mountains. In addition , the San 
Pedro Ri ver valley option would destroy one of the last remaining waterways in the state and 
disturb the existing uses of agliculture and wildlife conservation there. These wildlife con'idors 
have been documented by the AIizona Game and Fish Commission and others. Much of the 
proposed "prefen'ed route" in this area has never had an infrastructure corridor, and much of it 
has never even had a dirt road. There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads 
and infrastructure, such as the alignment of U.S. Highway 60 or Interstate Highway 10. Running 
these power lines and the associated service road through the proposed regions is not necessary 
and is contrary to the conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. It sends the wrong 
corporate and governmental message to invade our dwindling wilderness areas with maj or 
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infrastructure projects, while claiming to pursue "green" goals, particularly when alternative 
routes are available. 
Reasonable Alternative Routes. As an alternative to the routes that pass through the wildlife 
corridor connecting the Aravaipa Wilderness Area with the Galiuro Wilderness Area, or the San 
Perdro River valley, I favor choosing a route that already has an existing access road and an 
existing infrastructure cOlTidor. 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
Sincerely, 
Harrison L. Shaffer ill 

E-mail: pueonui@q.com SurZiaLettel1.pdl 
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lareelarson@yahoo .com 

07/08/200902:04 PM 
Please respond to 

lareelarson@yahoo.eom 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

To NMSunZIAProjeel@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Proposed Power lines in Ariviapa Wilderness 

I recently in great dismay learned of this plan to put power lines through our canyon. 
My family resides along the planned route for this health hazard, and I hope to retire in this 
area. This canyon has long been valued for it's wilderness area and natural appearance. The 
addition of a huge power line would be a great health hazard for all who live in it's path, 
humans and wildlife. Also, in this small and long protected canyon the huge ugly towers 
would forever scar the peaceful, natural appearance of the wilderness area. Please do not ruin 
K10ndyke and the surrounding areas for those who live and vacation there. 
Surely there are more efficient ways for transferring power than ruining a primitive area, 
when you have already established power-lines outside the canyon. 
Please add me to your mailing list, as I am very concerning about this proposal to damage an 
area I live in and enjoy. 
Sincerely, 
Laree Larson 
la reelarson @yahoo.com 
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Philip Hedrick 
<PHILIP .HEDRICK@asu.edu 
> 

07/08/200902:23 PM 

COMMENT FORM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc "Philip Hedrick" <PHILlP.HEDRICK@asu.edu> 

bcc 

Subject Comment on SunZia Transmission Project 

[f." ~~ 
DATE RECEIVED 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

U. S. Department of Interior 

Bureau of Land Management 

New Mexico State Office 

Phil Hedrick 

92425 East Aravaipa Road 

Winkelman, AZ 85292 

(philip.hedrick@asu . edu) 

Add to mailing list Yes 

Withhold personal informat ion No 

Receive notification of EIS availabi lity Yes 

COMMENTS 

As a resident of Aravaipa Canyon, I am writing you to express my strong 
opposition to the transmission line route indicated as nProposed" by the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. This route cuts through more than 20 
miles of the Aravaipa Canyon watershed, crosses Aravaipa Creek on the east 
side of the Canyon, a nd bisects the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness administered by 
the Bureau of Land Managemen t t o the north and Ga liuro Wilderness in the 
Coronado National Fores t to the south. 

Aravaipa Creek is a perennial creek in the Sonoran Desert tha t fl ows through 
the wi l derness and the area in which the APOA members live. Aravaipa Creek is 
home to two federally threatened fish species , the spikedace and the loach 
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mi nnow, and is t he only waterway in Arizona s til l t o have all of its na tive 
fish species. Other species of special concern in the creek and nearby are 
four other fishes (longfin dace, roundtail chub, desert sucker, and Sonoran 
sucker), three bird species (yel low-billed c uckoo, gray hawk , and black hawk) , 
the desert tortoise, and the desert bighorn sheep. In other words, Arav a ipa 
Canyon and its watershed const i tute a unique environment and an ecologically 
sensitive area. In fact, the Arav aipa Canyon Wilderness has been called t he 
"crown jewel" of the wilderness areas administrated by BLM . 

Pro tect ion of the special aspects of this environment is a very high priority 
for APOA and the proposed transmission line route would threaten the Aravaipa 
Canyon Wilderness in a number of ways . 

(1) The proposed route would cross or c losel y parallel Aravaipa 
Creek on the east s i de o f the wilderness and cross t he Aravaipa Creek 
watershed for much of its l ength . Thi s could greatly alter water flow in the 
watershed and t he creek and destroy or alter habitat important to native 
species. 

(2) The proposed route would block the important wildlife 
corridor between the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness and the Galiuro Wilderness in 
t h e Coronado National Forest. This area is an essen t ial wildlife corridor for 
many animal s, such as desert bighorn sheep, black bears, mountain lions, and 
mu l e deer, and it connects these two ecologically pristine areas . Overall, 
approximately 50 miles of the proposed route would pass through or within one 
mi l e of areas determined to be environmentally sensitive, the largest number 
of miles in this category of all the t ransmission line routes, proposed or 
a l ternative . 

(3) The proposed r oute includes more than 15 miles of 
mountainous terrain, making const r uction qui te difficu l t, undu l y expensive, 
environmentally degrading, and v ery undesirable for maintenance . This 
di ffi cul t t errain is a major reason why t h ere are no roads or transmission 
lines presently crossing this area. 

Again, I state my strong oppos i tion to the proposed route, because o f t he 
great negative impact it would have on t his ecologically sensitive area . As a 
result, I strongly urge you to remove this route from any further 
consideration as a route for t he transmission l ine. As an alternative, I 
support a route that has existin g road access, existing transmission lines, 
and is not envi ronmen t ally sensitive. 
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"Jeff Elkins" To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> -..:-- .... :", ~ 1 

~ • 
<pelkins 7@cox.net> 

07/08/200903:03 PM 
cc 

bce 
C" ,·~:n.\·/ 

'~~ t:. .'#, _ ., 
,." ""<'IHh'~ DATE 1~~"'" v~u 

Subject The Sunset Mountain 

To whom it may concern, 

In reg<mIs to the Sunset Mountain area that is being considered ICll' the installaton of the 
powerlines. This area has been practically undisturbed for many years. It was the special Gm1ping 
site of a very inOuential minister named "Villi,un Br<mh;ml back in the 50s and 60s. 
To me and my church and many other churches around the world, we have gone there 
periodically over the past 40 ye,u's to pray and seek 
a closer walk with God. It is a very special place. A very, velY special place. And one reason why it 
has remained so special is that it has remained undisturbed. "Ve employ you that you would please 
leave this special place as it is for the sake of the hundreds of people that 
think of it as a place to retreat and draw closer to God. Many of ns have had wonder/ill spiritual 
experiences at this special place and we ask 
that you please not take this alVay !i'Oln us. r understand how stmge this may seem, but we know 
there isn't much time so we feel a sense 
of desperation to let you know. Th;mk you for your time and consideration in this maller. 

Sincerely 
Jell' Elkins 
96,10 E Birchwood Ave 
Mesa, AZ 85208 

-
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<asalcido 4@cox.net> 

07/08/200903:14 PM 

To Whom it may concern : 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Mount SunsetiSunZia Project 

.--- -
i. ,'. ., ... ~' 
l '. <!t' ":', \ 
DA IT }?,~'mv .,' [) 

-" 
I am greatly disturbed to find out ,that a very special, sacred and beautiful 
land is being taken into consideration for a project that will run two 
paral l el five hundred thousand vo l t transmission lines through it. The very 
idea is apalling to me. This land ,that the SunZia project might affect , has 
strong ties to my religious beliefs. Pl ease, I implore you to understand and 
erect the power l ines to an alternative route, so that the ranchers, 
believers , and many around the wor l d who have visited this sacred place, may 
stil l be abl e to do so in the future. 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Respectfully, 
Annabel Sa l cido 
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a ... 
• 

lynda gordon 
<go lynda @gmail.eom> 

07/08/2009 04:43 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bce 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, Environmental 
Impact Statement 

r
~-~·-=: -:-. 

. .. . "" J 
>.' ~l~'·· ' 

____ . ;,;. d. "d • ~ 

DATE RSCEl 'If]) To: The u.s. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 

I favor the replacement of electrical generation from fossil fuel sources with electrical generation 
from renewable sources in the Southwest, but only if the large energy markets in this region are 
also subject to rigorous conservation standards. I do not favor simply adding more energy 
production to compensate for growth and the lack of energy efficiency. Thus, I only favor the 
goal of this project if it is canied out in the context of rigorous residential and commercial energy 
conservation programs promoted by the Southwest Area Transmission Group and the power 
companies who would benefit from the SunZia Southwest project. 

It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa region wildemess areas, which 
include the wildlife connections associated with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro 
Wildemess areas, as well as the connections to the Graham Mountains. These wildlife conidors 
have been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and others. Much of the 
proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had an infrastructure conidor, and much of it 
has never even had a dirt road. There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads 
and infrastructure. Running these power lines and the associated service road through the 
Aravaipa region is not necessary and is contrary to the conservation aspect of the Renewable 
Energy Standards. It sends the wrong corporate and governmental message to invade our 
dwindling wilderness areas with major infrastructure projects, while claiming to pursue "green" 
goals, particularly when alternative routes are available. 

As an altemative to the routes that pass through the wildlife corridor connecting the Aravaipa 
Wilderness Area with the Galiuro Wilderness Area, I favor choosing a route that already has an 
existing access road and an existing infrastructure con-idOL 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Lynda Gordon 
Tucson, AZ 
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~. 
Donna Moulton To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
<donna .Iee .moulton@gmail .c 
am> cc 

r~-" 
07/08/200905:33 PM bcc 

,. ';[l! 
~_ ~~3. 4 

Subject SunZia Project DA TE ~CElVED 

I am opposed to the construction of high power electricity transmission wires near the San Pedro 
River. I expect that all alternatives will be considered, and the environmental impacts of this 
route will be weighed as heavily as the political considerations. 

The San Pedro River is a treasure that must be appreciated as a wildlife conidor and source of 
tOUlism revenue. Please don't destroy it for some short sighted power scheme. 

Donna Moulton, ABR, CRS, GRI 
Associate Broker 
Realty Executi ves Southern Arizona 
1745 E River Rd # 245 
Tucson, AZ 85718 

520-909-1171 Cell Phone 
888-596-9087 Toll Free to Cell Phone 

blog: www.SweetDesertHome.com 
travelogue: www.AWaltzinMatilda.blogspot.com 
Exceeding Your Expectations! 
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~.<. .. ' , 

. . 

Cynthia Lawrence 
<cdever9@gmail .com> 

07/08/2009 05:58 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ce 

bec 

Subject Re: mailing list 

Also are you guys going to buy up our property if we are in the way? 
what happens if our property is just outside of the way? 

.-, .. r
~~· ;;;0, 

. ;'-G ~ - .:o...l.,., t;1.-. 
DA IE RECEIVED 

I wish the line would go down along the Whites Sands property instead of along 380 in San 
Antonio. The area will lose it's tourism appeal with a hulking power line in it. Power lines reduce 
property value. I have lived under them many years when I was to poor to rent a better place. 

Thanks for your consideration and for answering my two questions above, 
Cyndie Dever 
75 Bosquecito Rd 
San Antonio, NM 87832 
575-5 17-0480 
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Phyllis/Ena 
<asuccess 2@comcast .net> 

07/08/200907:36 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Proposed powerlines 

Absolutely and positively do NOT build your 500 kV transmission line through 
central NM!!! The irreparable damage to one of the state's treasured 
natural resources, the wintering bi r ds at the Bosque del Apache is 
unimaginable ! This cannot be allowed to happen. There must be alternate 
routes more suitable for this powerline. Extend the dead line so that 
further and more extensive s t udy can be made to prevent this terrible 
decision to ruin more of NM ' s wildlife ! Than k you, Ena Sroa t , Trinidad, CO 
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Greetings, 

straussfe@aol.com 

07108/200908:54 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Transmission lines 

I have learned that the BLM proposes to allow high voltage transmission lines to run near and 
along the Rio Grande near the Bosuqe del Apache National Wildlife Refuge and in other areas 
used by migrating birds. This idea is a travesty! Not only would it violate Federal law but it 
could seriously impact the birds and the hugely lucrative tourist business in these areas. 

EVERY eff0l1 should be made to run these lines somewhere other than along migration routes or 
better yet, put them underground. We already have far too many dangerous and ugly towers and 
lines in this beautiful state -- let's not make another blunder. 

Thank you. 

Kim Straus 
2951 Viaje Pavo Real 
Santa Fe NM 87505 

Popular laptop deals plus free shipping! 

kjames
Text Box
0266



Cfwismer@aol.com 

07/08/2009 09:45 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

~. - -; 
t· ~. 'h 
l ~.:.";':. :-~ 

DA TE R:'::CElVED 

Subject Bosque del Apache affected by transmission lines 

To whom it may concern: 

I am concerned about 2 proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines 
through south and central New Mexico. The lines will transfer energy produced through 
wind and solar generators east of the Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge to areas in 
southern Arizona. The transmission route requires crossing the Rio Grande, and the 
proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north of the Refuge. 
This proposal transects the flight path used by migratory birds including the sandhill 
cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up and down the river valley. Bird strikes 
and impacts to the rural farming community are of great concern, not to mention the 
degradation of the viewscape of the refuge and Socorro valley (an important resource 
to the ecotourism of the area). Alternate routes take the powerlines across the river 
between the Refuge and Hatch, New Mexico and along the boundary of White Sands 
Missile Range. These routes go through Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
Wilderness Study Areas. Although one of these southern routes may be preferred due 
to the apparent lesser impact on the birds, there is not enough data available to make 
such an important statement at this time. 

I am requesting an extension of the deadline for public comment so that the 
Refuge and interested parties can more fully evaluate alternate routes and 
options such as line burial. I understand The Refuge is likewise requesting a 
formal extension from the BlM because there is not enough data available at this 
time to formalize a preferred plan. 

Thank you for your consideration , 

Chris Wismer 

************** 

Looking for love this summer? Find it now on AOL Personals. ( 
http://personals.aol.coml?ncid=emlcntuslove00000003) 
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Anne Beckett 
<annebeckett@yahoo .com> 

0710912009 11 :53 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

r;o- ~-.".:;-
L ~ .~'.~. 
DATE R2CElVED 

Subject EXTEND DEADLINE RE: Proposed high capacity 500 
kilovolt (kV) transmission lines through soulh and central 
New Mexico 

Cons ider t his a formal request by a private citizen of New Mexico that the 
deadline for deciding where to place two high-capacity transmission lines 
through south and centra l New Mexico be extended. 

All citizens of New Mexico should be provided information regarding this 
proposed project and given an opportunity to speak regarding it, not just 
citizens living near proposed locations. This is because the impact of this 
pro j ect will go beyond those l ocations. In particular, in no way should 
energy l ines impact the migratory paths of birds that depend upon the Bosque 
del Apache for wintering over, breeding, summer respite, etc . 

Thank you, 

Anne E . Beckett 
10 Cerrado Rd 
Santa Fe, NM 87508 
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bogdan 117@vzw.blackberry .n 
et 

07/09/2009 12'08 PM 
Please respond to 

bogdan117@vzw.blaekberry.n 
et 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Transmission lines near Bosque del Apache 

Please extend the comment period deadline regarding this project. In 
addition, please send me literature with detailed information on the purpose 
and expected outcomes along with the staff alternatives (including routes) . I 
would also like to receive information on publicly proposed a l ternatives. 

Sincerely, 
Del ores Brandon 
Sent from my Veri zan Wireless BlackBerry 
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Susan Oviatt 
<susanovia@sbeglobal.net> 

07/09/200902:13 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject concerns about power line corridor 

r--. .. --:-:-.-.. ~. - - .. _. 
! '. .~' I 
!. ... -- ... '",' 

DATE R2CEIVED I 
'------__ .J 

I have recently learned that there are plans to locate a high voltage electric line corridor in the 
vicinity of the Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge. I am very concerned about the impacts of this 
corridor on the wildlife at the Bosque and to fatmers and ranchers in the nearby communities. I urge 
you to extend the public comment period so that adequate information can be anylzed and a good 
solution, with positive outcomes for all , can be realized. 
Sincerely, 
Susan Oviatt 

Susan E. Oviatt 
314-971-3696; 785-776-0801 
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(t ..... ' .. , .. 
' :" , I . . 

"Gordon Whiting" 
<GordonW@Kaibab.Com> 

07/09/2009 02: 18 PM 

To Whom It May Concern, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Power Lines 

I am the owner of the Flying Diamond Ranch at Klondyke, AZ. 
Be advised that I'm adamantly opposed to the construction of high tension power lines any where 
in the AravaipaiKlondyke area. There must be other better routes. 
G K Whiting 

This email comlllunicatioll alld allY attachments may cOlltail! proprietary, confidential, or privileged information. IJyou are not tlte intended 
recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this email in error and that allY review, disclosure, dissemillation, distribution or 
copying of it or ils COil tents is prohibited. The sender does /lot waive cOlljidelltiality or allY privilege by lIIistransmissioll. If you have received 
this email ill error, please notify the sender immediately, delete this emoi/. and destroy all copies and ally attachments. 
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James Seith 
<scseith@mac.com> 

07/09/2009 02:35 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bec 

Subject Proposed Power Lines Through/Near Bosque del Apache 
Wildlife Refuge 

Let me add my voice to the opposit ion to t his plan with its obvious 
inten t for future expansion. The impact on the flyways used by the 
migratory birds t hat have been using this area for a lmost 80 years is 
unknown . Every effort must be made to find an alternate path for t his 
project . 

James Seith 
Friends of Bosque del Ap ache 
Washington, DC 
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"Ingle, Josephine A ." 
<INGLEJA@uwee.edu> 

07109/2009 02:38 PM 

Dear Sir or Madame : 

To "NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov" <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ce 

bee 

Subject transmission lines crossing near Bosque del - . a"'e=e"-,,,-=~c.~~=r=~---' 

t· ! ' ~~JG)O 
--~~. 

DATE R2CElVED 

I am writing as a concerned citizen. It is my understanding that two proposed 
high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines will transfer energy 
produced through wind and solar generators east of Bosque del Apache, to areas 
in southern Arizona. It is clear that there is every intent to expand use of 
the corridor o nce it is established . Though I certainly approve o f producing 
energy via wind and solar power, I am very much opposed t o the proposed 
transmission corridor that follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north 
of the Refuge . This proposal transects the flight path used by migratory 
birds including the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks t hat travel up and 
down the river valley. Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming 
community are of great concern, not to mention the degradation of the 
viewscape of the refuge and Socorro valley (an important resource to the 
ecotourism of the area). Alternate routes take the powerlines across the 
river between the Refuge and Hatch. New Mexico and along the boundary of White 
Sands Missile Range . These routes go through Bureau of Lan d Management (BLM) 
Wilderness Study Areas. Although one of t hese southern routes may be 
preferred due to the apparent lesser impact on the birds, there is not enough 
data avai lable to make such an important statement at this time. 

Therefore, I am requesting an extension of the July 13 deadline for comment to 
allow the Refuge and interested parties to more fully evaluate alternate 
routes and opt ions such as line burial. The Bosque de l Apache was a highlight 
for us when we first came to New Mexico and has remained a destination for us 
since we moved to Las Cruces in 2006. I would also like to note that we have 
had friends who visited who listed the Bosque as one of their major stopping 
points in New Mexico. Please allow time for a thorough scientific study of 
the environmental impacts of t he proposed transmission lines. 

Thank you. 
Jo Ingle 
1 610 Neleigh Drive 
Las Cruces. NM 88007 
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Judith Todd 
<jtodd@csudh.edu> 

07/09/200902:43 PM 

To "NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov" <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 
[ -:'"" . :> iv t 

I ;;;~ 
Power Lines through Bosque del Apache NWR DATE'~,c ' 

~CElVEL 

A public comment on proposed power line corridor through or near the Bosque 
del Apache NWR: Please count me as strongly opposed. My family and I visit 
this area every year and treasure its natural beauty. Power lines over the Rio 
Grande and through San Antonio would certainly spoil this natural beauty that 
my family uses for spiritual renewal. Such a power line corridor may well have 
negative impacts on migrating birds, as well . Please consider alternative 
corridors, preferably through areas that are already developed and less 
natural. 
Judy Todd 
408 Jade Cove 
Seal Beach, CA 90740 
562-760-1475 
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Jack Oviatt 
<joviatt@k-state.edu> 

07/09/200902:53 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Fwd: Imminent Threat to Bosque del Apache Wildlife- Power 
Line Proposal 

Please extend the deadline for public comment on the proposed powerlines that 
would cross the Rio Grande near Bosque del Apache . 

Jack Oviatt 
Manhattan, KS 

--- On Thu, 7/9/09, Friends of the Bosque <friends@sdc.org> wrote : 

From: Friends of the Bosque <friends@sdc.org> 
Subject: Imminent Threat to Bosque del Apache Wildlife- Power Line Proposal 
To : "Leigh Ann Vradenburg " <friends@sdc . org> 
Date : Thursday, July 9, 2009, 3:02 PM 

(I apologize for any duplicate emails sent.) 

Friends - NOTE DEADLINE JULY 13 , Please read on .. . 

The Friends of the Bosque, Bosque del Apache NWR, private citizens, 
conservation groups, and other federal, state and local agencies, are 
concerned about 2 proposed high capacity 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines 
through south and central New Mexico. The lines will transfer energy produced 
through wind and solar generators east of here, to areas in southern Arizona . 
It is c l ear that there is every intent to expand use of the corridor once it 
is established . The transmission route requires crossing the Rio Grande, and 
the proposed corridor follows Highway 380 through San Antonio just north of 
the Refuge . This proposa l transects the flight path used by migratory birds 
including the sandhill cranes, snow geese, and ducks that travel up and down 
the river valley . Bird strikes and impacts to the rural farming community are 
of great concern, not to mention the degradation of the viewscape of the 
refuge and Socorro valley (an important resource to the ecotourism of the 
area). Alternate routes take the powerlines across the river between the 
Refuge and Hatch, New Mexico and along the boundary of White Sands Missile 
Range. These routes go through Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Wilderness 
Study Areas. Although one of these southern routes may be preferred due to the 
apparent lesser impact on the birds, there is not enough data available to 
make such an important statement at this t ime . 

The public comment period for this project ends Monday, July 13, 2009. First 
and foremost, the Friends of the Bosque are urging everyone to request 
extension of this deadline so that the Refuge and interested parties can more 
fully evaluate alternate routes and options such as line burial. The Refuge is 
likewise requesting a formal extension from the BLM because there is not 
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Wallace Heitman 
<wallaceheitman @yahaa.ca 
m> 

07/09/200903:36 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gav 

cc Friends@sdc.arg 

bcc 

lt~i! 
DATE RECEIVED 

Subject Proposed transmission lines which will cross the Rio Grande 
River neat Bosque del Apache 

Dear Sirs/Madams: As a Fliend of Bosque Del Apache, Wildlife Reserve at San 
Antonio, New Mexico and pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act, I 
earnestly request the extension of the Public Hearing Period concerning these 
transmission lines, such period scheduled to end July 13 coming. More time is needed 
to study the matter. Thank you for your consideration. 

Wallace Heitman, JD 
Retired FBI Agent and Attorney 
Residence: 16010 Chalfont Place, Dallas, TX 75248 
Email: Wallaceheitman@yahoo.com 
Tel: 214-773-1211 
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Richard Mannis 
<taosman@me.com> 

07/09/200903:19 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Transmission Line Public Comment Extension. 

There are two proposed high voltage transmission lines going through New Mexico in the San Antonio 
area. 

Public comment has a deadline of July 13,2009. This deadline is far too short for making a reasonable 
publ ic comment. 
I am requesting an extended date for public comment. 

My impression of these two transmission lines at this point is negative. They would be directly in the 
path 
of sand hill cranes and snow geese flyways and have the potential to cause strike strikes and impact these 
birds in 
other ways not yet known. This is why we need more time for public comment. 

The Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge is very close to the proposed route. It harbors 
thousands of birds over the winter 
months. The Refuge is one of the most important wildlife areas in the United States and indeed the 
world. It needs to be protected 
in every way poss ible. Please consider this, and as a first step, extend the public comment period so that 
all parties may present their 
case. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Richard D. Mannis 
2754 Mystic Drive 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48103 
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"gcrane" 
<gcrane@soulhweslernpower 
.com> 

07/09/200903'54 PM 
Please respond 10 

gcrane@soulhweslernpower.c 
om 

To "Adrian Garcia" <Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov> 

cc "Mickey Siegel" <msiegel@epgaz.com>, "Tom Wray" 
<twray@southweslernpower.com> 

bcc 

Subject Fw: comment on proposed SunZia transmission line project 

Sent from my Verizon Wireless BlackBerry 

-----Original Message-----
From: !fLee J Rickard" <lrickard@unm.edu> 

Date: Thu, 09 Jul 2009 15:25:01 
To: <gcrane@southwesternpower.com>i <kroese@cableone.net> 
Subject: comment on proposed SunZia transmission line project 

Gentlemen, 

I want to thank you again for your graciously taking the 
time to discuss our concerns about potential RFI issues 
between the Long Wavelength Array and the proposed SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project. I thought you would be 
interested in seeing the comment that I sent in to the 
BLM, in the spirit of encouraging further communication. 

If you are interested in checking out the LWA further, I 
draw your attention to our web pages, at 
http:// 1wa.urum.edu 

Thanks again, 

Lee J Rickard 

~ 
090709 LWA Comments on RFllrom Proposed SunZia Power LinesV2.doc 
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Sharon Johnson 
<slj5271@hotmail.com> 

07/061200906:47 PM 

Dear Friends: 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

ec 

bee 

Subject High Tension Wire Projeet 

I am highly oppossed to your tension wires running through the Sunset Mountain area. 

Thousands and thousands of Christian believers across the United States and from around 
the world believe this area to be sacred. To us, it is considered nothing less than Holy 
Ground . 

Please, with utmost respect, find another area to run these wires - an area that is already 
developed. 

Sincerely, 

Sharon Johnson 
4517 W. Crivello Ave. 
Laveen, AZ 85339 

Insert movie times and more without leaving Hotmail@. See how. 
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Kerri Hays 
<kerrihays 62@yahoo.com> 

07/06/200909:40 PM 

Attention Adrian Garcia, 

To NMSunZIAProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

:- -li1~{=-1 
DA TE j;al{.W~:I'} 

L-________ ~_ ii 

Subject Proposed Power Lines to go through Arivipa Canyon 

I have leamed of the proposal to put high powered power lines through the pristine wildemess area 
in the Alivipa Canyon near Klondike AZ. 

I wish to passionately object to thi s proposal! To desecrate such a valuable resource of natural 
wonder would be a crime of epic proportions! I grew up out there, and some of my family still reside 
in the area! We do not wish to see the march of quote modem advancements glinding there way 
across the beautiful and pristine land that provides abundant habitat for numerous wild life and birds, 
along with the ranch animals that enjoy a healthy alternative to a feed lot existance on the open 
ranges out there. 

I have read many studies involving the dangerous affects of the EMF fields generated by these high 
powered power lines. I do not want to see this harmful monstrousity marching across my native 
home! 

I understand that the power to be used is green power, which is admirable, but to put it through the 
Arivipa wi lderness area would be very harmful to the habitat there which would negate any benefit 
deri ved from the green power. 

May I suggest as an altemative route the southem route that runs near Willcox AZ, about 55 to 60 
miles from your proposed route. The towers are all ready in place, and a great deal of money could 
be saved by utilizing this place. The light of way is also already established on that route. 

I woullike to be added to your mailing list to hear of the desisions made regarding thi s project. 

Thank you sincerely for your time and considering my objections to this project. 

Sincerely, 

KelTi Hays Trask 
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"Ron & Mary Beebe" 
<rm@beebes .com> 

07/07/2009 02:00 PM 

To whom it may concern, 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sunset Mountain Project 

fL
~r.=. -c::-,' 
r . ~ .', 

.. ~.' ~ l' 
, ,~ ...... 

DATE RGCEIVED 

I am very disturbed over hearing of the possible development of the land going through Sunset 
Mountain. 
These lines could be put thru an alternative route so as not to disturb the natural beauty and wildlife. 
We need to protect these natural areas that are left for our upcoming generations. There are too many 
of 
these beauties being destroyed and there are not very many of them left. I just wanted to voice my 
opinion 
and give my strongest protest against this action. I am praying that the Lord will change your decision. 

Thank you, 
A Concerned Citizen 
Mr. Ronald Beebe 
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Austin SPALDING 
<feedatree@msn.com> 

07/07/200907:39 PM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

n-·~- ---:.-' . ,'" .. ' ... 
, -;)",I~ 

t. :.» ..... :.iI.I t.:~ . 
DATE RECEIVED 

Subject Sunset Mountain or powerline between Eloy and Socorro . 

Please leave our wilderness alone. This place has a special significance to very many people 
all around the world . There was a man by the name of William Branham that God blessed in 
this wilderness . He spoke of su pernatural experiences at this place. The account of what 
happened he spoke of many times on tape. The tapes have been sent around the world, and 
many of his followers still visit this place today just to see where God showed himself in a 
supernatural way to His servant. This includes people from all over the world. You can find 
out more about William Branham here: www.branham.org. The sermon he preached 
entitled, "What is the Attraction On The Mount" explains what exactly happened there. 

I am not asking or even expecting you to believe what Brother Branham has said, but you 
should know that any type of development in this area would hurt and disappoint many 
many more people than you probably know or could ever have estimated. Not withstanding 
the fact that the reason for putting the power lines there is only to save money. I have 
hiked that country and I would be willing to bet it would be far easier for you to keep the 
power lines in a place that has already been developed if not just a little bit more expensive. 

Hopefully this little note will just make this company rethink its values not only for the 
people who hold this certain place dear to their hearts, but also for the beautiful nature that 
is there. We can make electricity but we can not recreate such pristine wilderness. Thank 
you if you have read this far. I'll be praying that this company makes the right decision . 

-Austin Spalding, 24 year Arizona Native 
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"Norm H." 
<stormin 7@frontiernet.net> 

07/07/200910:40 PM 

To Whom This Concerns, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject High Tension Wire Route 

r;:;. i,. 6' (j 
L~ ~.~t..~~, 

DATE RECEIVED 

I am writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa Canyon, but the many people that 
enjoy the rugged beauty of this remote area. I personally do not live there but have a sincere interest in 
keeping this unique area as natural as possible. 
My family has a ranch that will be directly impacted by the proposed power line route. My 

family and I have taken great pride bringing guests to this area ofthe United States that is truly 
one ofthe last great places ofthe old west. It is a true show piece of Arizona . We are now 
three generations that enjoy the beauty of Aravaipa Canyon with the vision of many more to 
come. 
I worry not only about the detrimental visual affect that the proposed high tension line will 

produce but also about the health and safety for those that will now be exposed. Construction 
and right of ways to support this project will not have a positive effect on the environment or 
the people of Aravaipa that will have to live with this result the rest of their lives in my opinion. 

While the cost of a project is always a major contributor to the development decision, I feel 
that using the current established Southern route is in everyone's interest. This is a great 
opportunity to put environment above cost savings. We should have learned by now that while 
we can produce new energy, we cannot create new land like the Aravaipa Canyon. 

Thank You For Your Time, 
Norman Holcomb & Family 

Elko, Nevada 
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Eric Bear Albrecht 
<presto@roastbusters .org> 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 
, 

••• '" J ~ ~. 07/07/200909:15 PM 
bcc DATE RECEIVED 

Subject SunZia SW project comments 

I attended the Socorro seoping session and I strongly prefer that the 
line run down the edge of the White Sands Missi le Range lands and then 
cut across to the west at the southern end of the alternative route, or 
(my lesser preference) cut across between the two WSAs . Running along 
380 through the heart of San Antonio is not acceptable . 

Eric K. Albrecht 
PO Box 422 
1772 Main St. (NM Rt 1) 
San Antonio, NM 87832 
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James Harvey 
<gnvtaxidermy@yahoo .com> 

07108/2009 08: 18 AM 

Subject: High Tension Wire Route 

To Whom This Concerns, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject power line 

'-~r~ 

.~:;" .~ ~'ol 
~. " i.f . 

~~~tr_-"', 

DATER.2CEJVU. 

I am writing to you on behalf of not only the residents of Aravaipa Canyon, but the many people that enjoy 
the rugged beauty of th is remote area. I personally do not live there but visited many times and have a 
sincere interest in keeping this unique area as natural as possible. We can not create a more beautiful 
natural areas and surely need to protect those we stil l have. This area is rugged, beautiful and scenic with 
a few ranches in the valley which adds to the old dry western facade. A power line and it's easement will 
do nothing to enhance this Western heritage which is also an entrance to one of our designated National 
wonders. 

I worry not only about the detrimental visual affect that the proposed high tension line will 

produce but also about the health and safety for those that will now be exposed. Construction 
and right of ways to support this project will not have a positive effect on the environment or 

the people of Aravaipa Canyon that will have to live with this result the rest of their lives as will 

the rest of the US citizens who have occasion to visit the area. 

While the cost of a project is always a major contributor to the development decision, I feel 

that using the current established Southern route is in everyone's interest. This is a great 

opportunity to put environmental concerns above cost savings. We should have learned by 

now that while we can produce new energy, we cannot create new land like the very unique 

Aravaipa Canyon area. 

Thank You For Your Time 

James and Mary Harvey 
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"JILL TIGUE" 
<jill_arizonaskyz@msn.com> 

07/08/2009 09:27 AM 

To whom it may concern: 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> r
-'Y~qo-~" . 
'.' . 

~. ~ .~~.~: 
cc DATE R:2CUV L;) 

bcc 

Subject 110 bypasslTension wires-Sunset MTN 

This email is in reference to Sunset Mtn, in Tucson, Az, and the tension wires that will 
possibly be put there. This is a deep concern to many of us, as this Mountain has great 
significance to us. Many special things have happened up at this mountain and we make many 
trips there to pray, rejoice in the Lord, and learn of all the things that were experienced there 
many years ago. Every year, a group of Brothers from church go up there to camp and fellowship. 
Many people come from all over the world to learn of the supernatural experiences that have 
happened there. It has always been a very sacred place for the believers of Jesus Christ. Please 
take this into consideration when making plans to put the wires or bypass there. We will pray that 
God will guide you all as you make this decision. Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Jill Tigue 
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john bertrand 
<john_bertrand@hotmail ,com 
> 

07/13/200905:22 PM 

To <nmsunziaprojeet@blm,gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Proposed Sun-Zia transmission line 

I respectfully request that the public comment period for the proposed SunZia SOOkv 
transmission line through San Antonio, NM be extended until August 31. Power lines are a 
serious hazard to migrating birds, and the proximity of this proposed route to Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge and a major migration corridor for neotripic birds is a 
matter of concern, It appears that an alternate route passing through a remote portion of 
White Sa nds Missile Range can have minimal impact on the operation of the Missile Range 
and could mitigate the impact the proposed route will have upon the Bosque del Apache, the 
Rio Grande migratory corridor and nearby Wilderness Study Areas, An extended period for 
inquiry and additional public comments will provide time to assemble information and help 
to select a route which may have a less deleterious impact on the wildlife and economic 
interest on the Rio Grande corridor, 

Further, at this time when energy corridors are being explored all across the country, has 
the integration of the SunZia line into other ex isting and proposed corridors been fully 
explored? I would like to see these issues addressed with the public as well before a final 
decision on the SunZia routing is made. Many thanks for your careful consideration of an 
extended period for inquiry and comment. 

--John Bertrand 

Windows Live'M Photos: it's easy to store and manage your photos online. See how. 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

NAME ' 

ADDRESS 

CITY ~ 

COMMENTS: 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

STATE . ZIP 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

0?garuzation elf aHElicabr.} 

A:tltl to maillng list 

Withhold p:.ersona1information· [jJ¥es 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

ElNo 

l!D1'Io 

*Copies if comments will be available for public review at the loca! BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check 'YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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July 9, 2009 

I am a landowner in the Cascabel region of the San Pedro River Valley, and a board member of 
the Cascabel Working Group. An alternative route for the proposed SunZia transmission lines 
runs through our valley. I support alternative energy sources which these lines purport to carry, 
primarily for their reduced environmental impact. But it would be counter that concern to 
negatively impact one ofthe most environmentally critical areas in the southwest. 

Contrary to your poster of the Biological Resources and Cultural and Paleontological 
Opportunities and Constraints on display at the scoping sessions, the San Pedro Valley is not a 
"low" area of concern. The Bureau of Land Management (ELM), The Bureau of Reclamation, 
The Nature Conservancy (INC), Pima County, Center for Desert Archaeology and others have 
invested heavily here because they recognize it as an area of critical environmental and cultural 
concern. And it is not just the mainstem San Pedro River; scientists have become more cognizant 
of how ecosystems work together, and how fragmentation depletes their sustain ability. These are 
points that the Cascabel Working Group (CWG) and its extensive network of support made in 
opposition to the proposed 1-\0 bypass route - that followed a nearly identical path as SunZia's 
proposal - which eventually won over the Arizona Department of Transportation to drop it. 

The scenic impact of the transmission lines cutting through this largely unfragmented landscape 
is not negligible, but it is only the fIrst order of objection. Of more concern is the impact that 
access roads and maintenance will impart. Roads to the towers would have enormous negative 
impacts in this fragile desert and serve to carve up the relatively pristine landscape. Towers will 
of necessity be on high points that will require steep inclines which erode badly with each 
monsoon season. They will in turn wash sediment into the streams, such as Hot Springs and 
RedfIeld, which are home to seven species of native fIsh - the most endangered class of animals 
in Arizona. Roads will invite trespass by off road vehicles. Controlled burns for grassland 
enhancement performed by BLM and INC in the area will be compromised. The clearing 
required beneath the transmission line rows will further impact native flora and fauna. 

I wish to make clear that this is not a NIMBY concern. It is a "Not In Our Environmentally 
Critical Areas" concern. The CWG opposed the 1-10 bypass despite the fact that many would 
have profIted from increased property values and easier access. A group of neighbors, of which I 
am a part, recently donated some 1700 acres of conservation easements to INC, through which 
the proposed SunZia route map passes. Locals are educated about the specialness of this area, 
and are willing to give of their time and resources to protect it. 

I would recommend that this route through the San Pedro River Valley, as well as other areas of 
environmental concern such as the Aravaipa route, be dropped from consideration. If SunZia is 
to be a truly environmentally friendly project, it should follow existing highways and pipelines 
which are already infrastructure sacrifIce areas. 

Sincerely, 

(J~J) f1-k--
Daniel Baker 
6146 N. Canyon Rd. 
Benson, AZ 85602 
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Cascabel Clayworks 
5360 N. Teran Road 
Benson, AZ 85602 
 
July 9, 9009 
 
The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street 
Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 
 
 
Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project process: 
 
Dear Mr. Garcia; 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the siting of new transmission lines. No 
doubt some will be needed as we prepare to use renewable sources of energy, which we 
must do because we now realize the cumulative fiscal and environmental consequences 
of depending on non-renewable and polluting sources. 
 
As we recognize the problems associated with past policies and approaches to energy 
generation and switch to more sustainable sources, now is the time to also designate 
environmentally sustainable utility corridors for this alternative energy. This point is 
extremely important and easily overlooked if we continue to conduct “business as usual” 
and let the economic and political factors override ecologic considerations. 
 
I have lived in Cascabel, 25 miles north of Benson, in the Lower San Pedro River Valley 
for the past 40 years. I have come to appreciate and begin to understand the ecologic 
values here along this reach of the river and its tributaries; in fact, for the entire 
watershed. It is one of the few remaining intact natural systems in the Southwest. 
Because of the relatively pristine conditions here, the valley supports endangered species 
and the highest density of neo-tropical migratory birds in the West. The topography 
supports the convergence of several ecoregions which in turn provide habitat for an 
amazing diversity of resident species of mammals, birds, fish, amphibians, and reptiles.  
 
 In addition to a conservation ethic shown by the rural residents, many governmental 
agencies and private organizations have invested substantial amounts of time and money 
to help protect the ecosystem here.  The few sparsely populated areas left in the state that 
also provide high-value habitat and ecological services, which provide benefits way 
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beyond the immediate region, should not be sacrificed to provide any kind of  power 
between urban load areas and distant generating sites.  
 
The valley has a centuries-old history of human occupation that is very unique and the 
extensive archaeological resources would be threatened by the footprint of the towers.  
The new access to sites created by the service roads would increase the incidence of 
vandalism. We need to protect our cultural resources as well as our natural resources.  
 
 Powerline construction and long-term maintenance necessitates  access roads that will 
lead to soil erosion, invasive plant species, water quality degradation/ non-point 
pollution, and off-road vehicle misuse that will further these problems. The need to 
protect the infrastructure by suppressing wildfire or preventing proscribed burns will 
hamper vegetation management tools that are useful to improve upland watershed 
conditions.   
 
Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation of tall vegetation) 
of the very trees that provide habitat for endangered species, bank and floodplain 
stabilization for soil and water quality, and the valued global ecoservices of transpiration 
and carbon exchange.  
 
In this section of the study area, please route the proposed transmission lines along the 
existing highway and rail lines between Bowie and Vail. Those service and transportation 
corridors are already impacting the environment and have the added benefit of already 
established access for new line construction and maintenance. This route will avoid 
Aravaipa Canyon, Tres Alamos Wash, and the entire Lower San Pedro River Valley. 
 
 It is time to match the implementation of renewable energy sources with transmission 
infrastructure that does not degrade the very environment it purports to enhance. Our 
future quality of life depends on the decisions –some possibly difficult, many hopefully 
visionary--that we make today.  
 
Thank you for considering my comments, 
 
 
 
Barbara Clark 
 
 
Withhold personal information? ___no 
Add to the SunZia mailing list? ___yes  
Receive notification of EIS availability? __yes 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

;< 

Knollene McDaniel 

p 0 8 0)( 4 2 

Claunch New Mexico 87011 
STATE ZIP 

COMMENTS: Carrizozo, N.M . Jul y 8 2009 

The amount of l a nd that will be torn up to install transmi ssion is 
considerable o The traffic coming a nd going will tear up exisiting roads 
plu s the too so j l and 1~asses fn the rz'g h to wny acea T b "s w i it not heel 

in our lifetime . So:ne of the BLM land in our area contains very fragile 
-------S-G-i-l.--f---gyf3, aha l-i--tte-) .... '1en c. CJ3t is b, ..,heil it ha5 liO bo+t-om Qlld et, aB'es 

con s tantly o These areas will be damaged permantly! 
Also on my rancn IS a mlgatory bird route. /-fow N t II PHS affect them. 

Many different b irds pass through here in t h e spring and f a ll .. Will the 

w ildlife and cattle be a ffect ed by the high current that wiLl be generated 
and transferred by t h is system?' I think so' 

We lease g rass ( g razing rights) from the BLM - will we be compensated 
' ro,.,..th e loS"s of feed? \Ali il €Jim redt:oee 9/;/r r'it;"nee, s? 

Our ranch has been in the family since the early 1880,s . It was 
open I ui/ge Uift;' noteo' 011 maps as Vacallt Land. renCeS cam ihto play before 
there W'ISS a S tate of New Mexico or the eLMD. Our famt'ly has worked hard 
to b e gOOd stewards. l h ls transmISSIon lrne will do unmeasurable dama g e ,. 

It was aoparen t at the meeting t ha t approzimateiy 80% of the people 
there wou ld not have land affected. by the transmiaaion lines . So basieall 
should haye no iaout o apecson choses not to have wind qenerators O~ 

t he ir prcpertYJ t hen 

------~I>4i-.AA~e~.~~t~e~a~r~;~A~~~~~·pe-~t~,R"~e~~I~a~M~d~,~a~I~,~a~" l-u~i~I~I~i~II~9~~t+IH,e~~r..~,-----------------------------

The p e ople that wi ll h a ve d eeded land in f1e path of the lines and 

they should not be required to furnish transmission 

t h e y 00 hot want them, WI II t hey be taken anyway by emInent domaine? 
T ha t is a big i ssue o 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

Su nZi. Southwest T ransmission Projecr c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suire 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

~Copit:s ojcommmts w ill be o'fJoilable Jor public rev;e'lU at the locol BLlVl office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their pasonal 
info nnalioll be withheld Jrom pubiir review or f rom disclosure under the rreedom of Information Act must check. ~YES" in the appropriatt box. Such 
requa/s will be hOllored to the extent allowed by law. 

kjames
Text Box
0341



@oD~ 

;..: , 

NAME 

If") 
('") 

:;c 
C-

cD 

~ 
::::> -, 

~ 

." 

'" x: .> 

' ~~ 
:: 
., 

:.::: 
"'; --
-~ 
:;~ 

x 
-< 
'" 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
US. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

PAGE l! 

P4 3E 2 

Organization (if applicable) 

Knoll e ne McDaniel 
ADDRESS 

Ad4 to mailing list 0 Yes 0 No 

Withhold personal information· 0 Yes 0 No 

P.O. B ox 4-2 Claunch, N . M . 8 70 11 Receive notification of 
CITY STATE ZIP EIS availability? oy" ONo 

COMMENTS: 

We h-l ve ante,l ope hunters from allover t h e Unted s t ates t ha t hunt he f!'e 

3 da ys each f n il . Most fill out t h e first d ay and then stay of another 

2 or 3 d ay s ju~ t to e njoy the quiet and peaceful l ness an d mo stly the 
one n :-;pr. c e " no' t1e views " Is this no t i'"portani? When t h i s is ?, Qne 

you cannot r et urn to the origina l and there is no pr i ce th a t can ,J u s ti fy 
~~, ___ .. _ _ . _____ th-E-.lJ...c-ti a n A SJ.D..r----D...S.--I--k.now God ho s.a...1...1.-t:nade an¥ :nore l.a-n«d4---------

There are places whe re the red tail hawk soars and hunts, wh e re san dJ-,ill 

-~~~~~~qe stop G .. 'er 91") t"'eir la) ta t J<J e 6e.~n~toIe del Apache and t he i io 9,0"0' 0 

Where the Cao'adian geese and the the bluebirds pa s s on the way to 
SUMlie l 01 willier feedina qrouhdso /f this was not impo rtant t he n 
the BLM ans Congress would not be tryinq t o pass the NLCS o National 
Landsc ap e ~jM~«Rd Conse r vatIon System ~ 

~~-~-"---~-" 

Last but not lea s t. . . Where is SunZiq ']ettin,g their f un ding?" I t 
is COMing f r om outside of the UN ITED STATES 0 - AMERICA , So one 

more time we a re sellinq of f America to a fore g in country o 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 
Sun Z ia Southwest Transmission Projecr I c/o E PC, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies a/comments w ill be a·vailable for public review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requefling their personal 

information be withheld from public review or from disc/oJUre under the Freedom tfl nJormation A ct must check "YES" ill the appropriate box. Such 

requests will be bOllored to tbe extent allowed by law. 
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~'9 JUL 22 PH II: 05 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 271 15 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

, "" le"' 1l i-. ','l ;';:. 'I, . 

Re: Objection to SunZia Southwest transmission route 

Gentlemen: 

W. W. Weiss 
P.O. Box 187 
587 Farm-Market Road 
Socorro, NM 8780 I 

7/18/2009 

I object to the location of the portion of the proposed route of the power transmission 
corridor through San Antonio NM. I believe that a more efficient route south from Highway 380 
on Socorro County Road 153 should be the preferred route. lfthe county road 153 route is 
continued south across the Armendaris Ranch it would bypass the entire population of San 
Antonio and all the attendant lawsuits that are sure to arise from crossing numerous privately 
owned plots ofland. The Armendaris Ranch is a business enterprise experienced at dealing with 
other large enterprises. Large entities can more easily deal with each other as opposed to one 
entity dealing with 50 private landowners. It is true that the Armendaris Ranch owner is a 
shrewd businessman, but he is also a supporter of alternative energy. 

I mention lawsuits because the "Preferred Alternative" crosses private parcels ofland 
owned by farmers who are concerned about the affect of high voltage, direct current 
electromagnetic fields on crops and animals as well as human health (leukemia and brain 
cancer). Others who reside in the "Preferred Alternative" corridor live there because of the 
esthetics ofruralliving. It is unlikely that the construction of two 500 kv power transmission 
lines running through their property or within their line of vision will take place without 
numerous protests. 

Finally from a business point of view I know that the wind doesn' t blow continuously. 
An intermittent source of power such as wind could lead to bankruptcy of SunZia Southwest and 
resulting loss to investors. It makes far more sense to build gas-fired or nuclear powered 
generating plants where they are needed. Gas can be delivered via underground pipelines and 
nuclear fuel can be trucked to the generating plant eliminating the need for unsightly, long 
distance high voltage power lines. 

Sincerely, 

William W. Weiss 
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Rabbi Matthew S Kent 
30800 W Klondyke Rd 

Willcox AZ 85643 
The U.S. Department ofInterior, 
Bureau of Land Management 
State Director: Jim Kenna 
Associate State Director: Helen Hankins 
Phone: 602-417-9500 
Arizona State Office 
One North Central Avenue 
Suite 800 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-4427 
Phone: (602) 417-9200 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Wednesday, July 8,2009 

Concerning the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
process: 
1) PROJECT GOAL AND NEED. I favor the replacement of 
electrical generation from fossil fuel sources with electrical 
generation from renewable sources in the Southwest, but only 
if the large energy markets in this region are also subject to 
rigorous conservation standards. I do not favor simply adding 
more energy production to compensate for growth and the lack 
of energy efficiency. Thus, I only favor the goal of this project if 
it is carried out in the context of rigorous residential and 
commercial energy conservation programs promoted by the 
Southwest Area Transmission Group and the power 
companies who would benefit from the SunZia Southwest 
project. 
2) OBJECTION TO THE ROUTE THROUGH THE ARAVAIPA 
WILDERNESS 
REGION. It is unacceptable to route this project through the 
Aravaipa region wilderness areas, which include the wildlife 
connections associated with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and 
Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as the connections to the 
Graham Mountains. These wildlife corridors have been 
documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and 
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others. Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has 
never had an infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never 
even had a dirt road. There are alternative routes that already 
have the impact of roads and infrastructure. Running these 
power lines and the associated service road through the 
Aravaipa region is not necessary and is contrary to the 
conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. It 
sends the wrong corporate and governmental message to 
invade our dwindling wilderness areas with major 
infrastructure projects, while claiming to pursue "green" goals, 
particularly when alternative routes are available. 
3) REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES. As an alternative to 
the routes that pass through the wildlife corridor connecting 
the Aravaipa Wilderness Area with the Galiuro Wilderness 
Area, I favor choosing a route that already has an existing 
infrastructure corridor. There are such routes listed among 
the alternatives, and if the study area needs to be widened to 
include additional alternatives, then so be it. 

Rabbi atthew g KJnt 
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Betty Harding 
<harding@azci.net> 

07/15/200902:05 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@Blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sun Zia Project 

Attached please find two comment Forms. 
We thank you for the opportunity give you feed back 
Kind regards 

~" 

~ 
Betty Harding DOC071509bellypdf 
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COMMENTS: 

-----

SunZia 51 

'Copi(J /)/<.?mtncnts 
informdlion be 'will. 
r.!qu.!5II ,tvill be hom 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
U.S. Department ofImerior 

Bureau of Land M anagement 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Add to mailing list 

Vvithhold personal information· 

Rc(ci~'c notificalion of 
EIS availability? 

With regard to the proposed SunZia Southwest Project. 

DYes D Na 

DYes DNa 

DYes DNa 

I am aware of the great value power transmission lines afford us as resi dence 
of Arizona. Without them we would go back in time a long way. 

What I do not understand is why a new area must be set aside for this 
project. 

Why can you not use the same area now being used for transmission? 

The area that is proposed is one of the few untouched pristine areas left in 
our great State of Arizona. The Aravaipa VaIley is home to many animals 
because they live in a protested area set aside by the State. 

We do not need additional dirt roads cut into our Valley for joy riding of 
four wheelers. They tend not to care about the damage they do let alone 
the trash and noise they create. 

The proposed line would run approx. 2 miles from our Ranch House. 
We built in this area for peace and quite and the raw beauty of nature. 
Not the ugliness of 200 ft . towers. 

Please give a great deal of thought to the placing of these lines and save $ by 
not having to purchase additional land. Use what you have to the fullest 
and leave the Aravaipa Valley in peace. 
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Dear Sirs 

william quilhot 
<williamquilhot553@msn.com 
> 

07/16/200909:01 AM 

To <nmsunziaproject@hlm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Klondike Powerlines . 

I would hate to see miles of high voltage lines erected in the proposed pathway from New 
Mexico to Arizona. It is simply a matter of location. The property I hold dear is about 8 
miles east of Klondike. It is a refuge. 

There are alternate routes for this powerline and the necessary roadways to build and 
maintain it. Please take a second look at your options. The powerline is necessary. I 
would support it if you can avoid placing it in that area. 

William Quilhot 
1304 N. Bennett 
Silver City, NM 88061 

Insert movie times and more without leaving Hotmail@. See how. 
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Martha Cather 
<martha@prrc.nmt.edu> 

07/16/200903:59 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Comments on Sun Zia Project 

Please find my comments concerning this project as an attachment . 

Martha Cather 

S unZiaComments 
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Martha Cather 
<martha@prre.nmt.edu> 

07/16/200904:01 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bec 

Subject Comments on Sun Zia Project 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Comments: from Martha Cather 

P. O. Box 201 

San Antonio, NM 87832 

Phone: 575-835-5685 (work) 

Transmission Route: The Proposed (or prefened) route crosses very valuable pri vate farm and 
urban land in the San Antonio area and would have significant impact, environmentally, socially, 
visually, and economically. There are routes with much less significant impact, specifically the 
alternative that crosses over the Rio Grande south of Truth or Consequences fo llows roughly the 
south boundary of Sien'a County, and then turns north along the west boundary of the White 
Sands Missile Range. A second preferable route is one that would drop south from Hwy 380 in 
township 5S range 2E and go diagonally across the BLM land to T6S. Here it could go south 
through the White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) in T6S as the public utilizes County Road 153 
which cuts off the northwest comer of the range and makes it inaccessible for the Range. The 
only section of private land contains no house. The Antelope Wilderness Study Area is cUll'ently 
being managed according to Interim Guidelines; however BLM has deemed it not possessing all 
the wilderness values which would qualify it for a Congressionally Designated Wilderness. Due 
to the magnified scope of this project, surely Congress could grant an exception to the 
management status should it be determined that a slight eastern boundary of the WSA needs to 
be utilized for the transmission lines. In township 7, the edge of the County Road could be 
utilized, as this is public land. The edge of Pope Road, on which the atomic bomb was 
transported and which crosses public land, then Ted Turner's Armendaris Land Grant, could be 
used for the line or it could go straight south on the west of the Missile Range and beside the 
existing county road. 

Poor information availability 

It has been difficult to find detailed information about the proposed routes. There are pdf image 
fi les available on the web site, but no Geographic Information System (GIS) shapefiles or 
coverages for the proposed route and alternative routes . Without these detailed shapefiles, it is 
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difficult to tell what areas would be impacted, because the .pdf files are insufficient in resolution. 
In addition, the legends on the existing maps are not particularly enlightening. They tell little 
about the reasons for exclusions, opportunities, or avoidance areas. Not many people would 
understand that WSA is an abbreviation for Wilderness Study Area, nor what ACEC means (see 
legend on map). 

Potential issues with private landowners: 

Land use: The Proposed Route (Preferred Alternative) appears to cross private parcels of land 
immediately to the east, north and west of the community of San Antonio. Much of this land is 
rural farmland. The proposed lights of way, traffic for maintenance, etc. would disrupt crop 
production. Dropping the route southward would have most of the transmission line on 
rangeland, mitigating much of thi s impact. 

Visual and quality of life resources: The proposed route would have many adverse visual 
impacts. The land in the San Antonio area is becoming increasingly used for residences, and 
most people do not care to look at a view of high voltage transmission lines and towers, nor do 
they care to live near them. In addition, the route parallels I-25 for a significant distance, and 
while this is not high mountain beauty, there is certainly a spare elegance in the scenery along 
this route that would be violated by high voltage transmission lines and the maintenance roads. 
The southern route would not be seen by near as many people. Traffic for construction and 
maintenance would be noisy and dusty. Access roads would also be unsightly and would likely 
attract those wanting access to both public and private land with ATV's, which are already 
becoming a nuisance issue in this area. 

Biological resources, including special status species: Willow flycatcher nests and buffer zones 
in the area may be disturbed both during construction and maintenance throughout the Proposed 
project route. Habitat for domestic animals, deer, birds and other wild animals will be disturbed. 
What are the human health and safety repercussions of living and/or growing up near these major 
transmission lines? These issues need to be addressed and mitigated in the plan. The Proposed 
route would cross the Rio Grande at a reach which has been identified as containing a large 
population of Silvery Minnows. Dropping the route southward would not impact this species 
near as significantly. 

Social and economic resources: The plan needs to address the social and economic impacts of 
nearby transmission lines to members of the public. Property values will decline in the 
immediate area and few people will want to live next to a high voltage transmission line. The 
southern route along WSMR would have virtually no social or economic impacts to humans. 

Additional Considerations: 

The current route in the San Antonio area goes near public land that recei ves recreational use by 
those who prefer dispersed recreation. The area is popular for horseback riding, hiking, mountain 
biking, and target shooting. The power line would have adverse impacts on these activities, and 
the power lines themselves would possibly to be more subject to vandalism in this area, simply 
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because they are in this area of rural/urban interface. They would be much less "out of sight, out 
of mind" if the southern route was used. 

Also - the area in question has many dispersed archeological sites, including areas where one 
can find remnants of dwellings, petroglyphs, pottery shards and arrowheads, as well as more 
recent "post-Spanish" occupation. Routes should also be examined with these resources in mind. 
What may not be significant to the average person may have great historical value to researchers 
who find the much information from less-known sites. 

The current Proposed Route is not appropriate due to the amount of pl;vate land that would need 
to be crossed and the amount of public viewscape that would be disrupted. A route which would 
drop south through the edge of White Sands Missile Range would be a route of least significant 
impact and should be changed to the Preferred Route. 
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alice williams 
<williamswonderland @sbcglo 
bal.net> 

07/16/200906:09 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 

Please reroute power lines and/or roads away from the beautiful wilderness area around 
Sunset Mt. Many people around the world would greatly appreciate it. The Williams Family 

kjames
Text Box
0364



cindy lunsford 
<cindyshalome@hotmail.com 
> 

07/16/200908:18 PM 

Dear Fellow Citizens, 

To <nmsunziaprojeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Stop the NM Sunzia Project through the Aravaipa/ Klondyke 
corridor. 

On behalf of the ranchers of the Klondyke-Aravaipa Canyon area and the countless others 
who love visiting this picturesque country, we ask that you would use an alternate route 
such as the Southern Route to run the proposed power lines and leave this natural habitat 
as it is! Roads and power lines can be built in a few years, but it takes many, many years to 
develop wilderness areas. So please don't destroy these areas, especially when there are 
other routes that could be chosen and will preserve something far more irreplaceable and 
valuable in years to come. Thank you for your time and consideration of our concern. 
Sincerely, 

Jonathan Lunsford 

To Whom This May Concern, 
I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the 
Aravaipa-Klondyke route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or another route already 
developed? Natural areas are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, 
destroyed and over-developed . The land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be 
saddening to see it spoiled! 
I as well as many of my friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the 
Aravaipa-Klondyke area on day trips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly 
opposed to this plan and would appreciate an alternate route. Please leave this desert 
landscape in its original and natural condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of 
our concerns. 
Sincerely, 

Jonathan Lunsford 

Dear Folks of the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, 
I was just informed of your proposition to erect transmission lines on a route that passes 
through the Aravaipa Canyon. For the sakes of the ranchers and residents who work and 
reside there and the numerous people who greatly enjoy visiting this area with its rugged 
south-western beauty, I ask that you would keep the proposed lines out of this area and 
consider the Southern Route or another route that is already developed with access roads 
and so forth . 
Not only will the power lines be an eyesore to the natural surrounding landscape, but a 
health hazard to the ranchers who have to work around them as they take care for their 
stock and the land their stock depends on. Residents are also concerned that the lines will 
pass too closely to the homes that they have occupied for many, many years. 
I personally treasure and enjoy this wilderness get-away and am very much in objection to 
the idea of putting in power lines. This would be a devastating impact on this rural land we 
should be preserving. I realize that cutting costs is important however; in this case, I think 
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the extra money spent will be well worth the preservation of this beautiful area. Thank you 
for your time and consideration. 
Sincerely, 

Jonathan Lunsford 

Hotmail® has ever-growing storage! Don't worry about storage limits. Check it out. 
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OlinFamily2@aol.com 

07/17/200904:52 AM 

To Whom This May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Alternate route proposal :high-tension wires though the 
Aravaipa-Klondyke route 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. Why not the Southern Alternate Route or another route already developed? Natural areas 
are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled! 

Many of my friends and acquaintances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke area on 
day trips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly opposed to this plan and would 
appreciate an alternate route. Please leave this deselt landscape in its original and natural 
condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of our concerns. 

Sincerely, 
James Lewis Olin 
5206 Snow Road 
Henryville, IN 47126-8915 
Email: OlinFamily2@AOL.com 
812-294-1957 

Can love help you live longer? Find out now. 
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EDWARD MCNERNEY 
<mcnerney 3@yahoo.com> 

07117/2009 08:25 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject proposed project 

There are a great many unknowns about this project. I have yet to see a confirmed route for the lines, 
only vague references that indicate it may thi s or may that, on BLM land. Provide specific details 
and publish them for public review and comment. Provide environmental impact information and 
health impact information. 
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ItJared Strite II 
<jrd922@wi/db/ue.net> 

07/17/200909:30 AM 

To Whom This May Concem, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@b/m.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject 

I strongly disagree with the idea of putting high-tension wires though the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
route. Why not the Southem Altemate Route or another route already developed? Natural areas 
are not easily replaced or renewed after having been dug up, destroyed and over-developed. The 
land there is truly beautiful as it is and it would be saddening to see it spoiled! 

I as well as many of my friends and acquai ntances really enjoy going to the Aravaipa-Klondyke 
area on day trips. I know that many residents of the area are also highly opposed to this plan and 
would appreciate an alternate route. Please leave this desert landscape in its original and natural 
condition! Thank you for your time and consideration of our concems. 

Sincerely, Jenny Strite 
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MA 
<manthon_rn@yahoo.com> 

07117/2009 09:59 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 

PLEASE DO NOT ERECT IDGH-TENSION WIRES IN THE SUNSET AREA!!! 
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Dean Jones To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
<dean .jones@gmail .com> 

ee 
07/17/2009 11 :58 AM 

bee 

Subject Sun Zia transmission projeet 

Hi, 

The Galiuro Mountains and the San Pedro river valley are a beautiful 
wilderness. Why tear through them with transmission lines from NM to AZ? 

The San Pedro is one of the only undammed rivers in the United States 
and an amazing habitat for migratory animals. Why destroy that? 

Why not have the transmission lines follow the freeway or highways for 
mos t of the length (which already is c utting through t he wilderness) 
instead of cutting into virgin territory? 

The maps on the website sunzia.net are terrible in resolution and 
features. There are many small towns and communities t hat may be 
effected, but those communities are not listed on the maps so it is a 
guessing game to see who this really will effect . I can compare to 
other maps and make measurements between t hem, but should I really have 
to? Is this an at t empt to obscure the effected areas? 
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•. . ' " .' . . ' , 

.,' , 

Samuel Barber 
<samuel barber _2000 @yahoo 
.com> 

07/17/200908: 16 PM 

To Whom This May Concern: 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject "SunZia Southwest Transmission Project" 

I have noticed this project is proposed to be implemented on private land, and 
access roads would need to be made. Also, service roads for the project would 
have to be made . I understand that there are alternate routes that can be used 
that access and service roads are already in place. I don't think that 
intruding on private land is the sol ution when other routes are available . It 
makes sense to use access that is available than to plow through virgin 
territory. Please consider al l the options. I think that this proposed project 
is a mistake, and more costly. 

Sincerely, 
Samuel Barber 
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.. Shelley and Perk Perkins" 
<sbperki@swnm.eom> 

07/18/2009 12:52 PM 

I'm all for energy. All types. 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bce 

Subject Sun Zia Project 

My hope is that this line will not be routed through Bosque del Apache nor any 
other areas of the state where tourism may be impacted . 

Please be thoughtful in your choices. Luna Co. is just at the threshold of 
residential , commercial, and tourism growth . Don't create an eyesore. 

Shelley Perkins 
Deming , NM 
sbperki@swnm.com 
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Sally Ginet 
<jnsdurango@yahoo .com> 

07/13/200904:50 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

1
":;·-- ~'fJfir 
DATE 'EeEI 

Subject Proposed transmission line near San Antonio NM 

This is to add my name to the lis t of those Friends of the Bosque requesting 
more time to study the effects of the proposed transmission line in NM which 
will affect the migratory birds visiting the Bosque del Apache . 

Please allow sufficient time for all parties to study what these effects 
would be. 
John and Sally Ginet 
231 Rainbow Dr PMB 13197 
Livingston , Tx 77399 
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carrie redfern 
<redferngrowswhere @yahoo. 
com> 

07/18/2009 05: 19 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Comment on SunZia Project 

Comment to: The U.S. Department of Interior. Bureau of Land 

Management 

A TIN: Adrian Garcia, BLM Project Manager 

Regarding: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, Environmental 

Impact Statement 

Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia 

Southwest Transmission Project process: 

1) PROJECT GOAL AND NEED. I favor the replacement of electrical 

generation from fossil fuel sources with electrical generation from 

renewable sources in the Southwest, but only if the large energy markets 

in this region are also subject to rigorous conservation standards. I do 

not favor simply adding more energy production to compensate for 

growth and the lack of energy efficiency. Thus, I only favor the goal of 

this project if it is carried out in the context of rigorous residential and 

commercial energy conservation programs promoted by the Southwest 

kjames
Text Box
0375

adade
Text Box



Area Transmission Group and the power companies who would benefit 

from the SunZia Southwest project. 

2) OBJECTION TO THE ROUTE THROUGH THE ARA V AIP A WILDERNESS 

REGION. It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa 

region wilderness areas, which include the wildlife connections associated 

with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as 

the connections to the Graham Mountains. These wildlife corridors have 

been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and others. 

Much of the proposed "prefelTed route" in this area has never had an 

infrastructure conidor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 

There are altemative routes that already have the impact of roads and 

infrastructure. Running these power lines and the associated service 

road through the Aravaipa region is not necessary and is contrary to the 

conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards. It sends the 

wrong corporate and governmental message to invade our dwindling 

wilderness areas with major infrastructure projects, while claiming to 

pursue "green" goals, particularly when alternative routes are available. 

3) REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES. As an alternative to the routes 

that pass through the wildlife conidor connecting the Aravaipa 

Wilderness Area with the Galiuro Wilderness Area, I favor choosing a 
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route that already has an existing access road and an existing 

infrastructure cOlTidor. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Carrie Redfern 

7-18-09 

Withhold personal infoITnation? _X_yes _no 
Add to the SunZia mailing list? _ yes _ X_no 
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Bill Weiss 
<bweiss@correlations .com> 

0711 91200912:36 PM 

Gentlemen : 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia Project commenl 

Please advise me when you receive my attached comment. 
Thank you , 

Bill Weiss Weiss objection letter-doc 
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Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

Re: Objection to SunZia Southwest transmission route 

Gentlemen: 

W. W. Weiss 
P.O. Box 187 
587 Fatm-Market Road 
Socorro, NM 87801 

7/1812009 

I object to the location of the portion of the proposed route of the power transmission 
con'idor through San Antonio NM. I believe that a more efficient route south from Highway 380 
on Socorro County Road 153 should be the preferred route. If the county road 153 route is 
continued south across the Armendaris Ranch it would bypass the entire population of San 
Antonio and all the attendant lawsuits that are sure to arise from crossing numerous privately 
owned plots of land. The Armendaris Ranch is a business enterprise experienced at dealing with 
other large enterprises. Large entities can more easily deal with each other as opposed to one 
entity dealing with SO private landowners. It is true that the Armendaris Ranch owner is a 
shrewd businessman, but he is also a suppOlter of altemative energy. 

I mention lawsuits because the "Prefen'ed Altemative" crosses private parcels of land 
owned by farmers who at'e concerned about the affect of high voltage, direct current 
electromagnetic fields on crops and animals as well as human health (leukemia and brain 
cancer). Others who reside in the "Preferred Altemative" conidor live there because of the 
esthetics of rural living. It is unlikely that the construction of two 500 kv power transmission 
lines running through their property or within their line of vision will take place without 
numerous protests. 

Finally from a business point of view I know that the wind doesn't blow continuously. 
An intelmittent source of power such as wind could lead to bankruptcy of SunZia Southwest and 
resulting loss to investors. It makes far more sense to build gas-fired or nuclear powered 
generating plants where they are needed. Gas can be delivered via underground pipelines and 
nuclear fuel can be trucked to the generating plant eliminating the need for unsightly, long 
distance high voltage power lines. 

Sincerely, 

William W. Weiss 
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Amy Estelle 
<adestelle2000@yahoo.com> 

07/21/200908:15 AM 

Project Manager Adrian Garcia: 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ce Nancy Henson <nhenson4@comcast.net>, Debbie Finfrock 
<dfinfrock63@yahoo.eom> 

bce 

Subject high voltage transmission lines 

I am writing to request an extension of the public comment peliod on the proposed high voltage 
transmission line route through central NM. I recently found out about the proposal through the 
Friends of the Bosque del Apache. 

There must be better alternatives than routing the power lines through the San Antonio, NM area, 
which is within earshot of the refuge. 

Thank you. 

Amy Estelle 
6159 Deergrass Cir NW 
Albuquerque, NM 87120 
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Barbara Sul!emeier 
<barbara .sultemeier@cpscar 
dinals .org> 

07/22/2009 08:50 AM 

To Whom it May Concern: 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

SUbject SunZia Transmission Line 

As a member of the South Corona Landowners Association and current SecretarylTreasurer of 
same, I feel that we definitely need this proposed line. Renewable energy has to become a vital 
part of our countries energy future. As you are aware there are two wind farms proposed for this 
area, one by First Wind and the other by Shell Wind Energy. Transmission is paramount to the 
two projects and SCLA is all for the proposed line. 
Sincerely, Barb 

Barbara T. Sultemeier 
Corona Public Schools 
P. O. Box 258 
Corona, NM 88318 
Ph: 575-849-1911 
Fax: 575-849-1181 
Cell: 575-512-6299 
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Rob Selina 
<robselina@gmail.com> 

07/23/200912:52 PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Comments & Concerns Regarding the SunZia Project 

I would like to comment on the proposed SunZia transmission line project. Please add me to the 
project mailing list. 

Regarding the Transmission Study Corridor and proposed route, I am concerned about the 
proximity of the new transmission line to the Bosque Del Apche NWR and the town of San 
Antonio. The proposed route appears to follow Hwy 380 and would pass through San Antonio. 
This could have a detrimental effect on the viewscape of the town. I am also concerned about 
impacts on the migratory patterns of birds to the NWR. 

I request that the proposed route be modified to bypass the town of San Antonio. The alternate 
route that runs north-south to the west of the Bosque Del Apache NWR should be evaluated in 
greater detail. 

Sincerely 

Robert Selina 
801 Leroy PI #2042 
Socorro, NM 87801 
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Brad Gage 
<bradg 1960@yahoo.com> 

07/23/200908:19 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sun Zia Project 

I would just like to say that I am in favor of this project.I feel that this transmission line will help our 
area in so many ways.It will help to get more jobs to our area in the way of construction,and 
housing.!t will also help bring other opportunities to our area in the way of future wind projects.I live 
in the Corona, N.M. area and the job opportunities are very limited at this time.if this project does 
come thru it will help keep some of our younger people in the area and boost the economy to the 
businesses here. 

Brad Gage 
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~Lfj£4}ru 
TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENTS: 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department of Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 

New Mexico State Office 

sunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

Orgaillzotion (if applicable) 

. Addto~lisr We> 
WIi:bhold personal infonnitti~I\' ~Yes 
-Receive not#ication of 

EIScav3ilability?~Ye$ 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

DNa. 

ON" 

ONo · 

'Copies of Cl)mments wiD be ll'Vaiiahle for public TI!'1Jiew at the loral BLM office during regular busineJs hOUTS. Indi'lJiduak requesting theirpenonal 
itifimnation be withheld from public Te'Uiew or from disclosure under the Freedom '!flnformation Act must check "YES' in the appropriate hox. Such 
requeds will he hrmored to the extent ailowed by law. 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

Steven James 

NAME PO Box 121 

ADOIlliS'pima, 

-
crrv 

COMMENTS: 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

O rganization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing list 

AZ. 85543 Withhold personal information· 

Receive noti fication of 
STAll ZIP EIS availability? 

){ye, DNo 

~e, DNo 

)l(Y", DNo 

----------.Sirs:We-do-not'llgree-witilyour.currentproposed-roming-ofthe-SunZia-power--- .. -.----------------------
________ transmjssion liJle.J!§jt cross!;~Grah!un C:O\mtt..Ari~Q!l!L....The CI!IT.~ntrQl!te~JLtJ.'lI,y.~L ___________ __ 

directly through the Arizona Game and Fish Department's Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area. It 
.. -·-.. -.. -- --wiUiIave·a-negative-irnpact'un-the·wildiife-environmentin·and-1IlUUJId-rhe-Wiidlife-Area;--"-"-"--"--
___ _ThI;:~gn~1rn<,:tig!:l_Qfs],l()h!!prQjl;:£twilLIlotgnlyj~gp~clj~Jh!l.~!ffi!ID~I.!t~l4!if~~ps;<,:!~~ __ 

and habitat but also endanger others that use this area for migration. 
-·----·--There-are-several-prehistoric-cuituratsites-within-and·around-rhee!uffRanchWiidlife-.. ·--------

Area that would need consideration. Such a construction.J1l'.9iect woulLbe ~ainst th~ _______ _ 
Game and Fish Department's mission statement for the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area: 

----'''f-o-optimi1e the potentiatofthe-area as wildlife-lmbitat-'fu-promote-use-ofthe-area-----~-

_________ _ for p!:~.~~I!!_~!I_~JIl!ure .K~!!~!!IJ!!I!:l~l~!:.P..Ilbli,,_I!Il!:l!i!l.K,J!shi.!!g'-'!!i1!!IJf~_!!~'!!.~!1,g, ___ . ______ .________. __ 
education and other wildlife oriented recreation". 
W-e·believe·thatthe-SunZia-power-iine-should-foliowotherexistingpower-iineroutes·and-.... · .. · .. -.. · 

_______ 1l:!'2i_~~y_ f1!!:tJ!:~~AlI!l!ll:g~t2P_1!:t:>li.1::_2I:prt~<l!~J~~~,W_~i1ay,<!pl~~gt:.!:!()I;1!~~p()rt!()_.fu_~ ___ __ _ 
Arizona Game and Fish to protect the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area and other wildlife 

-----------habitat-areM-Within-6raham-€1'lunty;-Ifneed-be-wewill-seek-€-ongressionalsttpport-in---.. ---------

~==-~~:<%. fur your-time. Sincer~~~_=~-=-=~ ------------------------------< 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

" 'Copjj~S of conm~nl.~ will be avoi/abJr for puUic rro;nv at the loml BLM 0.ffi~·( during regular busintss hours. Individuals rrqzusting their pn'sanal 
infonnation be withheld from public review or Jrom disclosure under the Freedom oflnformalioll Act mllst check "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 

kjames
Text Box
0406

bgervase
Highlight

bgervase
Highlight

bgervase
Highlight

bgervase
Highlight

bgervase
Highlight

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0407



kjames
Text Box
0408

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0408



kjames
Text Box
0408

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0409

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0410



kjames
Text Box
0412



kjames
Text Box
0413



kjames
Text Box
0414



kjames
Text Box
0415

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0416

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0416



kjames
Text Box
0416

adade
Text Box



kjames
Text Box
0417



~171 n[X"";\ ~P.I~ 
~1J],mJ~ 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

NAME 

.:-r . 
. '''-..l . 

ADDRESS 

CITY 

COMMENTS: 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

STATE ZIP 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

. A8a to mailing list . ~~ 
Withhold persnnal information! ~¥es 

Receive notilication of 
ErS availaoility? bif.Xcs 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

ONo 

IDNo 

ONo 

*Copies ofcomments wili be available for public review at the local ELM oiftce during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their persona! 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom oflnformationAct must check 'YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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July 9,2009 

Cascabel Aero LLC 
6003 N Canyon Road 

Benson, AZ 85602 
(520-909-8609) 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N 32nd Street 
Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Sirs, 

I own a private air strip in the San Pedro Valley near milepost 22 on the Cascabel Road. It is 
currently operated as a private airport, but it has a special use permit issued by Cochise County 
that would allow air park or commercial air operations. (The permit was originally obtained for 
an air park development; the airport was public until 2003 .) 

Construction of high-capacity power transmission lines, especially within 3-4 miles of the 
Cascabel Road, would seriously endanger air traffic in and out of the air strip, and would 
substantially lower the value of my property and the special use permit associated with it. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please place me on the mailing list for 
future notifications about the issue. 

Sincerely yours, 

//4-A-_ 
1. Miller McPherson 
General Manager 
Cascabel Aero LLC 
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@@J~cru 

Debra Sumner 

NAME 

69 8 4 W. Monona 
ADDRESS 

Glendale, AZ 
CITY 

COMMENTS: 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofI nterior 

Bureau of Land M anagement 
New M exico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Organization (if applicable) 

Dr Add to mailing list 

Withhold personal information'" 

85 30 8 Receive notification of 
STATE ZlP EIS availability? 

D Yes m No 

i19 Yes ONo 

IXYes ONo 

I am writing in an effort to have the SunZia Project Power Lines diverted from the "pristine" environmental area of the 
Aravaipai Valley and adjoining lands (e.g., Klondike-Bonita, Eureka Springs,etc). I am strongly opposed to the use of 
this land for running power lines to further the cause of "green" energy. 

However, I support the alternative route (the southern "most" alternative shown on the map), for this route passes 
conveniently along existing substations. High power tension lines and maintenance roads are already in place along this 
southern "most" route, also. And, this route completely bypasses the Aravaipa Wilderness Area, the Aravaipai Valley, 
and Klondike-Bonita Road. 

I do not see the need, in an effort to further the "green" energy cause, for a perfectly pristine environmental area to be 
desecrated when alternate developed routes exist. If more access is made available via maintenance roads, ATV use will 
increase, as will erosion, noise pollution, and general littering. Wildlife habitats will be disturbed. I cannot imagine in our 
efforts to "save the planet"; "go green"; and "deliver 'clean energy' to the "State of California" that digging up a pristine 
environmental refuge in the "State of Arizona" and the adjacent valley--untouched for centuries--was part of the major 
plan. 

A VOID the Aravaipai Wilderness Area, the Aravaipai Valley, and the Bonita-Klondyke route (e.g., the passage shown in 
pale blue that runs north-south between Galiuro Wilderness and the Coronado National Forest). 

Take the southern "most" route that is ALREADY DEVELOPED with EXISTING LINESIFACILITIES and NOT in one 
of Arizona's finest wilderness areas. 

Thank you for your time. 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

"'Copies ofcomments will be available for public review at the local ELM r.1Jice during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or j1'om disdosure under the Freedom of Information Act must chech "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to tbe extent allowed by law. 
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@J[]~ 
TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Organization (if applicable) 

L1V! -1 
:; "", : fL...- L~ J ' "' 

NAME 

5'991 rv 
ADDRESS 

(jCh.S"~ 
CITY 

COMMENTS: 

( 4V1tr= rel 
JtL 1S{,b?. 

STATE ZIP 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

Add to mailing list t'XlYes 0 No 

Withhold personal information· DYes Ja'No 

Receive notification of 
EIS availability? )8(Yes 0 No 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies efcomments will be available for public review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check "YES~ in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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July 9, 2009 

u.s. Department of Labor 
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

Lynn Smith-Lovin 
5999 N Canyon Road 

Benson, AZ 85602 
(520-212-2376) 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
clo EPG, Inc. 
4141 N 32nd Street 
Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

To whom it may concern, 

I write to object to the routes that SunZia proposes that would place high-capacity transmission 
lines through the Middle San Pedro Valley (north of Benson, AZ and south of San Manuel, AZ,). 

The San Pedro valley is a national (indeed international) treasure of both natural and cultural 
value. The Nature Conservancy, the BLM and other conservation groups have spent literally 
millions of dollars trying to protect the valley. Of primary importance are the migration and 
wildlife corridors, both up and down the San Pedro Valley (linking Mexico with more Northern 
areas) and across the valley at many points (linking the "sky islands" ofthe Galiuro Mountains 
Wilderness Area and the Wmchesters to the National Forests in the Santa Catalina Mountains and 
the National Park in the Rincons). The local community has shown a remarkable engagement 
with these efforts, organizing collective donations of conservation easements and even deeded 
land to protect these unique ecological resources. The valley has been labeled one of the "last 
great places" by the Conservancy. BLM has used the area to mitigate environmental damage in 
other areas. Endangered fish, amphibians, reptiles and birds are creatures that we see almost 
every day here. Large mammals use the area as a critical movement corridor to allow genetic 
mixing of populations. 

As remarkable as the natural resources here are, the (pre )history of human habitation is just as 
valuable. The Center for Desert Archeology has identified over 1000 sites in the valley, 
representing excellent examples of many different eras. Most importantly, there are unique 
examples of major transition periods that are very rare and not found elsewhere. Indeed, when 
local land has been put under conservation easement, it has sometimes been difficult to find a 
building envelope on even large parcels that does not negatively impact some important 
archeological site. The valley has one of the longest records of continuous human habitation in 
North America (from pre-Clovis to the present). 
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It is not conceivable that a large right-of-way for two high-capacity transmission lines could be 
constructed without damaging these unique features. The much smaller power lines that are 
already in the valley create significant erosion and have damaged many archeological sites. The 
local community and other people who care about the valley fought very hard to defeat a proposal 
for a four-lane interstate by-pass last year. We did not succeed in that fight just to lose the 
valuable ecological and cultural values to another project. 

While you will find many in the San Pedro valley who support the greater use of renewable 
energy, you will find that most people support placing the infrastructure for that energy 
transmission in more developed, already spoiled areas . While I do not have the expertise to 
comment in detail on alternatives, I have heard several alternative routes mentioned that seem 
greatly preferable to routing a major right-of-way (with access roads, large towers, and a strong 
electrical field on the ground) through the pristine and extraordinarily valuable natural and cultural 
resource of the Middle San Pedro Valley. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. Please place my name and address on any 
mailing lists for future comments, meetings or hearings about the issue. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ / --- (~-'----
~--~ 

Lynn Smith-Lovin 
San Pedro Valley landowner and resident 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Environmental Impact Statement 

A. £, 1/«J{'(r/J EI<. .-:f.AMI A:o A:1IioUTN$ii 
~E '.,. 

fe590 AJ, Ctf5Clt13EL tf(P, . ' . " ", 
ADDRESS / 

J314V~oN .. 'Ai ' g$~O;J--
CITY stATE , ZIP 

COMMENTS: 

Arizona Congressman Raul Grijalva and Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords are totally 
committed to solar power development in Arizona and have been instrumental in bringing 
this industry to our state. Two large scale solar energy developments are planned for 
laPaz, Yavapai and Maricopa counties. Solar power development will bring new 
industries and new jobs to Arizona. 

Consequently, Arizona importing solar energy from New Mexico is a ridiculous idea and 
could jeopardize the success of these solar energy generating plants in Arizona. 

The location of these planned projects are adjacent to the load center planned for Pinal 
county; the destination of the proposed SunZia transmission lines, This is a shorter distance 
than the 460 miles of the SunZia lines being proposed. There would be less negative 
impact on the environment and it would be an excellent land- use plan for the vacant land in 
the above mentioned Arizona counties as well as in Pinal county. 

We are opposed to SunZia constructing transmission lines through the San Pedro River 
Valley. If the United State's commitment to solar development is to be carried out in a 
responsible way, then the San Pedro River Valley is NOT, we repeat , NOT the route to 
be chosen for the construction of the transmission lines. 

Construction of high power transmission lines and the maintenance of these lines would 
have a profoundly negative impact on our Cascabel community, our environment and on 
the cultural resources that exist in this valley, The environment and cultural resources cannot 
be replaced if they are destroyed! 

Consider constructing the transmission lines where other utility lines exist such as next to 
interstate highways where maintenance roads and right of ways are already available. 

·Co ies of comments will he available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business h;urs. Individua,,~ requesting the.iT personal 
i,!ormation be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom oflnformationAct must check "YES tn the appropnate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allfYWed by law. 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

ADDRESS 

~Mo..Nb 
CITY 

COMMENT FORM 
u. s. D epartment ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

STATE ZIP 

SEND COMMENTS T O, 

Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing lisr )ZI Yes 

Withhold personal information· )<f Yes 

Receive notification of 
EIS availability? DYes 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

DNo 

DNo 

DNo 

*Copies ofcomments will be o·vailable for public review at the local ELM oJJice during regular busineJS hOllrs. Individuals requesting theirpersona! 
irljonllation be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check '~ES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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Bureau of Land Management - Public Scopillg Meeting - SUIlZia Transmission Project 
Public Comments July 8, 2009 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

PUBL IC SCOP I NG MEETING 

SUNZIA TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

CARRIZOZO MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS 

800 D AVENUE 

CARRIZOZO , NEW MEXICO 

JULY 8 , 2 009 

6 : 00 P.M. TO 8 :0 0 P.M. 

*************** * *** ** ** ** *** ** ** * **** * * 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

*************************************** 

Report ed by: 

Anne H. Mountin , CSR 
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MR . LANE : My name lS Joe Lane , L- A- N- E . 

2 I was wondering if they were planning on 

3 incorporating some fiberoptic neutral built into this 

4 line . If so , I believe a fellow over there told me 

5 they were plann i ng on putting in some neutra l for the 

6 control circuit s and stuff . But there would be a n 

7 option with this f i be r to lease it or se l l it to the 

8 Stat e or whoever , try to incorporate t his fiber ring 

9 t ha t the State is trying to put toget her . 

10 So that was my comment o r suggest i on or 

11 whatever. 

12 MR. OWEN: My name is Vi rgi l Owen . 

1 3 Extend that co r ridor eas t o f Highway 54. 

14 And the purpose and reason for that , that wa y , be tween 

15 the t wo major groups , there will be an even share 

1 6 between it. And Corona does split . And if they can 

17 get eas t of Highway 54 -- and there ' s a lot of State 

18 land the re -- that wou l d be easy for access of t he 

19 t r ansmission lin e . I f they could go east of 

20 Hi ghway 54 , t hey would he l p the pro j ect up there. 

2 1 

22 

MS . SANCHEZ : My name is Patsy Sanchez . 

They bui l t a transmission line through 

23 our ranch, and before it wa s eve n finished , it was 

24 ful l . They couldn ' t add a ny more for wind. My 

25 recommenda tion is yo u build them big e nough for fu t ure 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiller.com 
Keith & Miller, 100 N. Stanton, Suite 110, El Paso, Texas 79901 (800) 275-1686 
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1 expansion . 

2 MR . THEDFORD : My name is Montie 

3 Thedf ord . 

4 

5 

What we're concerned about is , we live In 

the town of Bingham . There ' s two houses there . The 

6 proposed route that this is going to ta ke runs right 

7 along -- this is Bingham, and t hi s is 380 over here --

8 t hi s i s Bingham , and t his is 380 (Mr . Thedford 

9 gestures) . 

10 The proposed rou t e is running right along 

11 here a nd draws back this way towards up above the hil l . 

12 It 's go ing to run along the highway here. These are 

1 3 big towers wi t h megat o ns of frequencies running through 

14 it . Not onl y are they going t o be ugly , they're going 

15 to ruin the view . 

16 MS . MAJEWSKI: My name is Bett e Majewski . 

17 Do you want to go in your b ackya rd and 

18 look at t h at kind of t h i ng? 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MR . THEDFORD: We are opening an RV and 

genera l store out there . People don ' t want to live 

under t h ose high frequency lines . They don't wan t 

brain cancer , the repro duc t i o n prob l ems . They d on 't 

want t o hear the hum . We don't wa n t to hear it ei t her . 

24 We don ' t want the m running off the oryx, the antelopes. 

25 They run out there . They won ' t come near the place. 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiUer.com 
Keith & Miller, 100 N. Stanton, Suite 110, El Paso, Texas 79901 (800) 275-1686 
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1 These are just concerns . 

2 And anything to add? 

3 MS. MAJEWSKI : You pretty much covered 

4 all the bases. 

MR. THEDFORD: That ' s our general 5 

6 complaint . We want them going through White Sands . 

Page 4 

We 

7 want them to come t h rough White Sands i nstead o f coming 

8 through the public --

9 

10 

11 

logical place . 

MS . MAJEWSKI: Yeah, yeah . That ' s a 

That ' s governmen t property. 

MR. THEDFORD : That 's government 

12 property , and there's nothing out there for them to 

1 3 

1 4 

mess with. You can t el l the gentleman we said so . 

I think those are our main concerns : The 

15 property values , and the view , t h e fact that it can r u n 

16 off the potential business, the ef fec t of -- the 

17 environmental impact on our hunting , our grass l ands , 

18 and our wildlife ; and the health concerns . 

19 MS . MAJEWSKI : We were gO lng to open up 

20 part of the property to campers , and how can we do that 

21 with a Vlew l ike that? It would destroy t he value of 

22 t he place completely . 

23 

24 concerns . 

MR . THEDFORD: I think that's our main 

And the prob l em - - see , our only problem is 

25 Bingham has two houses , one on this side and one on 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiller.com 
Keith & Miller, 100 N. Stanton, Suite 110, El Paso, Texas 79901 (800) 275-1686 
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1 that side . And the rest of the county is, like , 

2 ranchers. And I really don ' t think they know , really , 

3 what ' s going on with this . It could affect the 

4 grasslands. 

5 

6 

MS . MAJEWSKI: Yeah. That was top 

secret , I guess. We didn ' t know about it until 

7 yesterday , last night . 

8 MR . THEDFORD : Yeah. It ' s two years In 

9 the process . 

10 

11 

MR . JOHNSON : My name is Me l vin Johnson . 

I have a ranch here in Corona . We ' ve 

12 l eased wind farms , and we feel that we ' d rather see 

13 wind farms than subdivisions , and ranches are no longer 

14 sustainable anymore under agriculture. So we ' ve got to 

1 5 make , you know , something - - do something else in order 

16 to stay in business . 

17 And so we think that wind and re newable 

18 energies are very positive . So we ' re very much in 

19 favor of deve l oping the wind and wha t ever it takes for 

20 transmission , wind towers , whatever it takes to do 

21 wind . 

22 That ' s all. 

23 

24 

25 

MR. STOUT : My name is Paul Stout , 

S- T- O-U- T, and I ' m here for two entities . I'm the 

president of Frio Ridge . We are a landowner 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiller.com 
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1 association in northern Curry County and southern Quay 

2 County , representing 127 landowners and 177 , 000 acres . 

3 I am also the chairman of the Coalit i on of Renewab le 

4 Energy Landowner Association , representing 

5 2 mi l lion acres and 2 , 000 landowners t hrough eastern 

6 New Mexi co. 

7 And my commen ts are not specific to any 

8 issu es re lated within this p roposed area of SunZia . My 

9 comments are that we would like to see them extend t his 

10 

11 

line over into Curry and Quay County . We don 't have 

any BLM land in that area . We have some State-leased 

12 land. 

13 But we would like to see SunZia come in. 

14 We have good wind energy resources the r e . We ' ve got a 

15 lot o f -- like I said , we have 2 , 000 land owners , nearl y 

16 

17 

2 million acres . We ' ve got a lot o f prime land that 's 

available fo r wi nd dev e lopment. We just need a 

18 transmission l ine to move it, and we'd l i ke to see 

19 SunZia consider our area , consider expanding out from 

20 An cho and Bingham, wherever t hei r terminus is. 

2 1 That ' s my comme nt. 

22 MR . BELL: My name lS Mack Be l l , M- A-C-K, 

23 B-E-L- L . 

2 4 I live at Corona , and our r anch is under 

2 5 lease to Shell for wind -- under an option . And so 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiller.com 
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we ' re very much in favor of this p r oject . It ' s good 

for our community . It ' s good for our county . It ' s 

1 

2 

3 good for our schools . And I would be more than welcome 

4 to help i n any way , if I can be of any assistance . 

5 MS . RANNEY : My name is Nancy Ranney , 

6 R- A- N- N- E-Y . I ' m with t h e Ranney Ranch in Corona , 

7 New Mexico , part of the Corona Landowners Asso c iation . 

8 

9 

And I' m pleased you ' re having th i s pub l ic 

me e ting and showing all this information . I would very 

10 much like it if all this in f ormation were available on 

11 the BLM website . I understand that some of the 

12 displays are , but most of them aren ' t , so I would li ke 

1 3 to see that . 

1 4 And I would like to see continued 

15 conversation with landowners th r oughout this p r ocess . 

1 6 I know that -- I k now the EIS p r ovides f or a comment 

1 7 pe r iod , but I hop e there will be con ti nued conv ersati on 

18 and not j ust a t this , you know , hearing t i me period . 

1 9 MR. HENRY: My name is Paul Henry . I' m 

20 on e of the directors of Windmi ll Ranches , which is 

21 north of here , and just righ t across from Ancho . 

22 I wa nt to make sur e , I guess , that you 

23 have my contact information , concerns and quest i ons , or 

24 whatever . It ' s P . O. 967 , Carrizozo , New Mexico 88301 . 

25 And then the phone number i f you want to contact me is 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiller.com 
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1 577-937-6536. 

2 We have 18,000 acres, 326 lots, peopl e 

3 that -- you know, it's not fully deve l oped, just some 

4 people live out there. Maybe 20 people live out there 

5 right now, 20 homes. Other people are building as we 

6 speak. There are people that live allover the United 

7 States, when they retire or whatever, they'll come and 

8 bui l d out there. 

9 But the biggest concern is -- if you got 

10 that before about the views, the other concern is the 

11 noise, if there's any noise. The EMF, is there any EMF 

12 hazards or concerns or something like that? And we 

13 just want to know these people to know that we're 

14 out there and who to contact if they have any concerns 

15 or questions or whatever. And I already know who to 

16 contact. 

1 7 I was trying to find out -- my concern 

18 was -- is that we heard it through the Grapevine last 

19 year from one of my friends; otherwise, we wouldn't 

20 

21 

have known about it -- and again this year. This was, 

you know, like word-of-mouth. This was given to me by 

22 a friend of mine. 

23 So last year when I made contact, I 

24 talked to somebody on the phone, and they to l d me they 

25 didn't have -- at the time, there was no proposed 

Reported By: Anne H. Mountin, CSR www.keithandmiller.com 
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1 project comlng through New Mexico. That cou l d have 

2 been one of the other companies that I talked to 

3 that -- you know, they didn't allude to any 

4 transmission line coming through this area. 

5 So if my friend had not given this to me , 

6 you guys would not have known about the ranches, unless 

7 you come up the road and say, Oh, they're putting in 

8 

9 

10 

ranches. What is that? 

got. 

I don't think there's anything else I've 

I've asked all the questions, as far as nobody 

11 knows the answers, specifically where it's going to be, 

12 

13 

stuff like that. So I'll find that out later. But I'm 

trying to find out who to contact. The questions and 

1 4 comments are closed July 13th, and we don't have time 

15 to accumulate the questions from our owners within that 

16 time frame, if they have questions. 

17 So one of the things that lssues that 

1 8 we have is that we weren't contacted. We didn't know 

19 

20 

about i t . Other than that, I think that's it. 

MR. BOND: My name lS Lerry Bond. 

21 L-E-R-R-Y, B-O-N-D. 

22 I just wanted to say I 've been keeping up 

23 with this project over a year, being on the computer. 

24 And I'm very much for it, and I think it would be good 

25 for the State of New Mexico and citizens, our local 
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1 citizens , as well . So put me on record as a big plus . 

2 I want this project . This country needs this project , 

3 and I want to get on with it now . Keep going . Don't 

4 let any roadb l ocks stop it . 

5 MR . GALLACHER: My name is William, 

6 W-I-L-L-I - A-M , Gallacher , G- A- L- L- A- C- H- E- R. 

7 Basical l y in favor of it . Need more 

8 information on where t h e lines will be going , the 

9 impact on livestock and the amount of water that will 

10 be used , if they need it , for construction or if 

11 hydrothermal is involved , geot hermal . And the time 

12 frame seems appropriate , yet we need to keep 

13 information in t he p i peline so produce r s can stay 

1 4 informed . 

15 

1 6 

17 

18 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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CERTIFICATE 

3 I , Anne H. Mountin , Certified Shorthand 

4 Reporter in and for the State of Texas , do hereby 

5 certify that the above and foregoing contains a true 

6 and correct record , produced to the best of my ability 

7 via machine shorthand and computer - aided transcription, 

8 of the proceedings had in this matter . 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Cer t ified to on t he 

-----"s.---==,.Lr:...:::~'-----cf+----, 2 0 0 9 . 

, 
\"-t 

Anne H. Moun t in 

Cer t ifica t e No . 4803 

Expires 12 -31 -200 9 

Fi rm No . 114 

day of 
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1 MR. RITCH: My name lS Wil l iam Ritch, 

2 R-I-T-C-H, from Cuchillo. 

3 As I understand it here, we've got two 

4 different issues at hand. One of them is going t o be 

5 the transmission of energy, and the other is 

6 degeneration of energy. 

Page 2 

7 They are talking specificall y about so l ar 

8 energy and wind energy and possibly geothermal, but 

9 there's nothing tha t has been mentioned in regard to 

10 nuc l ear energy, and I think that that is a rea l -- it's 

11 a real mistake, that that should be part of the energy. 

12 We had a meeting with Senator Tom Udall, 

13 which he indicated tha t we have more nuclear energy i n 

1 4 the United St a t es than France does, and France, 

15 basical ly, generates all of the their energy 

16 requirements via the nuclear method. 

17 I would have to say that it has proven to 

18 be very effective, inasmuch as the United States Navy 

19 uses i t for propelling aircraft carr i ers and 

20 submarines, so, therefore, it would seem like to me 

21 that this is a very viable source of energy for this 

22 

23 

count ry. 

ef f ect. 

It certainly lends itse l f to the green 

There's no coal used. There's no oi l used, 

24 and it's relatively inexpensive, once you ge t the 

25 plants up and operating. 
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1 So I guess along the lines of the 

2 transmission lines, we don't really know for sure -- I 

3 mean, there ' s -- you have pictures with maps and what 

4 have you , bu t there aren ' t really any details on where 

5 these transmiss ion lines are to be loca ted. Now , I'm 

6 

7 

8 

9 

specifical l y saying this because we live in Cuchillo , 

and the maps that we have looked at , of which there are 

a number of them, Cuchi l lo does not show up . 

And also , Highway -- Interstate 25 is not 

10 clear on the maps exact ly where t hat is , and State 

11 Highway 52 is not shown to where we can rea l ly 

1 2 determine the route that is going to be used for t hose 

13 transmi ssion li nes . 

14 And before we can really report 

15 inte lligently in terms of the effect that this is going 

1 6 t o have on us is , where are those lines going t o go? 

17 We don't know fo r sure e xac t ly what those line s are 

18 going t o be , whether t hey 're go ing t o be AC l i nes or 

1 9 whether they ' re going to be DC lines and exact ly where 

20 they are, how many of them , and what the impact is 

21 going t o be . 

22 The re are u ndoubtedly a lot of e ff ects 

23 that are going to be -- environmenta l effects . And 

24 that is that those AC lines that generate all kinds of 

25 side effects, if you wil l, as il l ustrated by if you 
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1 drive under them with an automobile with a radio on , it 

2 goes away. 

3 So there are el ectronic emissions that go 

4 into the environment that we really don ' t know . And 

5 has anybody bothered to look i nto the effect of that 

6 kind of -- we 'l l just cal l it an e nvi ronmental 

7 corruption? We don ' t know for sure , and somebody needs 

8 to loo k at all of those kinds o f issues for publ i c 

9 health . 

10 So I guess the other lssue that I would 

11 talk about is that a long time ago there was a very 

12 f amous scientist cal l e d Tesla, and the transmission of 

13 energy was not via wires . So has anybody l ooked i nto 

14 t hat kind of energy tran smission , using the Tesla 

15 technology which is certainly avai lable now? 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I. 
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COMMENT : Well, I just wanted to say that I oppose the 

2 route that they want to take through the Galiuro Mountains . 

3 That ' s all pristine country . The re is no access through the re 

4 as it is now . And there is no reason to open that country up . 

5 Tha t ' s all I ' ve got to rea lly say about it . 

6 John Stodda rd 

7 

8 COMMENT : We live in Aravaipa , a nd I am totally 

9 opposed to anything that will invade that environmentally 

10 s ensi tive pristine virgin land , because we just don ' t have all 

1 1 that many of that type of area left . And I think that it ' s a 

12 serious mistake to put it through this area. And I am for the 

13 green power idea , but where they are planning to put it , to me , 

14 negates the value of their power . 

15 Pat r icia Hays . 

1 6 

17 COMMENT : You need to chose the route for thi s 

18 proposed power line tha t will have the leas t visual presence to 

19 the smallest population. We live in an area where there is a 

20 significant number of homes that this proposed li ne would be 

2 1 very close to. And so whether the people are aware of it or 

22 not , they will become aware of i t very soon, and you are 

23 actuall y going to get people very angry . Even though we 

24 recognize the need for the power , there has got to be other 

25 routes where there is less population . Even if it cost an 
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1 extra 3 million dollars to do it , it ' s irrelevant. You can ' t 

2 do this t o people . 

3 We came out here and put a million dollars into a 

4 property , and all of a sudden there are going to be these 

5 enormous power lines very close . It ' s untenable . So remember 

6 this is the Southwest. This is st i ll the wild west ou t here . 

7 So it ' s very unpleasant to see this happening when people have 

8 come here fo r the very reason of avoiding this type of thing , 

9 visually . 

1 0 On another level , this much electrical energy flowing 

1 1 above people ' s heads should be kept as far away from people as 

1 2 possibl e , because there is a lot of evidence that people are 

1 3 affected by high power lines . So, if anything, you are heading 

1 4 for lawsuits the closer you get to human population . So 

1 5 

1 6 

knowing what the future could bring , I would say stay away . 

But proceed with the project . We need electricity , 

1 7 but do it somewhere else so that we don ' t have to have it near 

1 8 the privately owned property. There is plenty of land out 

1 9 there , enormous amounts that is adjacent to us . There are 

20 other power lines out there . You could just go right down the 

21 same corridor . 

22 Therefore , I am letting you know in advance tha t 

23 you ' re heading for trouble , in terms of lawsuits , if you don ' t 

24 make the people put them at ease. You can ' t do this against 

25 pub l ic feeling , you will end up with enormous problems . 

I 
I 
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1 So I ' m hoping that if there is a way to do it whe re 

2 the re is less population density, why not do it? We live one 

3 mile from Stockton Road near Artesia . 

4 

5 COMMENT : We would prefe r that the loca tion of the 

6 power line not be parallel to 191, that it be placed South and 

7 take the route paralleling 1-10 and go northwest on the western 

8 slope of Mt . Graham . It would have lower impa c t on houses , and 

9 it j ust wouldn ' t be so ugly . It wouldn ' t be s o ugly driving 

1 0 down 191 with a big power line . Anyway , that ' s our preference , 

11 t hat they locate it not parallel to 1 91 . 

12 

13 COMMENT : My name is Harold Bob Lackner , and I have a 

14 ranch ou t by Frey Mesa just south of Thatcher and Safford . And 

1 5 it looks like the line , one proposed line is trying to go 

1 6 through my ranch maybe five miles . And I don ' t agree with 

17 this. The reason I don ' t agree is because I feel we a l ready 

18 have power lines through the ranch that are kind of where you 

19 could use them and still stay on the main power line road . 

20 If you make new roads in to build a power line i t wi ll 

2 1 cause side roads o ff of it . And the damage we ' re having from 

22 four wheelers over here already , we ' re having extreme vandalism 

23 and i t ' s ruining a lot o f the country . We ' re h aving 

24 irreplaceable -- irreparable would be a better word damage 

25 alre ady , and there is go ing to be more . We need to probably go 
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I ' m not aga inst wind power or 

solar , I ' m all for it . I ' m just say ing stick to the main r oad . 

Klondike will be a no . That ' s going to cost too much 

virgin country there . It ' s ve ry expensive to build a power 

line . I am a 23 year lineman , j ourneyman li neman . I worked 23 

years fo r the electric co-op in Willcox . It ' s very expensive 

7 to build that power line, much less two , through the Klondike 

8 area . The ranche rs , unless there is someone deeded out there , 

9 or someone is getting money out of it, they ' re all going to 

1 0 fight it, as far as I know . 

11 And especially through Safford here I ' l l fight it 

12 because of the fact of the damage to the ecosystem . I will t ry 

13 to help with some of the other areas as long as we are keeping 

14 as much of i t as possible near existing power line right o f 

15 ways . I probably will have a lot more comments . And I hope to 

16 be able to work with you guys . 

17 I would like to say that going through Frey Mesa , 

18 right below, we have a weed that we spent over a half million 

1 9 dollars trying to get rid of , the sweet resin bush . We're 

20 thinking about closing the road out tha t way because people are 

2 1 picking this plant and spreading it . This bush is very, very 

22 invasive , and it ' s not to be spread because it takes over 

23 everything . 

24 We spent , like say I, a half million, the government 

25 and I , already trying to ge t rid of it. And more roads through 
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1 there would spread the speed and cause problems spreading the 

2 plant around with the equipment , et cetera. So that ' s another 

3 reason . 

4 We also have Indian ruins through the ranch that ' s 

5 dating back t o the Hohokam . It ' s not so bad if we stick to the 

6 regular power line routes . 

7 Thank you . 

8 (The proceedings concluded on June 24th , 2009 at 8 : 00 p . m.) 

9 

10 

11 

1 2 

13 

14 

15 

1 6 

l7 

1 8 

19 

20 

2 1 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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1 C E R T I F I CAT E 

2 STATE OF ARIZONA 

3 COUNTY OF PIMA 

4 

5 

ss . 

6 BE IT KNOWN that I, R. Chris King, RPR , took the 

June 24, 2009 

, 
Page 7 ; 

7 foregoing p r oceedings at the time and place stated in the 

8 caption hereto ; that I was then and t here a Certified Reporter 

9 in and for the State of Arizona; that the proceedings were 

10 reduced to writing under my direction; and that the foregoing 

1 1 pages contain a full , true , and accurate transcript of my not es 

12 of said proceedings . 

1 3 Dated this 30th day of June, 2009 . 
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20 
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22 

23 

24 

25 
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1 MR . CALDWELL: Larry , L-A-R - R- Y, 

2 Caldwell, C-A-L- D- W-E-L- L, is my name . 

3 I've sent in some comments. I know 

4 people are wondering abou t the project , so I request 

5 that the scoping hearing comment period be extended for 

6 30 days . 

7 MR . BAKER : My name is Russell Baker . 

8 I support the concept of putting the new 

9 line on public l ands as much as possible , particularly 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1 6 

1 7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

north and wes t of Deming. By doing so , you stay off of 

my private land . So that ' s where I come from . And 

Mr . Ray assur e d me that ' s where it will be . It wi ll 

not be on my private land . So , good . That' s fine . 
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CERTIFICATE 

3 I , Anne H. Mounti n, Certified Shorthand 

4 Reporter i n and for the State of Texas , do hereby 

5 certify that the above and foregoing contains a true 

6 and correct record , produced to the best of my ability 

7 via machine shorthand and computer- aided transcription , 

8 of the proceedings had in this matter . 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Certified to on the 

(.. hi:;"O ' 2009. 

Anne H. Mountin 

Certificate No. 4803 

Expires 12-31-2009 

Firm No. 1 14 

day o f 
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1 COMMENT : My concern is , looking at your alternate 

2 routes and then your proposed routes , is why you chose your 

3 propos ed route? I ' ve asked several questions and they can ' t 

4 really give me a clear answer . 

5 It appea rs to me -- and I ' ve known the Aravaipa 

6 Canyon , and having land in the Aravaipa Canyon , and knowi ng the 

7 San Pedro , that it seems to me that you ' re going to go t hat 

8 route because you ' re going to get the least resistance there . 

9 And it ' s not based on any e ngineering challenges , or any 

10 endangered species or habitat issues . 

1 1 Because I know the count ry rea l well , I know where the 

1 2 other right of ways are where you have alread y got existing 

13 transmission lines . And one of my questions is why can ' t you 

1 4 just -- since you ' ve a l ready got view sheds a lready destroyed, 

15 why can ' t you just pu t it a long side there? Why go into a 

1 6 valley? 

17 The Aravaipa Valley now is p retty much l ike it was 

18 f ifty or s i xty years ago . It doesn ' t have these eye sores or 

1 9 these thing s that are just taking away from the view shed and 

20 the pristineness of that area . 

21 But , you know , I asked several people with Sunz ia , and 

2 2 they can ' t give me a clear answer . But I feel strongly that 

23 t here are be tte r rou tes , engineering, least impact to the 

24 environmen t , cheape r, t hat would be more reasonable than goin g 

25 through the Aravaipa Canyon . 
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1 

2 

And that ' s p rett y much all I ' ve got to say . 

COMMENT : The things that I wou ld like to say about 

3 th i s proj ec t -- this is the Sunzia Southwest Tr ansmi ss ion 

4 Project -- is that in general I ' m not comfortable with high 

5 t ransmis s ion lines , h igh vo ltage lines . 

6 The reading t hat I have done tells me that in the 

Page 3 

7 United States we haven ' t taken the possible health consequences 

8 as seriously as they have been taken in other countries. And 

9 so I ' m concerned about that , not just for humans , but e ven if 

1 0 it goes through a wilderness area , what the consequences might 

11 be over genera tions f or wildlife. So I just wanted to say 

12 that . 

13 I live i n Orac l e and i t ' s a small town . And I 

14 deliberately moved out here to be in a rural area in the 

1 5 country . And if I wanted to l i ve next to a high transmi ss ion 

16 line I would have moved next to one . And I know some people 

1 7 have no objection . I do . I moved here to b e away from t hat 

18 kind o f thi ng . So if th is does go through I would like it t o 

1 9 be as far away from Oracle as possib le . 

20 I guess I ' m biased in favo r of the possibi lity of 

21 smaller generating centers wi t h l ower voltage lines emanating 

22 from them . The fact that this is going such a long distance 

23 bothers me . I am de l ighted tha t t he power is coming from sun 

2 4 and wind , but the high voltage I find disturbing . 

25 So I guess that ' s basically what I wanted to say . 
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1 Thank you . 

2 (The pr oceedings concluded on Jun e 23 rd , 2009 at 8 : 00 p . m. ) 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 
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13 

14 

1 5 

16 

17 

1 8 
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2 0 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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C E R T I F I CAT E 

STATE OF ARIZONA 

ss . 

COUNTY OF PIMA 

BE IT KNOWN that I , R. Chris King , RPR , too k the 

foregoing proceedings at the time and place stated in the 

caption hereto; that I was then and there a Certified Reporter 

in and for the Sta t e of Arizona ; t hat the proceedings we re 

reduced to writ ing under my direction ; a nd that the foregoing 

p ages contain a full, true , and accurate transcript of my notes 

of said proceedings . 

Dated this 30th day of June , 2009 . 

R. Chr i s King , RPR 

Certified Court Reporter # 50142 

State of Arizona 
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COMMENT : My name at Earl Moser . I have a vested 

interest in this power line . I totally believe we need this 

3 one . We need multiple other power lines to transport the 

4 power . We should be concentrating on alternative energy , from 

5 solar here in the southwest , and farther north in the wind belt 

6 for wind power . I have only positive comments about this 

7 project. 

8 

9 COMMENT: My name is Sharon Vincent . We have two 

10 properties , one just outside of Willcox , and a ranch just up 

11 the road. I believe that following existing transmission lines 

12 is a good idea . And that ' s just me . It seems to be the better 

13 course , is to follow existing transmi ssion lines. 

1 4 (The proceedings concluded on June 29th , 2009 at 8 : 00 p . m. ) 
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1 C E R T I F I CA T E 

2 STATE OF ARIZONA 

3 ss . 

4 COUNTY OF PIMA 

5 

6 

7 BE IT KNOWN that I , R . Chris King , RPR , t oo k the 

8 f oregoing proceedings at the time and place stated in the 

Page 3 

9 caption hereto ; that I was then and there a Certified Reporter 

10 in and for the State of Arizona ; that the proceedings were 

11 reduced to writing under my dire c tion; and that the foregoing 

12 

13 

pa ge s contain a full , true, and accurate transcript of my notes 

of said proceedings . 

14 Dated this 30th day of J une , 2009 . 
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R. Chris King, RPR 

Certified Court Reporter # 50142 

State of Arizona 
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US. D epartment ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

0rganizati'o tlf ap~Ucabl.) 
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"Withhold;.~oDlilinformation· BFYes BNo. 

Eeceive notification of 
EIS ''l''itability? ElY.. [JJNo 

SunZia SOuthwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc, I 4141 N, 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

*Copies of comments 'Will be available for public review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information he withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check "YES" in the a;.propriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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COMMENT FORM 
US. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SuuZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

STATE ZIP 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing list 

Withhold personal information~ 

Receive notification of 
EIS availability? 

~ONo 
DYes DNa 

~DNO 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project ! c/o EPG. Inc. 1 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies ojcomnumb will be avoilable for publir review at the local BLM ojJia: during regular busineJI houTS. Individuals nqllesting their pcn()nal 
information be withheld from public re-view or fram disc/omr! under the Freedcnn of Information Act must check "'YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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NAME 

ADDRESS 

CITY 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Knollene McDaniel 
Organization (if applicable) 

P 0 B o)( 42 Add to mailing list 

Withhold personal information-

Claunch New Mex ico 87011 Receive notification of 
STATE ZIP EIS availability? 

rlYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

~.s DNo 

COMMENTS: Carrizozo, N.M. Jul y 8 2009 

The amount of l and that wil l be torn up to install transmi s sion is 
considerable . T he traffic coming and go in g w ill tear up exisiting roa d s 
plus the too soil gnd q",oss es ,.0 t h e cz'g h fawoy area T h is wi ll "!:lot h9Ql 

in our lifetime . Some of the BLM land in our area contains very fragile 
s9il (gyp, alce:lifle) .,,"eJ"l c, tJ3t is b;"ke .. it has "0 bottom and elfoties 
con s tantly . These areas will be dama ged permantly! 

Also On my rancn is a mlryatory bird route. How Will t ~ ts affect them 
Many different birds pass through here in the spring and fall. Will the 
wi ldlife and cattle be affected b y the high current that witt b e ge nerated 
and transferred by t l1 is system?~ I think so! 

We lease g rass (grazinq ri ghts) from the BU1 - wi I I we be compensated 
feomthe loss of feed? ~' iLl Bl~ "ed~ee e~r ~b~bE,5? 

Our ranch has been in the family since the early 1880,s . It was 
open, UdgE uno' no t ed Of) maps as Vacant Land. "efiCes cam into play before 
there .. ss a S tate of New Mexico or the BLM •. Our fami ly has worked hard 
to b e qood stewards. Thts transmtsston line w t ll do unmeasurable dama g e . 

It was a o parent at the meet in g that approzimately 80% of the people 
there wo uld n ot have land affected by t h e transmiaaion lines . So basicall 
sl10uld have no inold . If operson choses not to have w ,"nd qeneeat0r's ort') 

their property, then tJ,ey should not be required to furnish transmission 
'ir:/es tearifCItj f;JP thE la"d, Odd j eJiilt"9 the ... ien. 

T he people that w ill h a ve deeded land in ~e path of the lines a nd 
f lley dO Plo t want ihem, WI ll they be taken anyway by emInent domaine? 
T 1,0 tis a big iss ue 0 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies ofcomments will he available for publiC review at thi! local BLM oJIice during regular b1lSiness hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from publir review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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ADDRESS 

CITY 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. D epartment ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New M exico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

PAGE !! 

PA GE 2 

Knollene McDa niel 

Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing list DYes ONo 

Withhold personal information'" DYes ONe 

P.O. Box 42 Claunch. N.M.87011 
STAT E ZI P 

Receive notification of 
E IS availability? D Yes DNo 

COMMENTS: 

We h..'1 ve antEtLope hunters from allover the Unted states that hunt hef!'e 

3 da y s each f a l£. Mos t fitt out t h e first day and then slay of anolher 
2 or 3 days ju~t to enjoy the quiet and p eacefullness an d ~os tly the 
open sp~ce un d t~e views . Is t h is no t i~Dortant? When t h is is go ne 
y ou cannot return to the original and there is no price that can justify 

_.-I.lnhcee a..c...tion 4s fae £LS I know God b.a.s.nl.....t....-tna.de...~ o ce lan d 

There are places whe re the red tail hawk soars and hunts, where sandryill 
GrQEfe step e ve r 61"1 tRei,. V'S:)' te tRe he« quE de l Apache aile! the i (0 9' and . 
Wh ere the Caoodian geese and t h e the blueb irds pass on the WQy to 
5tJ;;I/Iel Of wifltel reedin g qf OUfiOS. If t his was not i'71portant th~n 

th~ BlM ans Con q ress w ould not be tr y in q to pass the NLCS. National 
Landsca pe £iHi«Rd ConservatI on System . 

Last but not l eait ..• Whe re is SunZiq rye~ting their 
is COMing from oulside of Ihe UN ITED S TATES 0"" A""ER ICA , 

f u nd i ngT 
So one 

mo re time we are sellin~ off America to a fore g in c ountry . 

SEND C O MMENTS T O : 

I I 

SunZia Southwest T ransmission Project I c/o EPG, lnc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

"Copies oJcomments will be availableforpublic review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesti11g theirpersonal 
injormation be withheld from public review or fi"om disclosure under the Freedom oJInfonnation Act must check "YES" in the appropriate box, Such 
11!quests will be honored to the extent allowed by law, 
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COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

0rganization CU:applicable) 

ADDRESS . .' .'1. ." 

S1+~ /VI/JtffUeL- I A-z. 
Add to mailing list llJ;Yes 0 No 

Withhold personaloinformation· DYes EJNo 

Receive notrncatiojl of 
CITY STATE " ZIP EIS .""Uability? [J Ye. ill No 

SEND COMMENTS TO , 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

*Copies ofcommentJ will be available fo r public review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information' be withheld J1:.om public review or {rom disclosure under the Freedom oflnfotmationAct must check "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored l;.>he extent allowed by law. . . . 
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Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 
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Receive notification of 
EIS availability? 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
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*Copies ojconrments will be available forpublic review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting theirpcrsonal 
information be withheld from public review orfrom disclosure under the Freedom q,flnformation Act must checf.: ''YES'' in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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ADDRESS 

feg, ... <. e 
CITY 

w. 

COMMENTS: 

:r 

1.0 y 
• 
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COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New M exico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Organization (if applicable) 

Ada to mailing list 

Withhold personal information" 

ilL ~("(,2~ Receive notification of 
STATE ZIP EIS availability? 

. r ; -f.s 
j 

~es DNa 

DYes DNa 

Jl!Yes DNa 

. . -n.aT . 
c: Q, fed; Ii +ie s T k ;,ow +I,.e 

6+ric.+ e j> It s+q ... J.fi.-/s. ;f' u;; If 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

*Copies oJcomments 'will be available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom oJ11:formationAct must check 'YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests wi!! be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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COMMENT FORM 
u.s. D epartment ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New M exico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Po t3"X t, P3 
Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing list DYes ,3,No 

Withhold personal information" jBtyes tJ No ADDRESS 

CITY 

COMMENTS: 

STATE ZIP 
Receive notification of 

EIS availability? DYes ~o 

J'SvtP/,P/Z..-7' (1-/£ /J/UJPOSe-b (Z6w7e- ,c"'rL- 77Irs P"'OWezz....... 

SE ND C OMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

·Copies a/comments will be available for public review at the loca! BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting the;r personal 
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requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing. list .3\'e, DNo 
ADDRESS 

'&'terrq V,'sf" 
CITY 

COMMENTS: 

STATE ZIP 

Withhold personal information· ~es 

Receive notification of 
EIS availability? ;;;We, 

DNo 

DNo 

-aY.~"Z.C>M Aas t-h",e.-e. s,,/gr e.ne".'$~ developmenTs t1ttnne.d· We. 

do ()FJt ne-edtn imp""r sako .. eher~'t --tt'l"YJ fie", Yney...('co. 

WOller 1-eA Ir't-'() «foe h eo IOo,'/I!A ( Sl·teS J q n J nq'GU,q I .... es 0',0' ees. 

/I-'l.ns II"\;S$( .. 11 /,'l'Ie5 sAlJg/p( be ('!.ol'\sT",,,,c.-r~.t /0 e¥./s~h·n1 

SEND COMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

*Copies of comments will be available for public review at the local BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from publiC review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check ''YES'' in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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COMMENT FORM epg 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

, Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

AUG 03 2009 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

"Petey i klljkt &l~eU 
Organization (if applicable) NAME I 

-P/ 0 I ~OX 20 I '3> Add to mailing list 
ADDRESS Withhold personal infonnation-

'Bevt5Vn fl--z.-- gf;602 Receive notification of 
CITY STATE ZIP E1S awilabmty? 

COMMENTS: 

~ DNo 

DYes ~ 

~ D No 

'Copies of comments will be available for public review at theloral BLM office during regular bwiness houn. Individuals requesting tbeir penonal 
inJormation be withheld from public review or from disclosure untler tbe Freedom ofInformatian Ad mwt cberl< "YES' in the appropriate box, Such 
requests will be'honored to the extent allowed by law . 
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~ \) r t't L'- \ . r'\ --::> . !§: 1,\ \. le'..J '" . Bureau of Land Management 
, -\'-<:( \.. \ Iv~ :<\) \' 0 New Mexico State Office 

~ \) ~'" ~~t..: <Q 'O-C; SunZia. Southwest Transmission Project 
;Y-'\. \)", E!lvlronmental Impact Statement 

NAM ®rganiZ.tioh CtE'Belic.ofe) ~' 
Add to mailinll Ust GINo 

Withhold personal information· OYes E1No 

Receiv<; notification of 
CITY ZIP EIS .vaihbili!j? O¥ .. DNo 

COMMENTS: 

____ ~~~~~~~=_~ ____________________________ n 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd StR", Suile-ffi2 I Phoenix, AZ 850' 

*Copi(s ofcomments will be available for public review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom if Information Act must check 'YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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Michael L. Dennis 

NAME 

8775 S Cluff Ranch 

ADDRESS 

Pima, AZ 85543 

CITY 

COMMENTS: 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. D epartment ofInterior 
Bureau of Land Management 

New M exico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Trausmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Organization (if applicable) 
Road Add to mailing list 

Withhold personal information· 

Receive notification of 
STATE ZIP EIS availability? 

~Yes DNa 

Il!IYes DNa 

IllIYes DNa 

As a resident and land owner in the Cluff Ranch Wildlife Area, I am opposed to routing the 

proposed SunZia electric transmission line through this area. Such a route is completely 

incompatible with the stated mission of the Arizona Game and Fish Depar tment UTa optimize 

the potential of the area as wildlife habitat. To promote us of the area for present and 

future generations for public hunting, fishing, wi l dlife viewing, education and o ther 

wildlife ori ented recreation. II This wildlife area has been under Game and Fish 

administration since ~949, and it is ironic that it is now threatened by a project being 

promoted under the environmental rubric of "renewable resources". Certainly other more 

appropriate routes exist, preferably along existing transmission line corridors . It is 

i mporta nt to mention that the Arizona Game and Fish Department is also opposed to this 

route. I will support their opposition in any what I can, including contacting my 

congress i onal and state representatives as necessary . 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Sincerely, 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

*Copies of comments will be available for public review at the local ELM office during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their pmonal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must check 'TES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 
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NAME Organization (if applicable) 
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r.{QA t! 6c.-
Withhold personal information· 

QA~f\ ~Z-- 3S!q~ Receive notification of 
CITY STATE ZIP EIS availability? 

COMMENTS: 

"\ CJ"(\ \ A ) L'±-~ .\\, i 0 O~ n \ C{\c:\. CJ, . .0/\c:s= I f'" 

SEN D COM M ENTS TO: 
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DYes 

D Yes 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

DNa 

DNa 

D Na 

·Copies ojcomments will be available for public review at the local BLM office during ngular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be w;thheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act must cheeR "YES~ in the appropriate box. Such 
requests 'will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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EIS availability? DYes -6No 
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SEND COMMENTS TO: 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

*Copie.r of comments will be available for public review at the local BLM o.ffice during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom oflnformation Act must check "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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james pad @eomcast .net 

07/25/200904:59 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Proposed power lines 

epg 
AUG 192QQ9 

I own property in San Antonio N.M. and I am opposed to the addition of any more 
power lines on the existing power poles that border my property. I am very concerned 
about radiation that exists already on the high transmission lines. Additional lines would 
present more of a health hazard. I for one would like for you to route the proposed lines 
nearer the white sands range, where there is less population . Thanks for your time, 
James Padilla, Marlene Padilla, Araceli Padilla, Carlos Padilla, Rita and Riley Lennon. 
CC Zeke Zematis, Attorney. 
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"Larry P. Hollon" 
<church_mouse@msn.com> 

08/17/200907:34 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

Subject Transmission Lines 

We are concerned about the location of the proposed transmission lines for the Sun Zia project, as it 
may affect our property at Windmi ll Ranch near Carrizozo, New Mexico. How can we obtain maps of 
proposed route oftransmission, lines and know whether they are intended to be above ground or 
underground transmission lines. 

Larry & Espy Holon 
Parcel 228 
Windmill Ranch, New Mexico epu 

AUG 192009 
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"Bob Malek" 
<bamalek@cox.net> 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

ee 
081171200906:13 PM 

bee 

Subjeet Power lines at Bosque 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I know energy is important to all of us. But we 
should think of the birds and their flight path 
as well. 

If there is an alternative route other than through or 
around Bosque NWR, please use this route and save 
the Sandhill Cranes and Snow Geese from flying into 
these power lines. 

Bob Malek 
Cleveland, Ohio 

epg 
AUG 1 9 2009 
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Cre8vAlt@aol.com 

08/17/2009 02:08 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

IUtl cc 

AUG 1 9 ~~~cc~ proposed power lines through San Antonio NM 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, I 
would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia 
SOOkV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request that you extend the 

" comment period until August 31 . Following the public meeting in Socorro and 
the subsequent meeting with Bosque del Apache staff, it is obvious that there are 
many unanswered questions as to the effect that these power lines will have on 
migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San 
Luis Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to flocks 
of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the demise 
of the reintroduced whooping crane population. Running two SOOkV lines (and 
countless ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight path of many 
over-wintering cranes is further complicating an already obstructed path for this 
struggling popu lation. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose 
since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a location where 
many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; however, there is not 
enough data or time at this point to determine the best route. Bosque del Apache 
biologists have given Tom Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher 
and expert on cranes, and we expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is 
finalized . Additionally the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the 
Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands 
Missile Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the 
Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred 
by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the 
Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income 
generating event. The Refuge has an estimated economic impact of$4.3 million 
for the region. Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, and 
anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting is going to 
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have a negative impact on visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit 
of this project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with 
this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly you have 
heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a subset of them 
after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as the largely uninformed 
citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose this route if they only knew 
about it. The Friends support our country's efforts to supply renewable energy, 
and we support the Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the 
corridor chosen for this project has limited negative environmental impacts. The 
only way that the best route can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve 
the biologists and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a 
monumental project when the impacts of this and future lines are considerec\ 
and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do this right 

Our wildlife is a valuable resource that we must all make the effort to protect The 
migratory birds that would be affected, including the Sandhill Cranes, are a 
precious -- and irreplaceable -- resource. 

Thank you for your time, 

- Beverly Kune 
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SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 
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"Brent Bridges" 
<tatras66@bellsouth .net> 

08/17/2009 11 :52 AM 

To <NMsunZiaprojeC!@blm.go1JIIU 

cc . 

bcc AUG 1 9 2009 
Subjec! power lines 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31". Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. Running two 500kV lines (and countless 
ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight path of many 
over-wintering cranes is further complicating an already obstructed path 
for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 
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The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Sincerely, 

Brent Bridges 

Marietta, GA 
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"Shirley Turgeon" 
<Shirley@hansensUivey .eom 
> 

08/17/2009 12:07 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Sun Zia Transmission Line Project 

\"'(1e are a large land surveying company that selvices all of AZ. We are interested in bidding this project when 
it gets to the bidding stage. Can you let me know how to get on dle bidding list, or track dl is project. 
Thanks for your time. 

ShiIley Turgeon 
Hansen Engineering & Sutveying 
115 SOU dl Main Street 
Coolidge, AZ 85228 
520-723-3261 
520-723-3739 (I) 
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Lisa Ellis 
<Jisa_ellis@prodigy . ne~ii 

To augi_briseno@tomudaILsenate.gov, 
nmsunziaproject@blm.gov 

08/12/2009 05:33 pep" cc 

\, '\ 9l\J\J1j bcc 

I\~ Subject 

B J GATES <bjgates@q.com>, mom 
<joyceg@plateauteLnet>, kc5gei@aoLcom 

SunZia Transmission Line Project 

I am a land owner at the Windmill Ranches development. I own lot 86, my brother 
owns lot 87 next to mine, and my parents own lots 88 and 89 on the other side of my 
brother. I bought this land with the intention of living there when I retire. I am a native 
New Mexican and love the wide open spaces and spectacular scenery of Windmill 
Ranches and the surrounding area! To imagine this beauty blotched by transmission 
lines is unthinkable. Windmill Ranch owners are currently living at the development and 
more of us intend to live there in the future. This type of project needs to be located 
away from people. I hope that alternate sites are being proposed and considered. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa A. Ellis 
251 Golf Links Street 
Pleasant Hill , CA 94523 
925-988-0725 home 
925-685-9312 work 
lisa ellis@prodigy.net 
I isa. ell is @toyonassocjates.com 
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John and Charlene Conner 
<john_char6@hotmail.com> 

08/12/200906:16 PM 

Dear Cindy at SunZia : 

To <nmsunziaprojeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Wind Power TranS'\1De 

f;.\lG 1 9 LGGS 

I have property in NM at the Windmil l Ranches Subdivision located in Lincon county at 
Ancho. It would be a huge mistake to run these power lines through the ranch as it is a 
subdivision and many people are interested in living there. If the lines were to go through 
the ranch it would lower property va lues as well as ruin our views. I am also concerned that 
as property owners we are not allowed to have any lines weather phone, power etc above 
ground. WE have to burry the lines. So I feel that power lines of the magnitude you are 
proposing would go against every thing the homeowners at Windmill Ranches perchaced 
the property for in the first place. It is alos a health concern for both peope and animals 
who live aroung such hig voltage lines. Would you live under or even near your won lines 
wi th your family? 

Yours respectively, 

John and Charlene Conner 

Get free photo software from Windows Live Click here. 
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"Bill Beckett" 
<wtbeckett@bajabb.com> 

08/12/200908:18 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc ,U" bcc 

AUG ,92009 Subject Questions 

RE: 500 KV transmission line across lincoln and socono counties 

The maps raise more questions that information available ... I have purchased two parcels of land in 
the scope area and from the map it appears that both will be affected by the proposed line ... No one 
seems to be able to inform me what benefit I might be able to gain from the construction, other than 
an ugly line across the property. More information and better maps would be appreciated .... 

William T. Beckett 
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"Esther Corley" 
<fecorley@cox.net> 

08/13/2009 10:50 AM 

:: <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> ,\\" 

~IJG '\ 91GG~ bcc 

Subject Power Lines 

PLEASE PLEASE do not put power lines anywhere near Bosque Del Apache! Birds have absolutely no 
advocates but humans, and as we are "supposed" to be humans, we should be advocating for nature 
and birds, etc. It makes me literally feel sick to think of all the places just in the U.S. where man is 
attempting to destroy habitat from sheer greed and overpopulation. Please consider something other 
than what you have in mind . Esther Corley, EI Cajon, CA 
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.. Glen A. Fox" 
<glen.afox@gmail.com> 

08/13/2009 07:00 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Proposed high capacity 500 kiIOvol.t_ansmiSSion lines 
through south and central . 1 ·co in vicinity of 
Bosque del Apache NWR V ~ 

t-.\l\' '\ ~ l\)\) 

I am wliting as a member of the Fliends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, to 
express my strong opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia SOOkY transmission lines 

through San Antonio, and request that you extend the comment period until August 31". 
Following the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del Apache 
staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as to the effect that these power 
lines will have on migratory birds, specifically the Sandhill Cranes. Running two SOOkY lines 
(and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily fli ght path of many over-wintering 
cranes will fUlther obstruct movements of this struggling population and the many other species 
that winter on and migrate through this wonderful area. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose since they do not 
intersect a daily fli ght path and may be in a location where many birds are flying higher on a 
longer leg of their; however, there is not enough data or time at thi s point to detennine the best 
route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired 
researcher and expelt on cranes, and we expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is 
finalized. Additionally the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on Whi te Sands Miss ile Range in the far 
northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of mil itary lands would be the most 
environmentall y sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande 
wildlife conidor, and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, held 
annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income generating event. The Refuge 
has an estimated economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is 
directly lin ked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of thi s rural 
setting is going to have a negative impact on visitation. Since there is no obvious economic 
benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise the community with this 
project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly you have heard from 
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many of our members. Many more Friends, as well as the largely uninformed citizens of San 
Antonio and Socono, would oppose this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we SUppOl1 the Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to 

ensure that the cOlTidor chosen for this project has limited negative environmental impacts. The 
only way that the best route can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists 
and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental project when the 
impacts of this and future lines are considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of 
the wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time 
to do this right. 

I am definitely a supporter of green energy including wind energy, but I also strongly believe that 
all aspects of such projects need to be environmentally fliendly and that the siteing of the 
turbines AND the transmission lines must avoid major bird migration routes and critical habitat, 
like the Refuge and the Rio Grande valley. Clearly, the CUlTent plan goes against my beliefs! 

Respectfully, 

Glen A. Fox 
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"Matt Curtis" 
<curtis 4085@gmail.com> 

08/13/2009 07:54 PM 

To Whom It May Concern, 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Concerned 

Hi< I am writing this letter today to express my concerns about the proposed Sunzia project proposed in 
the Lincoln county area of New Mexico. I live in the Windmill Ranch Estates Development just outside of 
Carrizozo,NM and have heard that the transmission lines are proposed to come directly threw my 
neighborhood. My questions today are where can I go to get better maps so I can see if my lot 152 on 
Lantern Lane is going to be anywhere near these lines. The BLM land website maps are not specific. 
Please help as I do not want high power transfer lines near me and my family for fear of the III effects 
they can cause. 

Regards, 
Matthew Curtis 
Lot 152 
Lantern Lane 
Carrizozo, N M 
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Ronald L Clawson 
<r.clawson@sbcglobal.net> 

08/14/200909:21 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Power lines in NM 

Hi: My name is Ronald Clawson. I own property in Windmill Ranchs, Ancho New Mexico. I did not 
buy this property to have power lines run through it. I bought it for the clean untouched view. Power 
lines, the use of our roads will destroy what we bought it for. Don't use our lands for this. Thank you 
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"Gary Crane" To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 
<Gcrane@southweste~1 

I cC <shutchison@eheitkamp.com>, "Amy Corathers" er.com> 
~ <ACorathers@epgaz.eom> 

08/1 4/200912:02 PM '\ \j l~'\l bec 

\>-\)\, Subject Sun Zia Project - Aneho NM 

Adrian, 
On behalf Ms. Hutchison who is copied on this email, I wanted to formally submit these very relevant 

questions to the BLM and EPG for a response and to be put into the SunZia record. Thank you. 
Regards, 
Gary 

From: Sandra Hutchison 
Date: Thu, 13 Aug 200913:12:49 -0400 
To: <cbailey@sunzia,net> 
Subject: Sun Zia Project - Ancho NM 
Dear Ms. Bailey, 

I am a land owner in the subdivision known as Windmill Ranches located in Ancho, NM, My 
husband and I purchased our property several years ago in anticipation of retiring there. We have 
just found out about this project and would like more information than what is on the website. 

We have many questions regarding the proposed termination point of this project, which 
according to the online maps, covers the entire subdivision of Windmill Ranch. 

1. Does the entire area on the maps as "Circled" indicate the area of a wind farm? Or is is just 
one or two electrical lines? 

2, How many square miles are included in the "Circled" area? 
3. How would residents be compensated for their land, should this project be approved? Would 
the entire area be purchased as indicated on the map? 
4, How can we obtain the information to understand the personal medical effects this technology 
may have on the local residence? 
5. Are public meetings being held, if so, where and when. 

Thank you for your time, I look forward to your comments. 

Sandra S, Hutchison 
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Sandra Hutchison To 
;shutchison@eheitkamPell cc 

08/14/200912:51 PM '\ 91.I:JIiltc 
~\JIJ Subject 

"'Gary Crane'" <GCrane@southwesternpower.com>, 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
'''Amy Corathers'" <ACorathers@epgaz.com> 

RE: Sun Zia Project - Ancho NM 

Thank you for the information thus far. I'm sure we will have more questions and are planning on 
submitting a formal "Comment" to the BLM before their deadline expires at the end of the month. 

Sandra S. Hutchison 

From: Gary Crane [mailto:GCrane@southwesternpower.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 14, 2009 2:03 PM 
To: NMSunZiaProjed@blm.gov 
Cc: shutchison@eheitkamp.com; Amy Corathers 
Subject: Sun Zia Project - Ancho NM 

Adrian, 
On behalf Ms. Hutchison who is copied on this email, I wanted to formally submit these very relevant 

questions to the BLM and EPG for a response and to be put into the SunZia record. Thank you. 
Regards, 
Gary 

From: Sandra Hutchison 
Date: Thu, 13 Aug 200913:12:49 -0400 
To: <cbailey@sunzia.net> 
Subject: Sun Zia Project - Ancho NM 
Dear Ms. Bailey, 

I am a land owner in the subdivision known as Windmill Ranches located in Ancho, NM. My 
husband and I purchased our property several years ago in anticipation of retiring there. We have 
just found out about this project and would like more information than what is on the website. 

We have many questions regarding the proposed termination point of this project, which 
according to the online maps, covers the entire subdivision of Windmill Ranch. 

1. Does the entire area on the maps as "Circled" indicate the area of a wind farm? Or is is just 
one or two electrical lines? 

2. How many square miles are included in the "Circled" area? 
3. How would residents be compensated for their land, should this project be approved? Would 
the entire area be purchased as indicated on the map? 
4. How can we obtain the information to understand the personal medical effects this technology 
may have on the local residence? 
5. Are public meetings being held, if so, where and when. 

Thank you for your time. I look forward to your comments. 
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Sandra S. Hutchison 
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phil carr 
<aksalmonrun @hotmail.com> 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc I"D 
SUb~:~ power line route ~W.J '\ 91GG

(j 
08/14/200911:09 PM 

Hello Adrian, 

My name is Phil Carr and I own lot#82 in the Windmill Ranch complex and am very 
concerend about the route of the new proposed power line. I looked at the web sites but am 
unable to tell where exactly the line will go and hope you can tell me how close it will be to 
my lot. Do you have any detailed maps of the route that you could mail or email me as I'm 
hoping that the line will not devalue or destroy the usabillity of my lot. 

Thank you, 
Phil Carr 
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"STEPHANIE WILSON" 
<stephmatt_79S@msn.com> 

OS/15/2009 10:19 PM 

BLM Project Manager Adrian Garcia: 

cc 

bcc 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

eU" 
QUERY: Proposed southwe~\i\\;.n1~s~?o~IdLine Project Subject 

I am a private property owner in New Mexico who could be dramatically affected by this 
project. I have private property near Ancho, New Mexico, in Lincoln County. I am 
concerned about the EIS and the other possible effects of this project, such as the devaluing 
of property, the impediment to my view, health concerns from being close to a high-voltage 
power station and power lines, as well as the effects on soil and water quality. 

Your online maps are not very location specific. Your online maps indicate that a power line 
will run somewhere through (alongside) Windmill Ranches. Windmill Ranches is a property 
development just West of Ancho, New Mexico. I am a property owner in that development. 
By looking at the maps online I cannot tell where the power lines would run or where the 
power station wou ld be located. 

I wou ld like to obtain a good-quality copy of a detailed map of the project that runs through 
(alongs ide) Windmill Ranches. Please send me a detailed map of the project in the Ancho 
area to my e-mail address or to 6816 Sunset Circle, Santa Fe, NM 87507 . Also, if you have 
information about the rights of private property owners in regard to this project, would you 
please provide me with this information. If for some reason you cannot do so, please e-mail 
the reason why. 

I sincerely want to partiCipate in the development of this project and be as informed as 
possible. I will look forward to your response. Thank you for your time and attention to this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 
Matthew and Stephanie Wilson 

Mailing Address: 
6816 Sunset Circle 
Santa Fe, NM 87507 

Email: stephmatt798@msn. com 
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.. Tracy McBride II 
<T.McBride@cox.net> 

08/11/200910:44 PM 

To whom is may concern , 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm,gov>, <ebailey@sunzia,net> 

ee 

bee 

Subject . T' . L' eO" SunZla Southwest ransmlSSJon me \\\39 
~\l\) '\ ~H 

I have reviewed the maps for the proposed transmission line. I own 20 acres of private property in 
Graham County Arizona, in particular, Parcel ID: 112-12-138B. 
From the maps, it appears that proposed transmission line may run directly through or near my private 
property. I have not been contacted by anyone regarding this project. How can I obtain more accurate 
information regarding the exact location of the proposed transmission line in relation to my private 
property? What are my legal options in providing or denying an easement if required? 

Respectfully, 

T racy McBride 
Shingle Mill Ranch 
Pima, Arizona 
T.McBride@cox.net 
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"John E Canning" To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> ,,,,, 
<johnecanning @comcast ,net 

cc > 
~\l1.J '\ 91\)\)\) 08/12/200907:33 AM bcc 

Subject Power Lines North of Bosque 

I would hate to see the Bosque Birds migration routes disturbed, I! you can go South that would be 
great.Seeing those birds at Bosque is like a religious experience, 
Thanks for your attention, 
John Canning 
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.. Carol Pittman" 
<pittray@gilanet.com> 

08/12/200912:10 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject comment on project 

Please see below a letter commenting on the above-named project. 

P.O. Box 374 
Datil NM 87821 
August 10, 2009 

pittray@gilanet.com 

Re: New Mexico Sun Zia Project 

To Whom It May Concern: 

My first comment concerns the vagueness of the infOlmation presented for public comment. It 
has been, and continues to be difficult to respond to the proposed project when there is not 
adequate information available for scrutiny. 
As to the project itself, it seems that as presently proposed (as near as I can determine) the 
transmission lines will cause disruption of various kinds in several areas where such disruption 
could be avoided by re-routing the path of the lines. In looking at the corridor map it is evident 
that the route follows the path where most of the people to be served now live. That said, it is 
not evident that the route must be where it is. Why not re-route the lines further east and south to 
the White Sands border, thereby avoiding the critical San Antonio environmental area? 
Unintended consequences follow poor planning and it is critical to consider environmental and 
ecological effects that will result from the placement of the lines. There have been so many 
battles fought over such effects, battles that could be avoided by planning properly and in great 
detail in the first place. The Bosque del Apache has indicated that the proposed placement of the 
lines will disrupt the migratory bird patterns and therefore the Bosque del Apache. We've 
already seen how well intentioned programs such as windmills generating power have interfered 
with bird migratory flights, and we don't need to learn that lesson again. In addition, the 
suggestion that the lines will run under the Rio Grande raises the question of the silvery minnow 
and how much disturbance there will be to that species if the present proposal is implemented. In 
short, there are many questions as yet unanswered. 
I hope that there will be a more detailed presentation with questions answered at community 
hearings yet to be scheduled. 
Thank you for your attention, 
Carol Pittman 
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<javierapodaca @att.net> To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> .,," 08/12/2009 12:38 PM cc 

bcc ~\l() '\ \1 'l.GG9 
Subject EPA Study 

Mr. Garcia, I left a message on your telephone regarding the Proposed Sunzia Southwest transmission 
project. We own a 30 acre lot on Windmi ll Ranches right across Ancho New Mexico. Looking at the maps 
it seems we are right about in the area where the substations would be placed for this project. My concern 
is that we are in the planning stages of moving into that land and use it as our private residence. We 
currently live in EI Paso, TX but after reviewing this project we would need to know how, if, and when this 
would have an effect on our relocation. Please keep us posted about the outcome. 
Javier and Dora L. Apodaca 
concerned land owners 
lot #326 Windmill Ranches 
Ancho NM 
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.. Joyce Gates" 
<joyceg@plateautel.net> 

08/121200904:07 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov>, 
<augi_briseno@tomuctall.senate.gov> 

cc "Lisa Ellis" <lisa_ellis@prodigy.net>, "BJ Gates" 
<bjgates@epco.com>, "Joyce Gates" IiiiiIHn 
<joyceg@plateautel.net>, <Kc5gei@aol.~Y 

bcc 

Subject transmission project 
AUG 1 9 2009 

We own land in the Windmill Ranches subdivision . We are against any type of lines that will cross our 
land or be any where close to it or to the open spaces that surround our land. A lot of people have 
purchased this land with the intention or retiring there or having a place to go to away from this type of 
thing. We own lots 88 and 89, our son owns lot 87 and our daughter owns lot 86. None of us want to 
see this type of development that would take away from the remoteness and solitude and beauty of our 
land. I hope that this project will find another place to move to. Please keep me informed as to what is 
going on about th is situation. 
Sincerely, 
Joyce Gates 
1013 Utah Street 
Clovis, NM 88101 
575-762-502 
joyceq@plateautel.net 
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JoAnn Davy 
<davy joann @yahoo.com> 

08/10/2009 09:06 PM 

To "NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov" <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sun Zia Project Ipl 
History: $1 This message has been replied to . AUG 192009 

We are land owners in the area encompassing the northeast edge of the proposed Sun Zia Project and we 
just became aware of this project. We have numerous concerns regarding the impact this will have on our 
land and the surrounding area. 

Please forward to us any available information. 

Ken and JoAnn Davy 
1271 Lone Oak Trail 
Aurora, IL 60506 

email: dawjoann @yahoo.com 
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• 
David McBride To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov IPD <dmcbride@hawaii.edu> 

cc 
08/10/2009 02:06 PM 

bcc AUG 1 92009 
Subject Power Lines 

History: $' This message has been replied to . 

I am writing because I own property near or in the path of the proposed power 
lines . I do not think the public has a n understanding of what you are going to 
do . I live in AZ at the base of Mt Graham just we st of the Cluff Ranch 
Wildlife Reserve . Besides t h e environmental and health impact, the power l ines 
would be horrible to look at running alon g t h e base of Mt Graham. I have 
health concerns about myself as well as roy neighbors l iving in the vicinity. I 
understand t hat someone may make a few bucks off of these lines, but i don t t 
think that any of us who are in its path will get a piece of it. Because the 
ELM is using our tax dollars to operate, I think we shou l d be considered when 
s u ch a decision is made for use of our ELM l and . Can we vote? I don l t 
understand such a distanc e between our governmen t of fices and the people. I 
know severa l people t hat thes e lines will affect , and they have not even h eard 
of the proposition . They will wake up one day to see a huge power line in 
between their beau t iful property and the mount a in . We shoul d not have to pay 
for the cancerous gr owth of other cities . Please con sider plac ing t he lines 
along highways or other pre- existing scars on the land . My vote is no power 
line at the base of Mt Graham. 
Thank You 
Davi d S McBride 
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aabsw@comcast.net 

08/10/2009 12:41 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Power Lines at Bosque del Apache 

epD 
AUG 1 9 2009 

I would like to express strong opposjtion to the proposed route of the SunZia 500kV 
transmission lines through San Antonio. There are many unanswered questions as to 
the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill 
cranes . I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to flocks of cranes 
under adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the demise of the 
reintroduced whooping crane popluation. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose since 
they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a location where many birds are 
flying higher on a longer migration jump. A better route would be White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands 
would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study 
Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by the community of 
San Antonio. 

Socorro is a poor county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, held annually 
at Bosque del Apache NWR is a great income generating event. Tourism for the 
county is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the 
view of this rurual setting is going to have a negative impact. 

Please do not put power lines in Socorro or San Antonio. Use White Sands. 

Thank you , 
Art Bova 
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Theresa 
Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI 

08/10/2009 10:41 AM 

More comments!! 

Theresa Herrera 
Public Affairs Specialist 
505.438.7517 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM, Veronica 
Maldonado/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI@BLM 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Fw: Li ncoln Counly SunZia projecl 

fllIg 
AUG 792009 

----- Forwarded by Theresa Herrera/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI on 08/1012009 10:41 AM -----

Iffybiz <iffybiz@aol.com> 

08/08/200902:46 PM To nm_commenls@nm.blm.gov 

cc 

Subject Lincoln County SunZia project 

Hi, we are land owners at Windmill Ranches Lot 10. We are opposed to having power 
lines traverse our property. If a substation is to be built in Ancho we prefer that you use 
public lands. There are lots of BLM land around us that can be used for running power 
lines. 

Should it be decided to run lines through our property - are they willing to compensate 
us or purchase our property? While we understand it's a necessary project we think it 
can be done without spoiling the natural beauty of the land we purchased. 

Sylviane & William Guilfoil 
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.. William Dix" 
<wil1iamdix@msn.com> 

08/06/2009 06:22 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

eng 
AUG 192009 

Subject proposed route of the SunZia 500kV transmission lines 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, I would like to express strong 
opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and 
request that you extend the comment period until August 31 " . Following the public meeting in Socorro and 
the subsequent meeting with Bosque del Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered 
questions as to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill 
cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can 
cause to flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the demise of the 
reintroduced whooping crane population. Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) 
perpendicular to the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating an already 
obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose since they do not intersect 
a daily flight path and may be in a location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the best route. Bosque del Apache 
biologists have given Tom Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and 
we expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally the Friends would like SunZia 
to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White 
Sands Missile Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands would be 
the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande 
wildlife corridor, and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, held annually at 
Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, 
and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative 
impact on visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the area, there is no 
excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly you have heard from many of our 
members following my urgent email to a subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as 
well as the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose this route if they only 
knew about it. The Friends support our country's efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the 
Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has limited 
negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route can be chosen is if there is adequate 
time to involve the biologists and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best 
interest of the wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time 
to do this right. 

William Dix, AlA, LEED AP 

264 Snowden Lane 
Princeton, NJ 08540 
T: 609-924-3390 
M: 609-876-6382 
williamdix@msn,com 
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"Mike Krehbiel" 
<krebbs@nmia.com> 

08/06/2009 06:52 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Transmission line 

eDg 
AUG 79 2009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31

st
. Following the 

public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. A similar effort in the San Luis Valley, 
demonstrate the devastation that power lines can cause to flocks of cranes 
under adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the demise of 
the reintroduced whooping crane population. Running two 500kV lines 
(and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight path of 
many over-wintering cranes is further complicating an already obstructed 
path for this struggling population. 
There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 
Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
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area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 
The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Mike Krehbiel 
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Sean Traynor 
<straynor@optonline.net> 

08/06/2009 07:1 7 PM 

Dear Administrator, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject NMSunZiaProjecl 

e.g 
AUG 792009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31

st
• Following the 

public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Orewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
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economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends ofthe Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Sincerely, 

Sean G. Traynor 

60 Bramshill Dr. Mahwah, NJ, 07430 
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Dean "Daddy" Swartz 
<focusedonnature @gmail.co 
m> 

0810612009 08:07 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Transmission Power Line Placement 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed 
route of the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio , and 
request that you extend the comment period until August 31st. 
Following the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting 
with Bosque del Apache staff , it is obvious that there are many 
unanswered questions as to the effect that these power lines will have 
on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes . As a former 
resident of the San Luis Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that 
power lines can cause to flocks of cranes under adverse weather 
conditions, and how they hastened the demise of the reintroduced 
whooping crane popul ation. Running two 500kV lines (and count l ess 
ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight path of many over
wintering cranes is further complicating an already obstructed path 
for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for 
this purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may 
be in a location where many birds are f l ying higher on a longer 
migration jump ; however, there is not enough data or time at this 
point to determine the best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have 
given Torn Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and 
expert on cranes, and we expect that Rod will be consulted before a 
route is finalized. Additionally the Friends would like SunZia to 
consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes 
by gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest 
corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands would be the 
most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge , the Wilderness Study 
Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by 
the community of San Antonio . 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival 
of the Cranes, held annua l ly at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating e v ent . The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region . Ecotourism for the 
county is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the 
wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a 
negative i mpact on visitation . Since there is no obvious economic 
benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise 
our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members fo l lowing my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting . Many more Friends, as wel l 
as the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would 
oppose this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our 
country's efforts to supply renewable energy , and we support the 
Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen 
for this project has limited negative environmental impacts . The only 
way that the best route can be chosen is if there is adequate time to 
involve the biologists and the White Sands Missile Range in the 
evaluation. This is a monumental project when the impacts of this and 
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future lines are considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best 
interest of the wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR , BLM, 
or SunZia. Please make the time to do this right . 

acorathers
Text Box
0538



Richard Bohnet 
<rhbohnet@earthlink .net> 

08/06/200908:44 PM 

To whom it may concern: 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

cc 

'lIg 
AUG 792009 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31

st
• Following the 

public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
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greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

I visit "Bosque", as we call it, nearly every year. Please do not do 
anything to damage this wonderful place. 

Richard Bohnet 
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Sir, 

"Pat Dunnuck" 
<pdunnuck@eastex .net> 

08/06/2009 10:08 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

ce 

bee 

Subject SunZia 500kV transmission li nes 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31

st
• Following the 

public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
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economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1, 000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Pat Dunnuck 

Life is short, Break the rules, Forgive 
quickly, Kiss slowly, Love truly, Laugh 
uncontrollably, And never regret 
anyth ing that made you smile. 
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"Crutch2" 
<crutch@charter .net> 

08/07/2009 07:53 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge 

epg 
AUG 1 9 2009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed 
route of the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, 
and request that you extend the comment period until August 3151. 

Following the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting 
with Bosque del Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many 
unanswered questions as to the effect that these power lines will 
have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes. As a 
former resident of the San Luis Valley, I have witnessed the 
devastation that power Jines can cause to flocks of cranes under 
adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the demise of 
the reintroduced whooping crane population. Running two 500kV 
lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight 
path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating an 
already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for 
this purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be 
in a location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration 
jump; however, there is not enough data or time at this point to 
determine the best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given 
Tom Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert 
on cranes, and we expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is 
finalized. Additionally the Friends would like SunZia to consider 
avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes by 
gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest 
corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands would be the 
most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study 
Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by 
the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the 
Festival of the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is 
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the single greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an 
estimated economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. 
Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, and 
anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural setting 
is going to have a negative impact on visitation. Since there is no 
obvious economic benefit of this project to the area, there is no 
excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and 
undoubtedly you have heard from many of our members foJ/owing my 
urgent email to a subset of them after the public meeting. Many 
more Friends, as weJ/ as the largely uninformed citizens of San 
Antonio and Socorro, would oppose this route if they only knew 
about it. The Friends support our country's efforts to supply 
renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working with BLM and 
SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has limited 
negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists 
and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a 
monumental project when the impacts of this and future lines are 
considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the 
wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. 
Please make the time to do this right. 

Steve Crutchfield 
P. O. Box 492 
White Pine, Tn 37890 

www.crutchphotography.com 
crutchphotography.blogspot.com/ 
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Hi, 

Ke5gei@aol.eom 

08/07/200907:39 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ec 

bee 

Subject ke5gei 

eng 
AUe 792009 

I live in the Windmill Ranches subdivision in Ancho,NM. I 
am very upset at the thought of your company planning to 
come onto any of our properties out here. 
We bought this land to preserve all wildlife and plant life in 
the area. We have limited plants that could be disturbed to 
put in our homes and have had animals placed out here to 
build up their breeds. We bought our place to enjoy the 
natural way of things in th is subdivision. 
Your plans to come onto any of our properties is going to 
destroy our way of life. Not to mention killing the native 
plants and animals. As well as making us .sick or worse kill 
us due to all that power being so close to the people in 
Windmill Ranches subdivision. 
Why not use military lands south of us? No people around 
and movies can still be made on White Sands? or other 
military bases south of us. The government already owns 
the lands. No one living on those lands either. 
I would like a more detailed map sent to me by regular 
mail , not email. address follows : 
Karen Wehnau 
421 Ranch View Loop 
Ancho, NM 88301-9005 
I am requesting your company show some compassion on 
the people who live in Windmill Ranches subdivision and 
take your plans else where away from us. 
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Thank you, 
Karen Wehnau 
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Kc5gei@aol.com 

08107/200909 :38 AM 

Dear Sir, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject ke5gei 

'"11 
AUG 79 2009 

First off upset with you for not returning my call weeks ago. 
I have asked you again today to call me. I have told Cindy 
and she is going to ask you to call me. There is no excuse 
not to return a call unless you are dead. 
We bought land in Windmill Ranches subdivision to 
preserve the natural plant and wild life in this area. We 
have had folks hunting out of an helicopter a couple years 
ago. Our wild life has not been the same. Finally seeing 
rabbits again, no antelope,deer,or orks have returned to 
our place as yet. Some animals have been put out here to 
build up their breeds. Your companies plan to put anything 
in this area will destroy the animals and wild plant life when 
you place the transmitters near us. Besides the health 
issues and lives of the people who live around all the 
power going through those transmitters. 
I beg you to show some compassion for animal, plant and 
human life. And please take your project south to White 
Sands and other military bases where people do not live. If 
you put anything near us our way of life is over and you 
have given us a death sentence. You would not live near 
one of those towers. So why do you expect any of us to 
live with them? 
We are fighting for our way of life around here. Please 
show that your company cares and remove any sights 
where people live. All of us in the area are Very upset with 
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your company for even considering putting anything near 
people with all those thousands of acers else where that 
no one lives. 
Thank you for reading my email, 
Karen Wehnau 
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Kathy Caffrey 
<kcaffrey@manzanodayscho 
ol.org> 

08/07/200910:14 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject pro SunZia Transmission line 

I am completely in favor of building the SunZia Transmission line. 
New Mexico has the potential for producing a good pOl1ion of the nation's renewable energy. 
The development of renewable energy would create jobs, improve the environment and reduce 
our dependence on fossil fuels. 
The production of the energy depends on the ability to transmit that energy to where it is 
needed. SunZia is proposing to build the transmission Jines that will link the renewable energy 
projects in New Mexico with the grid that provides service to the areas of large population. 
Approval of transmission lines like SunZia's, will create much needed jobs in New Mexico as 
wind farms, solar and geothelmal plants will locate here. We need to send a statement to these 
developers that New Mexico is supportive of the expansion of renewable energy development. 
I hope you find in favor of the SunZia Transmission line project. I think it will be very 
beneficial, not only to New Mexico, but to the world environment. 

Sincerely, 
Kathy Caffrey 
540 Zartman Rd SW 
Albuquerque, NM 87105 
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"Skeeter Leard" 
<theartist@skeeterart.com> 

08/07/2009 01 :59 PM 

To <Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov> 

ee <NMSunziaProjeet@BLM.gov>, "'Gary Garton'" 
<gmgarton@frontierneLnet> 

bee 

Subject RE: transmission lines 
'ng 

AUG 79 2009 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 
I am grateful to get the announcement of the extended comment period. Our 
first knowledge of these plans was such a shock, it's taken a while to 
recover and I am still puzzled about many facts that remain elusive. 

I will admit to more than one prejudice. My first reaction is always that 
generating facilities, however progressive, should be located as close as 
possible to the users of the power. The geographical reasons are obvious, 
too much energy is wasted in transport . The philosophical ones may be even 
more compelling: Users need to see what their power consumption entails in 
production . 

It is my impression that the sun still shines in Arizona and the wind still 
blows. Tucson and Phoenix , etc. should have their needed generating 
facilities in their own backyard . 

I am confident that BLM is pretty familiar with New Mexico geography and the 
location of a major flyway, used for thousands of years by many thousands of 
migratory birds annually is not much of a secret. The proposal for one route 
to cross Rio Grande near San Antonio sounds like the prelude to a pretty 
unfunny joke. The work and money that has gone into Bosque del Apache NWR , 
not to mention the devotion, is a credit to people from management to 
volunteers at every level. It is an international star of our refuge system 
and worldwide conservation efforts. 

I am an artist specializing mainly in wildlife and horses so I am almost 
ashamed to mention the tourism benefits to the Socorro communities. Sounds 
like it's a ll about me ! I have been coming with my husband and family since 
1971 and moved to the San Antonio neighborhood (Laborcita) to be near the 
refuge. 

Please put me and my husband, Lane M. Leard, down as opponents of locating 
transmission lines anyplace that will interfere with the flyway . Thank you 
for your attention. Please do keep us informed. 

Skeeter Leard (Mrs. Ida L.) 

Skeeter Leard 
P . O. Box 129 
San Antonio, NM 87832 
575-838 - 0050 
www.skeeterart . com 

-----Original Message----- NWR 
From : Adrian_ Garcia@blm . gov [mailto:Adrian_Garcia@blm . gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, August OS, 2009 12:07 PM 
To : Skeeter Leard 
Subject: Re : transmission lines 

FYI, 
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the c omment perido is extended t hrough Au g ust 28th . 2009. 

(See attached file: 071309_NMSO_ SunZia-Public Scoping Extension . docx) 
No virus found in this incoming message. 
Checked by AVG - www . avg.com 
Version: 8.5 . 392 1 Virus Database : 270.13.41/2277 - Re lease Date : 08/05/09 
05:57 : 00 
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"Wang, Qi CTR DMDC" 
<qi.wang .etr@osd .pentagon. 
mil> 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

08/07/200905:08 PM 

ee 

bee 

Subject 

eng 
AUG 79 

SunZia transmission line through San Antonio 2008 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge , I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed rou te 
of the SunZia SOOkV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31st. Following the 
publ ic meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it i s obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. 

Having been to Bosque del Apache twice in winter. I a m amazed at t he 
n umber of birds and how precious the area is compare t o the rest of the 
dry New Mexico . 

There are alternate routes to the south tha t appear to be better for 
this purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be 
in a l ocation where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration 
jump ; h owe ver, there is not enough data or t ime at this point to 
determine the best route. Bosque del Apache biologist s have given Tom 
Wray the name of Rod Drewien , a retired researcher and expert on cranes, 
and we expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized . 
Additionally the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the 
Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on 
White Sands Mi ssile Range in the far northwest corner of the range . 
This minimal use of military lands woul d be the most envi ronmentally 
sensitive to the Refuge, t he Wildernes s Study Areas, and the local Ri o 
Grande wildlife corridor, and p referred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, which I enjoyed very much, held annually at Bosque de l 
Apache NWR is the single greatest income generating event . The Refuge 
has an estimated economic impac t of $4.3 million for the region. 
Ecotourism for the coun t y is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything 
that harms the wildlife or mars the view of thi s rural setting is going 
to have a negative impact on visitation. Since there is no obvious 
economic benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to 
compromise our community with this proj ect. 

This is a monumental projec t when the impacts of this a n d future lines 
are considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the 
wildlife , the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia . p lease 
make the time to do this right. 

Qi Wang 
Software Engineer 
DEERS/Defense Manpower Data Center West 
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Tom Heath 
<heathwtom@netseape.net> 

08/07/200905:11 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov Ihg 
ee 

bee 

Subject 

4{JC If) 

SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Ant~~~fJ 

As a visitor how has enjoyed viewing the flocks of wintering birds on a number of occasions I 
would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia 500kV transmission 
lines through San Antonio, and request that you extend the comment period until August 31st. 
Following the public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del Apache 
staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as to the effect that these power 
lines will have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes. 
Power lines can cause devastation to flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. Running two 500kV lines 
(and any ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is 
further complicating an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 
There are altemate routes to the south that appear to be better for this purpose since they do not 
intersect a daily flight path and may be in a location where many birds are flying higher on a 
longer migration jump. 

William Heath 
4513 Lone Grove Ln 
Plano, TX 75093 
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geraJynn hill 
<geraJynnhill@yahoo.com> 

08107/200906:51 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@bJm.gov 

ee wmerhege@bJm.gov 

bee 

Subject transmission lines near Aneho, NM 

The whole purpose of buying our land was to enjoy the land, the views, the animals. If these 
transmission lines go up, that will be the end of OUR DREAM. 

I am a land owner at Windmill Ranches, a 20,000 acre Home Owners Assoc. We are directly across 
from Ancho, NM where ya'll are looking to start placing towers. 

I am 60 years old, lost every bit of retirement I once had and now ya'lI are planning to ruin the only 
hope for our future. 

Please go away, 

Geralynn Hill 
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Mike Dziak 
<biglens2c@gmail.com> 

08/09/200905:30 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject high voltage transmission lines 

As a naturalist and nature photographer I am very concemed with the impact that these 
transmission lines will have on the migratory flight paths of birds that use Basque del Apache 
NWR. These migratory routes must be protected and kept safe for all the bird species. 
Thanks for your attention you are giving this matter. 
Sincerely, 
Mike Dziak 
19 Paula Drive 
Buffalo NY 14225 
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Norah Booth 
<nomindspring@gmail.com> 

08/10/200906:16 AM 

Sun Zia Project, 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject Aravaipa 

I have traveled Aravaipa Canyon from west to east and back again several times. On one trip a 
bird high in the sky caught my eye. I was trying to figure out what birds I could see from such a 
distance. They were eagles and their nests were in those cliffs. 
Aravaipa will not be a sacrifice strip for Califomia's energy transference needs. The irony of 
sending giant wire myrmidons marching through that small stretch of remaining wildemess to 
carry minimally "green" electricity from New Mexico and Arizona to Califomia will not be lost 
on all Califomia consumers, and certainly not on Arizona residents who only stand to lose on this 
deal. No, you may not do that. Find another solution that does not destroy both habitat and 
natural beauty using the smokescreen name of "green." This route has already been deemed 
environmentally too sensitive for a roadway. Don't hide environmental di smantling behind the 
skirts of minimal solar and wind generated energy. In terms of carbon footprinting, the towers are 
Bigfoot. 
Water use upstream has significantly reduced stream flow in the canyon. We need to protect and 
replenish our waterways , and at a bare minimum, not stress them further. In 1871, the westem 
mouth of Ariavaipa was the massacre site of 144 Apaches, mostly women and chi ldren. 
Innocents were slaughtered for what? Towers will kill that canyon as wildemess. There is no way 
to make such an environmental massacre "green." Don't continue business as usual under a new 
name. 

Sincerely, 

Norah Booth 
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Bill 
Merhege/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI 

08/10/2009 08:24 AM 

Bill Merhege 
Acting DSD 
Renewable Resources 
Work 505-438-7506 
Cell 505-690-1727 

To Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI@BLM 

ee 

bee 

Subject Fw: Sun lia Project 

e,1g 
AUe 192009 

----- Forwarded by Bill Merhege/NMSO/NM/BLMIDOI on 08/10/2009 08:23 AM -----

William Maushak 
<maushak@wildblue.nel> 

08/10/2009 07:58 AM 

To cbailey@sunzia.net, ian@copperstate.net, 
nm_commenls@nm.blm.gov, NMSunliaProjecl@blm.gov, 
wmerhege@blm.gov, augi_briseno@tomudall.senate.gov 

cc 

Subject Sun lia Project 

I think this should go to Adrian and Bill 
I have attached two comment forms for the SunZia project. I +eally 
couldn't tell from your multiple websites who to email this to so am 
trying multiple email addresses. 
please add us to your list for information. 
Bill and Nancy Maushak 

§1 ~ 
Nanc,Y's comments. doc Bill's comments. doc 

swardell
Typewritten Text
0550



~~ 

Nancy Maushak 

NAME 

750 Windmill Road 

ADDRESS 

Carrizozo, 

COMMENTS: 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department oflnterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

NM . 88301 

Ing 
AUG 192009 

I live in Windmill ranches and from your proposed map it appears that we might be the location of you 
substation. I have reviewed the material at your site and have more questions than answers. Are you aware· 
that this is a development with over 250 property owners and NOT just open ranch land? What exactly is a 
substation?? Rumor has it that this will be a windmill farm. I am confused as to why you would put this up 
in our area which based on your own assessments and that of several other government sites that rate wind 
power, our area is rated at class 2 or below. Not ideal conditions for wind power generation. What is the 
general impact of putting something like this our here? We have covenants in place that establish height 
restrictions (max 35 feet) and also any lines will be underground to preserve the aesthetics and lifestyles of 
those that purchased land out here. Your paperwork indicates you are considering two sites yet only one 
seems to be marked on your map. Where is the other location? Again rumor has it that it over by Socorro. 
As there is a lot cif just open ranch land that direction, I sincerely hope you consider location carefully. We 
selected this as our residence because of the views and wildlife. A huge windfarm or massive powerlines 
running through the development gre,atlx reduces opr enjoyment of our· property as well as our property 
value. This is our retirement as it is for many out here ·and we calmot afford that reductiQn in value. We 
hope you will reconsider your selection of sites and rriake a decision that will NOT impact such a large 
number of property owners and establish this someplace else. Wind farms we have seen are usually out 
away from higher populated areas so the only ones affected are the cattle and snakes! Thank you and 
please keep us informed as to what is happening with this. 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 j Phoenix, AZ 85018 

"'Copies 0/ comments will be available for public Te<l)iew at the /oca! ELM 1fiu during regular business hours. Individuals (((Iuesling their personal 
information be withheld from public rwiew or from disclosure undtr the Frudotn oflnformatwnAc, must check -vES" in the appropriate box. Such 
YCfpusts will he honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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Bill Maushak 

NAME 

750 Windmill Road 
ADDRESS 

CalTizozo, 

COMMENTS, 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

NM S8301 

el1g 
AUG 792009 

The map that you have provided for your project is not very accurate. It would be helpful to know 
the exact location so one could make better comments. We live in a ranch setting with over 200 
property owners. We have covenants that prohibit any structures over 35 feet in height and 
buildings should fit with the environment. We would not want any development that does not 
meet wi th these en vironmental concerns. 
Population growth in Arizona is out of control. There is not going to be enough water to sustain 
the growth. It makes no sense to provide power to this area. It needs to be stopped now. Water is 
the major environmental concern for population growth in the southwest and I don't believe you 
have looked at answering that problem. 
We are in a power class 2 according to the government's own studies. Look at Renewable 
Resources Data Center. I also have a weather station and anemometer. We average between 6 and 
8 miles per hour winds. I do not believe any: one did any research before coming up with what 
they thought would be a real moneymaker. i 
Now, I would not protest without offering a solution. Concentrate on solar energy close to the 
distribution point. Enact legislation that will prohibit growth when power and water are not 
currently available locally. Future generations should be protected. 
Past generations did not survive when they ran out of water. More research needs to be done on 
the paleo Indians in thi s area. Not one stone should be turned without extensive study of the 
archeology of this proposed area. 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I clo EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

"Copics ojcomments will be a'vai/able for public review at the local ELM ojJice dllring regular businw houts. Individuals r'quelling their personal 
information be withheld from public rwiew arfrorn disc/osure under the FreetWm ofinformatwtlAct mu;I check "YES" i1l the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored fa the exte1lt oUowed by law. 
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@l!J~ 
TRANSM ISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department of Interior 
Burc~lll of Land J\ lanagcment 

New Mexit'o State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
E nvironmental Impact Statement 

Socorro Elp.ctric CnoDp.rativp. . Inc. 
NAME 

P.O. Box H 
ADI»)(fSS 

Socorro. New Mexico R7ROl 
CIT\" STATE 

' COJ\tl\lENTS: 
"SEE ATIACHED" 

--------------_._---- _. 

eng 
AUG 7 9 2009 
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5c)Cc)RRc)~LECTRIC 
Cc)c)PER ATI'VE 

August 5, 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P,O, Box 27115 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115 

RE- Propose Sun Zia Transmission Corridor 

To Whom it may Concern: 

elJg 
AUG 192009 U> 
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0 
c.n 

On behalf of The Socorro Electric Cooperative, Inc" I would like to express my concern 
on the proposed transmission route that is located near the Bosque Del Apache National 
Wildlife Game Refuge. 

Socorro Electric Cooperative partnered with Bosque Del Apache to place all over head 
electric distribution facilities underground, The intention of this project was to eliminate 
bird contacts and keep the aesthetic qualities of the area preserved. Socorro Electric 
Cooperative along with Bosque Del Apache received the prestigious Golden Eagle 
Award from the Hawks Aloft organization, (See attached), 

With the history of Socorro Electric Cooperative's support for environmental issues, I 
would show support of the Transmission Corridor to be located using the eastern route 
along White Sands Missile Range and oppose the route located near Bosque Del Apache. 

Sincerely Yours, 

4~P'L 
Leopoldo Pineda, Jr., General Manager 
Socorro Electric Cooperative, Inc, 

LP/sc 

cc: Tom Melanson 
Bosque Del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 
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Golden Eagle Awards Page I of2 

Hawks Aloft, Inc. 
Conservation, .Jtvian 'Research, aM 'Eaucation 

PO 'Box 10028 - .Jt[Guquerque, N:M 87184 - (505) 828-9455 

Golden Eagle Awards 2005 
eng 

AVG 192009 
Picture from NMAP 

Socorro Electric Cooperative, Inc. (SEC) and Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge: In recognition of their joint partnership with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to remove electric lines crossing Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge. 

SEC set up a jOint venture with Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge in 
1996-1998 to replace 14 miles of overhead power lines with underground lines 
in the Refuge.- Although this involved a substantial cost overrun, SEC carried 
out all the necessary work, while Bosque del Apache was responsible for the 
trench digging. 

Farmers' Electric Cooperative, Inc. of New Mexico: In recognition of their 
proactive efforts for bird protection through the development and 
implementation of an Avian Protection Plan. 

1 

The General Manager attended the NMAP Workshop in 2002. Following this he 
set up a raptor protection committee involving employees from several 
departments. This committee developed recommendations for: the 
construction of equipment, methods to improve reporting of collisions, and 
installation of protective measures. Biologists at Eastern New Mexico 
University worked with the committee on researching avian interactions with 
power structures in Eastern New Mexico. This research informed management 
decisions and in 2003, the cooperative implemented its Avian Protection Plan. 

Springer Electric Cooperative, Inc.: In recognition of their proactive efforts 
for bird protection through the development and implementation of an Avian 
Protection Plan. 
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Golden Eagle Awards Page 2 of2 

Rick should have the necessary background here ..... 

Central Valley Electric Cooperative, Inc.: In recognition of their proactive 
efforts for bird protection through the installation of devices and deterrents to 
protect birds throughout their work area. 

Since 2000, CVEC has installed almost 47,000 feet of cover up bird protection 
on its system at a cost of over $80,000. The cooperative has taken the 
decision to insulate every primary pole installed in its system to protect birds 
from electrocution. This has resulted in few reports of electrocution which is a 
significant success considering that the system has over 65,000 energized 
poles. 

I .. /I , r. 

All Materials Copyright © Hawks Aloft, Inc. 1996-2005 unless otherwise specified 

Send mail to Support with questions or comments about this web site. 

Last Modified: Sunday, February 19, 2006 

, ' . 
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JiMMY L FARMER 
<farmer3619@msn.com> 

To <bweiss@correlations.com>, <adrian_garcia@blm.gov> 

cc 
0810712009 08:30 AM 

bcc eOg 
Subjecl RE : SunZia Project comment 

AUG 79 2009 

Bill: 
This project has also reminded me of the steel mill project. Remember, it was publicized 
fairly widely. People actually understood what the plan was. The steel mill people promised 
that the location would be landscaped beautifully, there would be no impacts to the 
environment, etc. I have never seen the people in the San Antonio area band together like 
they did at that time. There were people standing outside the meeting room, looking in the 
Windows, and sta nding on the sidewalks. I will never forget that my daughter was just a 
little girl and the head gent for the steel mill was standing at the door bidding people 
farewell as they left. He tried to shake my girl's hand and she just turned away. Even little 
children don't want projects like these disturbing our community and lives. I always felt 
that the steel mill company was "run out of town on a rail". 

> Date: Wed, 5 Aug 2009 16:22:17 -0600 
> To: Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
> From: bweiss@correlations.com 
> Subject : Re: SunZia Project comment 
> 
> Adrian, 
> I can't open DOCX files, so I'll comment directly to 
> you. Perhaps you can add my comment to the proper site. 
> About 30 years ago some Dallas promoters were going to build 
> a steel mill in San Antonio, NM. I think the promoters went to jail 
> when their scam was uncovered, but the investors lost 
> everything. The SunZia project bears a resemblance to the steel mill 
> project. Supposedly, the steel mill had a source of coal, iron ore, 
> and water. The SunZia project doesn't even has a source of 
> electricity to transmit. 
> Bill Weiss 
> 587 Farm Market Road 
> Socorro, NM 87801 
> 
> 
> At 01:04 PM 8/5/2009, you wrote: 
> >FYI, 
> > 
> >the BLM has extended the comment period through August 28th, 2009. 
> > 
> > 
> >(See attached file: 071309_NMSO_SunZia-Public Scoping Extension.docx) 
> 
> 

Express your personality in color! Preview and select themes for Hotmail@. Try it now. 
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Sill Weiss 
<bweiss@correlatioos.eom> 

08/05/2009 04:22 PM 

To Adriao_Gareia@blm.gov 

ee 

bee eng 
Subject Re: SunZia Project comment AUG 19 2009 

History: ¢" This message has been replied to . 

Adrian, 
I can't open DOCX fi les, so I'll comment directly to 

you. Perhaps you can add my comment to the proper site. 
About 30 years ago some Dallas promoters were going to bu ild 

a steel mi l l in San Anton i o, NM. I think t he promo t ers went to jai l 
when t heir scam was uncovered, but the i nvestors los t 
everything . The SunZ ia project bears a resemblance to the steel mil l 
project. Supposedly, the s teel mil l had a source of coal, iron ore, 
and water. The SunZia project doe sn't even has a sour ce of 
electrici t y to t ransmit. 
Bill Weiss 
587 Farm Market Road 
Socorro, NM 878 01 

At 01:0 4 PM 8/5/2009, you wrote : 
>FYI, 
> 
>the BLM has extended the comment period through Augus t 28th, 2009. 
> 
> 
>(See attached fi l e: 07l309_NMSO_ SunZia-Publ ic Scoping Extension.docx) 
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09 JUL 29 Pi) II: 05 
ANDREA BLOOOE.TI 

79 Duke Lane, Lemitar, NM 87823-9730 

Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P. O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

RE: WHY? WHY? WHY? 

Greetings: 

27 July 2009 

eng 
AUG 192009 

A New Mexico wind farm plus a 460-mile transmission line to supply power to 
Arizona? SunZia can't be serious! 

1. What is the rate of energy/power loss per transmission mile? 
2. What are the estimated costs for construction of: 

2.1 Wind farm? 
2.2 Transmission towers and lines? 

3. What agency or entity fronts the cost of construction? 
4. What is dollar rate of return and over how long an interim? 
5. What agency will maintain wind fanm and service power lines? 

SunZia assumes Arizona does not have enough desert wind to provide power? 

Additionally long expanses of power lines limit regular monitoring and could be 
subject to sabotage. New Mexico already has one power line run to Arizona. 

Wind fanms should be local and serve a limited area, Le., Socorro fo~ Socorro. 

Sincerely, 

Q';.~~~¥ 
COPY: Representative Don Tripp 

County Manager Delilah Walsh 
Socorro Electric Coop, Inc. 

., 
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gurias@earthlink.net 

08/03/20091 0:18 PM 
Please respond to 

gurias@earthlink .net 

-----Original Message-- - -
>Frorn : Adrian_Garcia@blm . gov 
>Sent: Aug 3 , 2009 6:27 PM 

To Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Re: Cascabel Arizona 

>To: Gilbert Urias <gurias@earthlink.net> 
>Subject : Re : Cascabel Arizona 
> 
>FYI, 
> 

epI 
AUG 192009 

>the BLM has extended the public comment period through August 28th, 2009 . 
> 
>(See attached file: 07l309_NMSO_SunZia - Public Scoping Extension.docx) 

Thank you Sir, Mr. Adrian Garcia, f or forwarding me this information. 

You must have a stance here, or are you totally neutral and t rying to do your 
best to find the right decision? Hones tly, I don't understand the SunZia / ELM 
relationship . Of course, I never claimed to be a genius . I like the idea of 
green energy, but not at the cost of compromising another natural resource. 
Some people might say, "Aw shucks, them deer and javelina won't mind them 
transmission lines, they'll just walk right under them, huh?!! Or if you know 
the Cascabel area, you ' ll find there is a feel ing of what some refer to as, 
'Open Space." We have a community t here, of folks wh o li ke the place, f or t he 
way it looks . This has a high degree of va l ue to most of us. This is a major 
reason we chose to invest in the San Pedro Valley in the first p lace. There's 
an idea called ecotourism. Some of us depend on visitation by the genera l 
public, to he lp us survive out there. It is a great place to visit for 
camping, hunting, b irdwatching, hiking and many recreational activities. 

I am a cinematographer . You may have seen my footage on television. I was 
nominated for two emmy awards, by the National Academy of Television Arts & 
Sciences, f or a Na t ional Geographi c/NBC t elevision special, back i n 1997. I 
took many s hots near my Cascabe l property . in that n a t ural history 
documentary. I've a l so shot footage in Cascabel for the *BBC, The Discovery 
Channel, Finl ey-Holiday Film Corporation and many other great clients, over 
the years. (*please see Google search for: Gilbert Urias Cinema tographer) Many 
fi lm p roducers "find the San Pedro Valley to be great subject matter for 
television productions and in fact they have already spent a good deal of 
their time and money working on these local high dollar television 
productions . If you think about it, t here aren ' t many places on this planet 
where you can f i nd the distinct Sonoran Desert/Sky Island, Basin & Range. 
Saguaro studded l andscapes - or however you wis h t o describe this colorful 
place . It makes for great imagery. I am hopeful it always will !! 

SO HECK NO! I don't want any 1 60 foot ta l l transmission lines changing the 
look of our Open Space. Do I need say more? I won't stand for it - period ! 

Sincerel y, 

Gilbert Urias 
Cinematographer 
520 721 6966 
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~ • 
"Curtis Winner" 
<Curtis. Winner@nmgco .com 
> 

07/24/2009 02:29 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

eng 
AUG 192009 

Subject Publ ic Comments on the Sun ZIA powerline comments. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments for the proposed Sun Zia Southwest Transmission 
project. I hope that the BLM can look to the future and not make decisions based on past land use 
practices and 100 year old electrical transmission technology. New investment is needed in renewable 
energy sources, but it should not come off the back of rural New Mexicans! Renewable energy 
technology is rapidly expanding and future technologies such as the "smart" grid and distributed 
generation are more appropriately geared to serving societies energy needs than construction of massive 
transmission facilit ies to take power across vast areas of rural landscapes to serve metropolitan areas. A 
fu ll range of alternatives to transmission line construction need to be developed that offer true options for 
analysis, including building renewable or zero emissions generation within major metropolitan areas. 

My comments are below: 

1. Cumulative Effects- The stated purpose for this line is to transport renewable energy to western 
markets. Many of these renewable energy developments are targeted at private lands and 
therefore do not undergo adequate environmental analysis on a project specific basis. This is 
particuliarilly true of impacts to wildlife and visual resources. The BLM needs to include the 
cumlative effects of these types of developments into the EIS for this project that will now be 
made possible by this proposed action. The cumulative effects of this action are far reaching and 
will expand the footprint of development into many relatively native landscapes within New 
Mexico. The BLM must ensure resource impacts are adequately accounted for and not limit the 
scope of review to the footprint of this project. 

2. Visual Resources- Visaul resource cooridors need to be developed for areas along NM state 
highway 380. the streatch of road between Carrizozo and San Antonio, NM is one of the last 
undeveloped landscapes in the state offering scenic views of vast expanses of central New 
Mexico. There are not enough route options to be analized through this cooridor as all of the 
proposed routes follow the same course and there is not enough varability between them to allow 
for an adequate analysis . 

a. Additional route options need be designated that traverse the area of the proposed 
substation location. One such option would be to follow Highway 54 south toards 
Alamogordo and west thorugh Las Cruces. Existing transmission line·cooridors should 
be given a high priority for siting new facilities and in many bases should .be exaluated for 
upgrade / re-building before new cooridors are selected. 

b. The BLM must include the transmission line losses and the inherent ineffeciency of this 
technology of transporting electricity over large distances versus the cost of building 
distributed generation in close proximity to major load centers where the power is to be 
utilized. Economic analysis needs to be done for this project including the cost of building 
the project, expected line losses and the development of the associated generating 
facilities to be weighed against the costs of providing the same levels of power loadside 
where it is needed and often only for very short periods of time. 

c. Route selection needs to be include a route thorugh the white Sands Missile Range within 
New Mexico. This area is currently off limits to the general public and should be included 
as a viable route. Development of a cooridor thorugh the range would limit impacts to the 
few remaing public lands in central New Mexico. 

d. The proposed cooridor will impact an existing BLM scenic byway. 
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Karen Kelley To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
<karenkelley 9@gmail.com> 

cc 
07/25/2009 04:21 PM 

bcc 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project process: 

1) PROJECT GOAL AND NEED. I favor the replacement of electtical 
generation from fossil fuel sources with electrical generation from 
renewable sources in the Southwest, but only if the large energy markets 
in this region are also subject to rigorous conservation standards. I do 
not favor simply adding more energy production to compensate for 
growth and the lack of energy efficiency. Thus, I only favor the goal of 
this project if it is carried out in the context of rigorous residential and 
commercial energy conservation programs promoted by the Southwest 
Area Transmission Group and the power companies who would benefit 
from the SunZia Southwest project. 

2) OBJECTION TO THE ROUTE THROUGH THE ARA V AIP A WILDERNESS 
REGION. It is unacceptable to route this project through the Aravaipa 
region wilderness areas , which include the wildlife connections associated 
with the Aravaipa, Santa Teresa, and Galiuro Wilderness areas, as well as 
the connections to the Graham Mountains. These wildlife corridors have 
been documented by the Arizona Game and Fish Commission and others. 
Much of the proposed "preferred route" in this area has never had an 
infrastructure corridor, and much of it has never even had a dirt road. 
There are alternative routes that already have the impact of roads and 
infrastructure. Running these power lines and the associated service 
road through the Aravaipa region is not necessary and is contrary to the 
conservation aspect of the Renewable Energy Standards . It sends the 
wrong corporate and governmental message to invade our dwindling 
wilderness areas with major infrastructure projects, while claiming to 
pursue "green" goals, particularly when alternative routes are available. 

3) REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE ROUTES. As an alternative to the routes 
that pass through the wildlife corridor connecting the Aravaipa 
Wilderness Area with the Galiuro Wilderness Area, I favor choosing a 
route that already has an existing access road and an existing 
infrastructure corridor. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Karen K. Kelley 

epo 
AUG 1 9 2009 
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Richard L. Kelley 
29350 W. Bonita Klondyke Rd. 
Willcox, AZ 85643 
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james pad @eomeast.net 

08/17/200907:45 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@btm.gov 

ce 

bee 

Subject transmission lines 

I am opposed to the new electricity transmission lines being proposed to run past San 
Antonio N.M. As you mayor may not know this is where Conrad Hilton was born. This is 
also where we annually receive hundreds of thousands of migratory birds. I believe that 
to place a transmission line of such high voltages not only will endanger the birds but 
also the civilian population. The initial proposed route would border the white sands 
missile range. We in San Antonio have aready sacraficed enough, during the testing of 
the bomb at trinity site radiation effects were never investigated, complaints by 
residents, and whose children are still living, were never followed up on. I believe that 
this area has "helped" enough so that others can gain. Effects of such high voltage 
radiation on the population has never been discussed. IThis area does not need any 
more nightmares. I plan to retire to my birthplace, San Antonio, in three years, I don't 
need any more nightmares. James Padilla 

epg 
AUG 19 Z009 
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"Tom Orum" 
<torum@email .arizona.edu> 

07/26/200910:30 AM 
Please respond to 

<torum@email.arizona .edu> 

July 26,2009 

Dear folks, 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

cc "'Nancy Ferguson'" <ferguson@u.arizona.edu> 

bee 

Subject SunZia mailing list epg 
AUG 1 9 2009 

We are very concerned about possible north south power corridors through the San Pedro River Valley 
in Arizona. We just finished successfully opposing an l-lO bypass through the San Pedro River Valley 
because of the significant biological impact that it would have had. A north south route along the 
valley would have considerable adverse environmental impacts and would be opposed strongly, taking 
up valuable time and resources on all sides. 

Please add us to your mailing list concerning all documents relating to the corridor particularly including 
any maps showing possible routes. 

Sincerely, 
Tom Orum and Nancy Ferguson 

Tom Orum email: torum@email.arizona.edu 
Nancy Ferguson email: ferguson@u.arizona.edu 

For regular mail : 
Tom Orum and Nancy Ferguson 
2018 W. Los Reales Rd . 
Tucson, AZ 85746 
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"James Thompson" 
<jthompson@wpg-us.eom> 

071271200909:06 AM 

Good Morning, 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc "Peter Watson" <pwatson@wpg-us.com>, "WD Watson" 

bee 
<wdwatson@wpg-us,com> epg 

Subject Surveying Services AUG 1 9 Z009 

We would like to take this opportunity to request a bid packet for the survey1ng portion of this project. 
Our firm is licensed in all of the effected states, and has extensive experi.ence in surveying renewable 
energy projects such as this. Please take a moment to peruse our web site for a complete listing of our 

services. 

www.wpg-us.com 

Regards, 

'''''' '''''' . '1.,_.,. · \1,.11.0".) ' 1!.·_<u",lk_.·,~ 

James D. Thompson 
Environmental Engineering Specialist 
4500 W. Illinois, Suite 201 
Midland, Texas 79703 
432-520-9200 
432-631-5793 
jthompson@wpg-us.com 

The contenls of this e-mail may constitute a privileged and confidential attorney-client communication if 
addressed to a client, and may constitute attorney work product. This e-mail is for the use of the intended 
recipient(s) only. If you are not the intended recipient(s), or the employee or agent responsible for delivery 
of this message to the intended recipient(s), you are hereby nolified that any distribution, dissemination, or 
copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please immediately 
notify the sender and delete this e-mail message from your computer. Thank you. 
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"Phillip Jordan, AlA, NeARB, 
LEEDAP" 
<phil.jordan@pjarch.com> 

07/28/2009 05:30 AM 
Please respond to 

<phil.jordan@pjarch.eom> 

To <NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov> epg 
ee AUG 1 92009 

bec 

Subject SunZia Transmission Projecl opposition to alternate route 

I wish to voice my opposition to the alternate route that takes the lines through the Aravaipa Valley. My 
wife and I purchased land at Eureka Springs because of the pristine nature of the valley. We feel the 
addition of these lines will degrade the beautiful views and increase trash, noise and traffic from 
recreational vehicles that would use the maintenance roads . We agree with the transmission of 
renewable resources but feel th is should not be done at the expense of a beautiful environment 
particularly when the alternate route already has transmission lines along the route . You are asking us to 
degrade our environment for the benefit of others to save money on the construction of the project when 
we, ourselves, get no benefit from it. 

Please include me in future mailings concerning this project. You do not have to withhold my name. 

Phillip Jordan, NeARS, AlA, LEED AP 

Phillip Jordan Architects 
4450 - 4500 State Road 
Drexel Hill, PA 19026 
610-394-6558 xt 110 (voice) 
610-394-6559 (fax) 
www.pjarch.com 
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Nancy Sutor 
<nsutor@nets.com> 

07/28/200902:38 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject No to power lines through the migratory route 

Please find an alternative to the proposed powerline through the Bosque del 
Apache and related migratory routes. 
These ancient flyways are precious and irreplaceable. 
Thank you , epn 
Nancy Sutor 9 

AUG 1 92009 
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Cyrus Tashakkori 
<cyruslashakkori @gmail .com 
> 

07/28/200902:52 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject support for Sun Zia 

I wanted to write to express my strong support for the Sun Zia transmission project. This project 
will be a big step in meeting the renewable energy goals of the west, and I hope that we see it 
realized sooner than later, 

Thanks very much, 

Cyrus Tashakkori , MBA, MPAff 
(828) 280-7619 
cyrustashakkori@gmail.com 

epg 
AUG 1 92009 
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"Delilah Walsh" 
<dwalsh@co.socorro .nm.us> 

0713012009 12:35 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ec 

bee 

Subjeet 2009-54 Socorro County Support of an Alternate Route tor 
the Sun Zia Transmission Line 

Hello-
Attached is a signed resolution frorn the Socorro County Board of County Commissioners regarding the 
proposed route for the Sun Zia Transmission Line. Please let me know if further documentation is 
required to submit this comment on the County's behalf. 

Thank you, 
Delilah Walsh 

Delilah A. Walsh 
County Manager 
Socorro County 
Phone: 575.835.0589 
FAX: 575.835.4629 

From: Celeste Griego [mailto:cgriego@co.socorro.nm.us] 
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2009 12:29 PM 
To: 'Delilah Walsh' 

eug 
~UG 192009 

Subject: #2009-54 Socorro County Support of an Alternate Route for the Sun Zia Transmission Line.PDF 
- Adobe Acrobat Standard 

@ill 
1:t2009-54 Socorro County SUppolt of an Alternate Roule for the SunZia Transmission Line.PDF 

, . 
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SOCORRO COUNTY ep 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

RESOLUTION NQ 2009-54 
AUG 1 9 2009 

SOCORRO COUNTY SUPPORT OF AN ALTERNATE ROUTE FOR THE SUN ZIA 

TRANSMISSION LINE 

WHEREAS, SunZia Southwest Transmission Project (SunZia) proposes to build up to 
two high voltage 500 kV transmission lines between Arizona and New Mexico, which 
will provide new delivery capacity and paths for existing and developing renewable 
energy resources, primarily wind, solar, and geothermal projects in New Mexico; and 

WHEREAS, New Mexico is rich in renewable energy resources and state and local 
communities stand to benefit greatly from the creation of new jobs, economic 
development, and tax and other revenues; and 

WHEREAS, New Mexico's renewable energy development zones are located primarily 
in the central and southern parts of the state where transmission capacity is virtually 
nonexistent, and SunZia will provide approximately 3,000 to 4,500 megawatts of new 
transmission capacity; and 

WHEREAS, renewable energy proj ects are good for the environment and help to 
minimize our dependence upon foreign sources of oil, reduce air pollution and diversify 
energy generation sources; and 

WHEREAS, SunZia has submitted a right-of-way application to the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) for the SunZia project and BLM will prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969; 

WHEREAS, the EIS will provide a detailed analysis of the potential environmental 
impacts of the project and a range of reasonable routing alternatives, including any 
mitigation measures; and 

WHEREAS, the BLM has conducted nine public scoping meetings throughout SunZia's 
study area, including significant parts of Socorro County, and held meetings to request 
public input and identify possible issues of cop cern that may result from the SunZia 
Project; and / ) 

~< (; / 
f o,'~ " 

WHEREAS, BLM seeks comments on specific issues and concerns related to alternative 
routes, potentially affected environmental resoll'rees, or other related topics. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Board of County Commissioners 
prefers SunZia's alternative route that traverses the Rio Grande River in the vicinity of 
Arrey, New Mexico, and travels northerly and parallel to the western boundary of the 
While Sands Missile Range; 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of County Commissioners believes that 
such a routing for SunZia's transmission lines will result in less impact on the area's 
economic and environmental resources than would otherwise result from use by SunZia 
of the proposed route across the Rio Grande River at a point just north orus 380 and San 
Antonio, New Mexico; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of County Commissioners urges the 
Depal1ment of the Anny at White Sands Missile Range to act as a Cooperating Agency in 
the conduct of the SunZia EIS and assist with the provision of a right-of-way over Range 
property that would eliminate the possibility of the economic and environmental impact 
to the riparian Bosque areas within the Rio Grande River crossing area north of San 
Antonio , New Mexico that is described above. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of County Commissioners, 
with these conditions as stated herein, endorses the construction and operation of the 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project in Socorro County; 

APPROVED, ADOPTED, AND PASSED on this 281h day of July, 2009. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

ROSALl>JD F. TRIPP, CHAIR E, VICE-CHAIR 

PHILLIP ANAYA 

ATTEST BY: 
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~ 
<lIs@plateautel .net> To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> eog 07/30/200908:09 PM cc 

bcc AUG l fJZOO9 
Subject SunZia lransmission lines 

The proposed transmission line that will be needed for the coming wind turbine farms is very necessary for 
the future of Lincoln County. This line needs to be built and soon. We are very much in favor of the line 
and wind turbine farms, and support any and all efforts to enable these projects. 
Clint Leary Sultemeier 
Linda Lee Sultemeier 
Box 147 
Corona NM 
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"Rob Hoffman" 
<mrhoffman@eybermesa.eo 
m> 

08/01/200911 :10 AM 

To: Adrian Garcia 

ee 

eog 
AUG 1 {)2009 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

bee 

Subject Transmission line 

Relative to the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project, any disturbance to habitat must be minimized. 
Therefore, th~Oj1ly reasonable alternative is to construct any new line along existing power line routes. I 
am opposed to any new route because of its impacts on wildlife habitat. Since transmission corridors 
already exist, new routes are unneeded and very undesirable. . 

Thank you 

Robert Hoffman 
605 College Pl. 
Las Cruces, NM 88005 
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geralynn hill 
<geralynnhill@yahoo.eom> 

08/011200912:25 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

cc 

bce 

Subject Transmission lines from Ancho, NM 

eng 
AUG 79 2009 

My husband and I are land owners at Windmill Ranches. This is approximately a 20 thousand acre 
Homes Owners Association Ranch. We are right across Hwy 54 from Ancho, NM. 

We all purchased the land to enjoy the beautiful views and if the massive transmission lines are 
constructed we will have lost. Literally everything we've dreamed of. 

My husband and I have spent thousands of dollars for the electric line, septic, and well. The 
coordinates of our well are Latitude: 33d 56m 52s .... Longitude: 105d 48m 21s. This information is 
registered with New Mexico Office of the State Engineer and under the name of Richard and 
Geralynn Hill. 

Our property borders BLM which was the main reason we purchased it ... wide open spaces! 

The maps presented do not give the land owners the perspective needed. One person who attended 
the meeting in Carrizozo, NM stated the transmission lines would not be going through the Windmill 
Ranch; another individual states that is exactly where the line will be. 

PLEASE, PLEASE DON'T DO THlS! 

Geralynn Hill 
PO Box 537 
Canizozo, NM 88301 
H) 575-648-2787 
C) 575-973-0481 
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<raandjf@valornet.eom> 

08/01/200904:43 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject sun zia line 

eog 
AUG 192009 

Please make the completion of this project a priority . The future of our 
energy policies depends on swift proactive policies implemented by agencies 
like yours to ensure that our locally created sustainable green energy is able 
to be transmitted to the appropriate markets. Respectfully yours, Roeliff 
annan 
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"JadsJams" 
<jadsjams@cableone.net> 

0810212009 10:46 AM 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject safford transmission lines 

RE: BLM project of proposed transmission lines through Graham County, AZ 

eOIl 
AUG 192009 

It has just been brought to our attention the proposal to·put huge transmission lines through out rural area. 

Th is is an outrage and we do not want them. 

Let the people who need the power build a power plant in their area. It is our understanding that the state 
of CA and the Phx. area will benefit from 
this action. 

Let CA built their own power plant and let Phx build a facility near them. We are a three hour car ride from 
the major Phx. area. It makes no sense 
to run lines all over the place when there is a better solution. Whoever needs the service should build 
something in their own back yard, not mine. 

Everyone is crying for jobs. Here is the opportunity to supply jobs to the area that will be the end user. 

We do not want the transmission lines in Graham County, AZ 

We would like to be added to the mailing list regarding the updates on this project: 

D. Siegel 
PO Box 1399 
Safford, AZ 85548 

email: jadsjams@jadsjams.com 
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• 
"David Parker" To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> eog . < <kactuskats@aznex.net> 

~ .. cc 
. ' 08/02/2009 02:25 PM 

bcc AUG 192009 
Subject Mailing List 

Please add me to the mailing list for all reports, news releases, documents and maps related to the 
SunZia Project. I am particularly interested in a more detailed map of the preferred route through eastern 
Arizona along the US Highway 191 corridor as it appears to pass through or very near to our property. 

Thanks, 

David B. Parker 

8475 S. Us Hwy 191 

Safford, AZ 85546 
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Jo Simpson 
<josimpson@mae.eom> 

08102/2009 04:49 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

cc Jo Simpson <josimpson@mac.com> 

bee 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project concerns 

Dear Adrian, 

My husband and I live in the subdivision of Windmill Ranches in 
Aneha, NM . We are above the White Sands Missile range, North of 
380, West of RT 54, and Northeast of RT 55. 
And, l ooking at the Preliminary Study Corridors Project map, the 
proposed route will go directly overtop of where we live ! 

We moved out here over 2 years ago for the views, serenity, and 
wildlife. We are greatly concerned that this project will tear right 
through our front yard ! ! 

Shouldn't people being directly affected be notified? We heard after 
the fact, that there was a meeting in Carrizozo, NM regarding the 
SunZia Project. We would have attended, if we knew about it ahead of 
time . Instead the peop l e that did attend have raised concerns. 

Can we be added to an emai l , newsletter, meeting list? 

Thank your for your time, and assistance, 

Jo and Bob Simpson 
327 Ranch View Loop 
Ancho, NM 88301 

eng 
AUG 79 2009 
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Henry Robert Paul 
<mountaingoat 8@mac.com> 

08/03/2009 06:51 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc epg 
bcc 

Subject Windmill Ranches - Transmission Site AUG 192009 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

The phone is ringing off the hook and the emails are coming in 
about 
the transmission lines coming through Windmill Ranches . My name is 
Paul Henry and I am one of the Directors to Windmill Ranches Home 
Owners Association . Windmill Ranches is a development 22 miles north 
of Carrizozo off of highway 54. The entrance t o W. M.R . is about a 
mile off the highway up the county road . If you turn right off of 54 
you go to Ancho . If you turn left off of 54 you go to W.M.R. I 
attended the July 8th meeting at the school in Carrizozo . I was told 
and shown that the proposed route for the transmission lines were 
about 4 to six miles north of the the ranch. A second site was even 
further north. Now I am hearing that the proposed site is coming 
either through the ranch on the county road or just south of the 
ranch . If the site comes through the ranch or just south of the ranch 
then Sun Zia is going to upset a lot of people. W.M.R . is comprised 
of about 18 ,000 acres divided into 326 lots. The lots range in size 
from 20 acres to 140 acres in size. There are 36 miles of private 
roads throughout the ranch . I have given this information on t he 
website and at the meeting. However, I have received no phone 
calls or emails from Sun Zia . However, now residents of W.M.R. say 
that they have received information that the towers are coming 
through the ranch. From what I can ascertain from your website, the 
maps for the proposed site look the same as were shown at the 
meeting . We would like a detailed site map that shows all the county 
roads and where the transmission lines are going. 

While I was at t he meeting on July 8th, the engineers I spoke 
with 
said the ideal site would be further north (from the ranch) , as the 
terrain would be more suitable for the transmission towers. We (the 
directors of Windmill Ranches) would like to be informed of where 
nexactlyn the site is being proposed . At the meeting July 8th, 
several engineers were unaware t hat W. M. R. existed. A few others had 
just found out that day. I informed them that they could get 
detailed maps of the ranch from the Lincoln County Address Clerk or 
the tax assessors office at the Lincoln County Court House . Again, 
no one has called or emailed since the meeting July 8th. 

You can call me at 575-937-6536 or email at 
mountaingoat8@mac.com . 

Thank you, 

Paul Henry 
Director 
W.M.R.H.O.A. 
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Elaine Summerhill 
<jat0791@yahoo.com> 

08/05/2009 09:44 AM 
Please respond to 
Elaine Summerhill 

<jato 791@yahoo.com> 

To Whom It May Concern: 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc epg 
bcc AUG 192009 

Subject Zia Transmission Lines 

I am writ ing to notify the BLM that I am NOT in favor of the proposal for the 
NM Sun Zia Project . Most especially, I am against the so called the Mason 
Draw s olar field. The bas is for my objection to the location o f the field is 
that it will be destroying valuable grassland habitat. Grass l ands support 
recreational activities including hunting a nd a re an important part of 
supporting healthy populations of various wildlife species. Perhaps, the BLM 
would move the proposal to a different area, one south and east, which is 
desert scrub . Desert scrub is usually pretty barren. 

All the news that we've been hearing indicate that the power lines are to 
serve Phoenix. So, why not move the project entirely out o f New Mexico and 
i nto Arizona ! 

Thank you for your time, 

Elaine Summerhill 
Edgewood, NM 

swardell
Typewritten Text
0575



Dinda Evans 
<dindamcp4@yahoo.com> 

08/05/2009 01 :44 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov, alex_daue@tws.org 

cc 

bcc 

Subject sunzia southwest transmission project: protect our open 
spaces and their inhabitants 

eog 
Plan Name : SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Action: Notice of Intent published 5/2 9/09 
Comments Due: 8/28/09 

AVG 79 2009 

Location: The proposed route will pass in the general vicinity of Coolidge , 
San Manuel, Safford, Wil lcox, Bowie, and San Simon, Arizona; and Lordsburg, 
Deming, Hatch, Derry, Arrey, Truth or Consequences, San Antonio, Bingham, 
Ancho, and Carrizozo, New Mexico. 
BLM Field Offices: Safford, Tucson, Las Cruces, Socorro 
Background : The proposed SOO-mile transmission line will cross approximately 
43 miles of public land in Arizona and 128 miles of public land in New Mexico. 
The project will include two 500-Kv lines, and i ntends to primarily t ransport 
renewable energy sources . 

I am for renewable energy but we need our open spaces and the other species 
that call them home. Hopefully this can be done without any impact on the land 
or its inhabitants . 

If we stopped immigration, started more conservation and recycling, promoted 
sustainable cities and stopped and reversed sprawl that has misused and wasted 
wild lands and farm lands, we wouldnrt be such energy hogs . 
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bohpin@aol.eom 

08/06/2009 08: 18 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bec 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

epg 
AUG 192009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31"'. Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 
There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 
Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
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area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 
The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 
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•.
" " , . . . ' 

"Wiley , Carole" 
<cawiley@curtisscrew .com> 

08/06/2009 08 :19 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

eng 
AUG 1 9 2009 

Subject SunZia Iransmission lines and Bosque del Apache NWR 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31" . Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
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mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project 
has limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best 
route can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists 
and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a 
monumental project when the impacts of this and future lines are 
considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, 
the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please 
make the time to do this right. 

Carole Wiley 

Curtis Screw Co. 

Phone: 203.758.4441 

Fax: 203.758.5677 

email: cawiley@curtisscrew.com 

.Il Please consider the environment before printing th is e-mail. 
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Sarah Jessup 
<sjessup@eitlink.net> 

0810612009 07:31 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject power lines 

eng 
AUG 1 9 2009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31'1. Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Orewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
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mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Sarah Jessup 
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Ms Paula Dittriek 
<pmdittriek@yahoo.eom> 

08/06/2009 08:37 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

~ epg 
bee A"' 

Sub,ect Opposed to transmission lines thru San AntonQo 1 92009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, 
I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia 
500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request that you extend 
the comment period until August 31 51 . Following the public meeting in 
Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del Apache staff, it is 
obvious that there are many unanswered questions as to the effect that these 
power lines will have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes. As 
a former resident of the San Luis Valley, I have witnessed the devastation 
that power lines can cause to flocks of cranes under adverse weather 
conditions, and how they hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping 
crane population. Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) 
perpendicular to the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further 
complicating an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a location 
where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; however, 
there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the best route. 
Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the name of Rod 
Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we expect that Rod 
will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally the Friends would 
like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate 
routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest 
corner of the range. This minimal use of military lands would be the most 
environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and 
the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by the community of San 
Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the 
Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest 
income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated economic impact of 
$4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the 
Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rural 
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setting is going to have a negative impact on visitation. Since there is no 
obvious economic benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to 
compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly you 
have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a subset 
of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as the largely 
uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose this route if 
they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's efforts to supply 
renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working with BLM and SunZia 
to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has limited negative 
environmental impacts. The only way that the best route can be chosen is if 
there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the White Sands Missile 
Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental project when the impacts of 
this and future lines are considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best 
interest of the wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or 
SunZia. Please make the time to do this right. 

Thanks 

Paula Dittrick 

Houston, Tex. 
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Jane Uiz 
<janepake@optonline.net> 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

08/06/2009 08:40 AM 

Dear sirs; 

cc 

bcc 

Subject 

fIllg 
Please consider the wi ldlife, and economy of NM AUG 1 B 2009 

My husband and I are "snowbirds", who spend winters in southern Arizona, and NM. We have been 
visitors to Bosque del Apache for many years now, enjoying the wildlife, the beautiful scenic views, and 
photographing and painting them. We especially enjoy the quaint town of San Antonio, and love visiting 
the Owl Cafe, getting fudge nearby, or roasted green chilies. I fear the entire beauty of this wild and 
wonderful area will be greatly damaged by high voltage lines that scar the landscape, and prove hazards 
to the flocks of birds that depend on the area. There is only one Rio Grande, and to scar it with bird 
hazards seems greedy and unconscionable in eco-friendly aware intelligent societies. I hope you are 
aware of how many flocks of endangered geese and cranes require th is agricultural, safe place to rest and 
feed. Please reconsider an allernate route for your wires. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
Jane and Cliff Utz- Friends of Bosque del Apache 
Laurel Ave. 
Southold, NY 11971 
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Chris & Carolyn Griffith 
<ejgriffith@hughes .net> 

08/06/2009 09:42 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm,gov 

cc 

bce eog • 
• •• 

Subject Bosque del Apache NWR AUG 192009 

IOn behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route 
of the SunZia SOOkV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31's t . Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meet ing with Bosque de l 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened 
the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane popula t ion. Running two 
500kV lines (and count l ess ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily 
flight path o f many over- wintering cranes is further complicating an 
already obstructed path for this struggling population. I 

IThere are alternate routes to the south t ha t appear to be better for 
this purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be 
in a location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration 
jump; however, there is not enough data or time at this point to 
determine the best route. Bosque de l Apache biologists have g iven Torn 
Wray the name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, 
and we expect that Rod wi l l be consulted before a route is fina lized. 
Additionally the Friends would like SunZia t o consider avoiding the 
Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate r outes by gaining access on 
White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This 
minimal use of military l ands woul d be the most envi ronmentally 
sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas , and the local Rio 
Grande wi l dlife corridor, and prefe rred by t he community of San Antonio. I 

/Socorro is t he second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, h e l d annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event . The Refuge has an estimated economic 
impact of $4 . 3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county is 
direc tly linke d to the Refuge, and anythi ng tha t harms t he wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact 
on visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this 
project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with 
this project . 1 

IThe Friends o f the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly you 
have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them afte r the public meeting . Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to s upply renewable energy, and we suppor t the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure t hat the corridor chosen for this project 
has limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best 
route can be chosen is if t here is adequate time to involve the 
biologists and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is 
a monumental project when the impacts of this and future lines are 
considered, and hasty decisions are not in t h e best interest of t he 
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wildlife, the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia . Pl ease 
make the time t o do this right . 
I 

IMos t sincerely, Christopher J. Grif fi th 
I 
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• 
J Herd <jherd@ktc.com> To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

08/06/2009 10:40 AM cc eog 
bcc 

AUG 192009 Subject Don't ruin Bosque del Apache! 

Please consider re-routing the lines so that you don't disrupt important bird habitat 
and scenery that provides tourism dollars to the region. 
Thank you. 
Janis Herd 
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Hello, 

"Debbie Beals II 

<debski5@eox.net> 

08/06/2009 10:41 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ce eog bce 

Subject About Bosque AUG 1 9 2009 

Bosque and the whole valley is a very beautiful and 
special place, thousands upon thousands of birds fly 
through there. 

Please DO NOT put the power lines in. There must be a 
better way. 

Thank You! 

Debbie Beals 
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~ 
Paul Bridges To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov eog <bridges -paul@yahoo .com> 

cc 
08/06/2009 10:49 AM 

bcc AUG 19 2009 
Subject powerline project 

Hi, 
I just heard that there is a possibility of running 500KV power lines through 
Bosque. I only visited there once (I live in California), but it's a 
beautiful site and I also live where large numbers of migratory birds pass 
through . It would be a shame if this comes to pass. 

Paul Bridges 
Sunnyvale , Calif . 
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• 
Jon Sheppard To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov epg <jonshepp@vail.net> 

cc 
08/06/2009 10:58 AM 

bee AUG 1 9 2009 
Subject aug 06 

Hi Folks and greetings from the Colorado high country. I love to travel all of New Mexico and 
one of my favorites is the Bosque wildlife area. I understand the need for electricity and with all 
the open space in New Mexico and certainly would not want to see the power lines run through 
Bosque del Apache Wildlife area. Thank you for your consideration to by pass this area. Cheers, 
Jon 

================= 
Jon Sheppard 
jonshepp@vaiLnet 
JonSheppardPhotography.com 
970.949.9131 
================= 
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"Sandra L. Corless" 
<seorless@worldnet.att.net> 

08/06/2009 11:10 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

cc 

SUbj::~ Opposition to SunZia 500kV transmission li~'fJGe~~09 
I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of the 

SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio. Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. In many occasions in this country we 
have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to flocks of 
cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they hastened the 
demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. Running two 
500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight 
path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating an already 
obstructed path for this struggling population. 
There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. It only seems appropriate that SunZia should consider 
avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate routes by gaining 
access on White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest corner of the 
range. This minimal use of military lands would be the most 
environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and 
the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by the community of 
San Antonio. 
Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 
I support our country's efforts to supply renewable energy, and I support 
the Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor 
chosen for this project has limited negative environmental impacts. This 
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is a monumental project when the impacts of this and future lines are 
considered, and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, 
the community, Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please do 
this right! 
Sandra L Corless 
505-890-1 099 
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Sarah Mayhew 
<slmayhew 77@gmail .com> 

0810612009 11 :36 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31". Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 

swardell
Typewritten Text
0588



mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends of the Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Mayhew 

Visit my Website at : www.sarahmayhew.com 
All Photographs © All Rights Reserved 
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Diffangle@aol.eom 

08/06/2009 01 :25 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

eng 
AUG 19 2009 

Subject Plerade do not install Power Lines near Bosque del Apache 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31". Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
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mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends ofthe Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 

Paul Gerard Smith 
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"Audrey Jaramillo" 
<AJaramillo@co.socorro.nm. 
us> 

08/06/200902 :11 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

In, 
AUG 79 2009 

My name is Audrey Jaramillo-Hawkes and I have been a resident of San Antonio , 
New Mexico with roots extending from the early 1800's. A quaint little farming 
community nestled by the Rio Grande, the bluest skies and wonderful stars that are 
undescribable to a visitor, you must live there to know and appreciate the beauty that 
is heartfelt among San Antonians. I can not imagine a transmission line running 
through our farms. I asked myself why would "they" do this to the asthetics of this 
community still perplexed by the reasoning. I am urging you to please consider 
placing the transmission lines next to the missile range being that they are a facility 
known for testing and communication. 

Thank you in advance for this consideration. 

Another concerned San Antonian , 

J:lutfrey JaramilTo-.'ltcrWRes 
Chief Deputy Clerk 
Socorro County 
(575) 835-0423 (P) 
(575) 835-1043 (F) 
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Eyesinthewild @aol.com 

08106/2009 02:20 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

b:: eng 
Subject PROPOSED DISASTER FOR BOSQUE DEL APAcAIiJJ,n~ (J ? 

SAN ANTONIO, NM (009 

WE CAN'T SA Y IT BETTER THAN THE PARAGRAPHS BELOW. 
PLEASE DO NOT PROCEED WITH THIS DISASTER TO ONE OF THE 
PREMIER WETLANDS IN THE UNITED STATES. 

ROBERT & VIRGINIA SMALL, BLAINE WA 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31". Following the 
public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
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and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

The Friends ofthe Bosque are 1,000 members strong, and undoubtedly 
you have heard from many of our members following my urgent email to a 
subset of them after the public meeting. Many more Friends, as well as 
the largely uninformed citizens of San Antonio and Socorro, would oppose 
this route if they only knew about it. The Friends support our country's 
efforts to supply renewable energy, and we support the Refuge working 
with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor chosen for this project has 
limited negative environmental impacts. The only way that the best route 
can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve the biologists and the 
White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a monumental 
project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, and 
hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the community, 
Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. Please make the time to do 
this right. 
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Glen DeKlein 
<deklein@charter. net> 

08/06/2009 02:45 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Bosque del Apache 

en,. 
AUe :I 

792009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National wildlife Refuge, I 
would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of the SunZia 
SOOkV transmission lines through San Antonio , and request that you extend the 
comment period until August 31st . Following the public meeting in Socorro and 
the subsequent meeting with Bosque del Apache staff, it is obvious that there 
are many unanswered questions as to the effect that these power lines will 
have on migratory birds, specifically the sandhill cranes. Running two 
SOOkV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to the daily flight 
path of many over- wintering cranes is further complicating an already 
obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the best 
route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the name of Rod 
Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we expect that Rod 
will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally the Friends would 
like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study Areas on the alternate 
routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile Range in the far northwest 
corner of the range . This minimal use of military lands would be the most 
environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, the Wilderness Study Areas, and the 
local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, and preferred by the community of San 
Antonio . 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the 
Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single greatest income 
generating event . The Refuge has an estimated economic impact of $4.3 million 
for the region. Ecotourism for the county is directly linked to the Refuge, 
and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view of this rura l setting is 
going to have a negative impact on visitation . Since there is no obvious 
economic benefit of this project to the area, there is no excuse to compromise 
our community with this project. 

The Friends support our country's efforts to supply renewable energy, and we 
support the Refuge working with BLM and SunZia to ensure that the corridor 
chosen for this project has limited negative environmental impacts. The only 
way that the best route can be chosen is if there is adequate time to involve 
the biologists and the White Sands Missile Range in the evaluation. This is a 
monumental project when the impacts of this and future lines are considered, 
and hasty decisions are not in the best interest of the wildlife, the 
community , Bosque del Apache NWR, BLM, or SunZia. please make the time to do 
this right. 

Glen DeKlein 
6981 Ketchel Dr NE 
Comstock Park, MI . 49321 
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~ .. •... v WeAreFaneyFree@aol.eom 

081061200903:20 PM 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 

bec 

Subject Power lines at Bosque 

'II, 
AUe 792009 

WE ARE OPPOSED TO THE 2 HIGH CAPACITY TRANSMISSION LINES 
THAT ARE PROPOSED THROUGH SOUTH AND CENTRAL NM. THE 
PROPOSED LINES WILL ENDANGER MIGRATORY BIRDS, WHO HAVE 
FEWER AND FEWER SAFE AREAS IN WHICH TO MAKE THEIR JOURNEY 
NORTH. WHEN ARE WE GOING TO WAKE UP AND MAKE 
ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSIBLE CHOICES? 

(DRS.) E. STOKES AND PATRICIA FISHBURNE 
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WeAreFancyFree@aol.com 

0810612009 03:22 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject High Capacity Transmission Lines 

ellg 
AI/G 7 92009 

On behalf of the Friends of the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 
Refuge, I would like to express strong opposition to the proposed route of 
the SunZia 500kV transmission lines through San Antonio, and request 
that you extend the comment period until August 31

st
• Following the 

public meeting in Socorro and the subsequent meeting with Bosque del 
Apache staff, it is obvious that there are many unanswered questions as 
to the effect that these power lines will have on migratory birds, 
specifically the sandhill cranes. As a former resident of the San Luis 
Valley, I have witnessed the devastation that power lines can cause to 
flocks of cranes under adverse weather conditions, and how they 
hastened the demise of the reintroduced whooping crane population. 
Running two 500kV lines (and countless ones to follow) perpendicular to 
the daily flight path of many over-wintering cranes is further complicating 
an already obstructed path for this struggling population. 

There are alternate routes to the south that appear to be better for this 
purpose since they do not intersect a daily flight path and may be in a 
location where many birds are flying higher on a longer migration jump; 
however, there is not enough data or time at this point to determine the 
best route. Bosque del Apache biologists have given Tom Wray the 
name of Rod Drewien, a retired researcher and expert on cranes, and we 
expect that Rod will be consulted before a route is finalized. Additionally 
the Friends would like SunZia to consider avoiding the Wilderness Study 
Areas on the alternate routes by gaining access on White Sands Missile 
Range in the far northwest corner of the range. This minimal use of 
military lands would be the most environmentally sensitive to the Refuge, 
the Wilderness Study Areas, and the local Rio Grande wildlife corridor, 
and preferred by the community of San Antonio. 

Socorro is the second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of 
the Cranes, held annually at Bosque del Apache NWR is the single 
greatest income generating event. The Refuge has an estimated 
economic impact of $4.3 million for the region. Ecotourism for the county 
is directly linked to the Refuge, and anything that harms the wildlife or 
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mars the view of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on 
visitation. Since there is no obvious economic benefit of this project to the 
area, there is no excuse to compromise our community with this project. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia Fishburne 

acorathers
Text Box
0594



swardell
Typewritten Text
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



acorathers
Text Box
0595



swardell
Typewritten Text
0596

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text



acorathers
Text Box
0596



acorathers
Text Box
0596



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0597

swardell
Typewritten Text



acorathers
Text Box
0597



acorathers
Text Box
0597



acorathers
Text Box
0597



acorathers
Text Box
0597



acorathers
Text Box
0597



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0598

swardell
Typewritten Text



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



acorathers
Text Box
0598



swardell
Typewritten Text
0599

swardell
Typewritten Text



acorathers
Text Box
0599



acorathers
Text Box
0599



acorathers
Text Box
0599



swardell
Typewritten Text
0600

swardell
Typewritten Text



acorathers
Text Box
0600



acorathers
Text Box
0600



swardell
Typewritten Text
0601

swardell
Typewritten Text



swardell
Typewritten Text
0602

swardell
Typewritten Text



swardell
Typewritten Text
0603



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0604



swardell
Typewritten Text
0605



swardell
Typewritten Text
0606



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0607



swardell
Typewritten Text
0608



swardell
Typewritten Text
0609



acorathers
Text Box
0609



swardell
Typewritten Text
0610



swardell
Typewritten Text
0611



swardell
Typewritten Text
0612



acorathers
Text Box
0612



acorathers
Text Box
0612



acorathers
Text Box
0612



swardell
Typewritten Text
0613



acorathers
Text Box
0613



swardell
Typewritten Text
0614



acorathers
Text Box
0614



acorathers
Text Box
0614

adade
Text Box



swardell
Typewritten Text
0615

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0616



swardell
Typewritten Text
0617



swardell
Typewritten Text
0618



swardell
Typewritten Text
0619



swardell
Typewritten Text
0620



swardell
Typewritten Text
0621



swardell
Typewritten Text
0622



swardell
Typewritten Text
0623



swardell
Typewritten Text
0624



acorathers
Text Box
0624



acorathers
Text Box
0624



swardell
Typewritten Text
0625



swardell
Typewritten Text
0626

swardell
Typewritten Text



swardell
Typewritten Text
0627



swardell
Typewritten Text
0628



swardell
Typewritten Text
0629



swardell
Typewritten Text
0630



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0631



swardell
Typewritten Text
0632



swardell
Typewritten Text
0634



acorathers
Text Box
0634



swardell
Typewritten Text
0635

swardell
Typewritten Text



swardell
Typewritten Text
0636



swardell
Typewritten Text
0637



swardell
Typewritten Text
0638



swardell
Typewritten Text

swardell
Typewritten Text
0639



swardell
Typewritten Text
0640



acorathers
Text Box
0641

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0642



acorathers
Text Box
0643



acorathers
Text Box
0644



acorathers
Text Box
0645



acorathers
Text Box
0646



acorathers
Text Box
0647



acorathers
Text Box
0647



acorathers
Text Box
0648

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0649



acorathers
Text Box
0650



acorathers
Text Box
0651

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0651



swardell
Typewritten Text
0652



acorathers
Text Box
0653



acorathers
Text Box
0654



acorathers
Text Box
0655



acorathers
Text Box
0656



acorathers
Text Box
0657

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0661

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0661

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0661

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0662



acorathers
Text Box
0663



acorathers
Text Box
0664



acorathers
Text Box
0665



acorathers
Text Box
0666



acorathers
Text Box
0667

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0668



acorathers
Text Box
0669



acorathers
Text Box
0670



acorathers
Text Box
0671



acorathers
Text Box
0672



acorathers
Text Box
0673



acorathers
Text Box
0674



acorathers
Text Box
0675



acorathers
Text Box
0676



acorathers
Text Box
0677



acorathers
Text Box
0678



acorathers
Text Box
0679



acorathers
Text Box
0680



acorathers
Text Box
0680



acorathers
Text Box
0685

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0687

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0688

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0688

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0689

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0690

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0691

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0692



acorathers
Text Box
0693



acorathers
Text Box
0693

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0694



acorathers
Text Box
0695



acorathers
Text Box
0696

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0697



acorathers
Text Box
0698



acorathers
Text Box
0699



acorathers
Text Box
0700



acorathers
Text Box
0701



acorathers
Text Box
0702



acorathers
Text Box
0703



acorathers
Text Box
0704

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0705

adade
Text Box



acorathers
Text Box
0706



swardell
Typewritten Text
0707



acorathers
Text Box
0708



acorathers
Text Box
0709



acorathers
Text Box
0710



acorathers
Text Box
0711



acorathers
Text Box
0712



August 15,2009 

Comment - Sun Zia Powerline Corridor 

I am behind the development of alternative energy 100 percent. In our 
efforts to make this transition, I hope that we do not lose sight of the 
importance of point-of-use generation of this power. I also wonder why we 
want to construct lines to send huge amounts of alternative energy to areas 
where alternative energy resources already abound. 

The preferred alternative route of Sun Zia's proposed powerline 
development crosses the Galiuro Mountain range in Arizona just north of the 
Galiuro Wilderness and just south of the Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness. This 
is an area of limited vehicular access and high value wildlife habitat. It 
contains areas of oak-sycamore riparian habitat, which are increasingly rare 
in the Southwest. The terrain is characterized by steep ridges and ravines, a 
good p0I1ion of which drain into the upper watershed of Aravaipa Creek. 

As recently as August 2007, the US Fish and Wildlife Service issued a 
biological opinion concerning the Bureau of Land Management's request for 
road maintenance in Aravaipa Canyon and Turkey Creek upstream from the 
Aravaipa Canyon Wilderness. Concern was raised about the temporary 
disturbance of fine streambed sediments and its potential impact on 
spawning areas for the federally listed loach minnow and spinedace. 

The disturbance caused by the clearing of a powerline right-of-way of this 
magnitude will be tremendous. Building of the associated construction and 
access roads will be even more damaging. The planned route crosses several 
large tributaries entering the upper watershed of Aravaipa Creek from the 
south. The resulting erosion could cause a much more significant and long
term importation of fine sediments into this system, one ofthe Southwest's 
most valuable native fisheries. 
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Although altemative routes proposed in the plan are longer and undoubtedly 
raise concems of other citizen groups, the strategy of following existing 
corridors with established roads and lateral infrastructure would be far less 
destructive and would, for the most part, be more accessible and secure. 

In Sun Zia's proposal, as stated in the Federal Register, the purpose of the 
powerline is to transport electrical power derived primarily from altemative 
sources. It also states that one of the SOOkY lines would be alternating 
current (HYAC), and that the second one would possibly be direct current 
(HYDC). 

My question is why aren't both lines HYDC? The bulk transmission of 
electric power over long distances is more efficient and controllable with 
HYDC. Most alternative power is in the form of direct current already, and 
the varying outputs of alternative energy sources are integrated into the 
HYDC transport systems much more efficiently. Will its main purpose be to 
distribute power at various interconnects along the route, or to gather 
additionally generated power for bulk transmission to urban markets? 

Am I missing something, or are we really looking at a project that plans 
ultimately to transport primarily fossil fuel generated power while waving a 
green flag? 

John C. Luepke 
Klondyke, AZ 
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The Arizona Native Plant Society 

November 30 , 2009 

p.o. Box 41206, Tucson, Arizona 85717 
www.aznativcplantsocicty.org 

The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
clo EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

RE: Scoping comments on the SunZia Southwest Transmission project 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

The Arizona Native Plant Society is a state-wide nonprofit organization dedicated to 
promoting knowledge , appreciation, conservation and restoration of Arizona native 
plants and their habitats. Our members are concerned with the loss of and threats to 
Arizona's native plants and the habitats that support them. The following comments 
are submitted on behalf of the Conservation Committee of the Tucson Chapter of the 
Arizona Native Plant Society. 

We are writing today regarding proposals for "alternative" energy andlor truck 
transportation corridors through many relatively pristine areas of our state. We want 
to be involved in any decision-making efforts toward development of any new 
transportation or energy development lines that are being considered . 

The National Environmental Policy Act requires the Bureau of Land Management 
(and all public agencies) with providing proper public notice of these kinds of 
proposals in order to provide sufficient time for meaningful public participation. 
Additionally, NEPA requires that the agencies take a hard look at the effects of any 
proposals that may have a significant impact on the human environment. This 
includes effects on species of concern , impacts to habitats of concern, socio
economic Impacts and environmental justice, disclosure of financial costs, a look at 
the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions that have cumulative 
impacts on the project area, and a range of alternatives to the proposed project. 

Here, the SunZia corridor has specific impacts that must be evaluated, including : 

• The San Pedro River and its major tributaries' ability to support endangered 
species and which are used for mitigation projects for several bird and fish 
species by state and federal agencies; 

• Water quality in the San Pedro River and its tributaries depends upon stable 
upland soils and how it is used up and downstream; 
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• Water quality and soil integrity that could be compromised by construction 
of the transmission lines; 

• Long-term maintenance along service roads, leading to erosion, non-native 
species, habitat fragmentation, etc.; 

• Cumulative effects of livestock, off-road vehicles, and Illegal driving through 
streams; 

• Fragmentation of riparian areas that have been recognized as significant 
wildlife corridors and habitat. 

• Service roads would encourage ATV access and subsequent off-road 
abuses which always lead to soil erosion, legal enforcement problems (ie. 
Arizona Game & Fish Department's recent press release stating the most 
ORV drivers are not following the law and buying their yearly operating 
stickers) , and have very detrimental effects to wildlife. 

• Invasive non-native weeds spread along the disturbed soils of service and 
construction roads; 

• The increased risk of wildfire following the spread of invasive species in 
disturbed areas; 

• Impacts on native raptor populations. A commitment needs to be made by 
ALL electric companies to include the insulation necessary to preclude all 
the electrocutions of our raptors and other birds that is continuing to happen 
today. No excuses about the cost of retrofitting . This needs to be happening 
now. No new projects until total commitment to make any pole use by birds 
safe; and 

• Climate change and the diminished resiliency of arid communities in the 
face of profound disequiiibrium. 

In addition to the direct and indirect effects of the proposed project on ecological 
sites, we note that the San Pedro River valley includes important cultural and 
prehistoric sites as well . The project would need to extensively study the myriad 
archeological sites between Benson and Winkelman and ensure no undue harm and 
degradation to these irreplaceable resources. The environmental analysis should 
include an analysis of the effects 'opening' this area to the public would have on the 
ability to monitor and protect cultural artifacts. 

We believe that the agencies should look at our public lands as a resource for 
protecting native plants and wildlife, and disallow uses that are not sustainable. As 
such, a hard look at the sustainability of centralized power and mega-projects such 
as this one should be compared ecologically and economically with local generation 
stations in the cities and towns that demand power. At the very least, new 
infrastructure should follow existing travel and transmission corridors instead of 
sacrificing even more of our native desert ecosystem. In the forthcoming analysis , a 
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range of alternatives should analyze and disclose the capacity of the current 
Infrastructure and provide evidence of the 'need' for new developments. 

Sincerely, ?f~,'1r~ 
Nancy Zierenberg , Co-Chair of Tucson 'Chapt~Conserv;ti& Committee 

cc: Senator Jorge Luis Garcia 
Representative Phil Lopes 
Representative Olivia Cajero Bedford 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:36 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Stop the Power Line 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:35 PM 

Paul Fontaine 
<fontaineurbandes 
ign@yahoo.com> 

11/25/2889 81:17 
PM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

Stop the Power Line 

To 

cc 

Subject 

1) The proposed 1,888 feet wide power line corridor would cause immeasurable damage to the 
integrity of several of the area's wildlife migration corridors. It would cross both Hot 
Springs Canyon and Redfield Canyon which are both east - west migration corridors for mammals 
who travel between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains. 

2) The power lines and towers would run the length of the middle and lower San Pedro River, 
which is one of the last major fly-ways formigratory birds traveling between South and North 
America. Over 385 species are known to live in or migrate through this valley. It is well 
established that power lines and towers kill millions of birds each year. 

3) The roads associated with building and maintaining these power lines would cause 
tremendous erosion in several very sensitive desert water sheds. Further, A.T.V.s and off
road vehicles would be able to access currently inaccessible wilderness, causing still more 
erosion and disruption of wild habitat. 

4) The B.L.M., The Nature Conservancy and many individual land owners hold conservation 
easements adjacent to the proposed routes. Building a 1,888 feet wide power line corridor 
would virtually undo the conservation efforts of these agencies, groups and individuals. 

5) There are over 588 known archaeological sites in the San Pedro valley. A power line 
corridor of this magnitude could not possibly miss all of the known sites. It would surely 
disrupt untold numbers of not yet discovered sites, destroying the cultural heritage of first 
nations peoples as well as historical artifacts for those who study the long history of the 
desert Southwest. 

There are other solutions. 
1 
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Paul Fontaine 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Jacquie Dale Odale@cdarc.org] 
Friday, November 27, 200910:06 PM 
adrian_garcia@nm.blm.gov 
Amy Corathers 
SunZia transmission scoping comment 
sunzialetter jdale.pdf 

Attached, please find a PDF document with my comments on the SunZia Transmission lines. 

Thank you, 
J. Dale 
Cascabel, Arizona 
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Jacquie Dale 
6270 N Cielo Azul Rd 
Benson, AZ 85602 

The U.S. Department ofTnterior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 850 I 8 

November 27,2009 

Dear Mr. Garcia 
Thank you for extending the comment period on the SunZia Transmission Lines. I have previously made a 
comment but welcome the chance to make another one. 

I am a 10 year resident of Cascabel, a community located in the Middle-Lower San Pedro River Valley. Over the 
last ten years I have worked as a preservation archaeologist in the community and have had the great fortune of 
visiting and recording many prehistoric and historic sites along some 60 mile stretch of the river. I am a regional 
coordinator for the Arizona Site Steward program and train stewards and coordinate the monitoring of sites that 
are on public and private lands. I can't tell you how very unique and well preserved the majority of these cultural 
sites are. They are well preserved because of the isolation of this area and because the people here actually care 
for these resources . This brings me to the point of the SunZia Transmission Lines. 

The SunZia Transmission Lines, albeit, admirable in their intent to transport green power across State lines, 
would have devastating effects on the cultural resources in the valley. New roads developed for the power line 
will most certainly have an impact on recorded and yet unrecorded sites. Sites along existing roads at present are 
being severely impacted by erosion and pothunting. Building new roads and improving existing power line roads 
wi ll only add to this problem through the valley by providing better access to sites in the valley. The San Pedro 
River valley is a unique area both culturally and environmentally. We have been fortunate to prevent the 
widespread destruction of sites and environmental resources that have been seen in the Tucson basin and the 
Phoenix basin where there has been increased development, access and population growth. There are really no 
other well preserved river valleys left in southern Arizona and the San Pedro should not be sacrificed in order to 
simply move power from one location to another. Let's come up with some other solution. 

I encourage you to use existing developed corridors for the SunZia powerlines. Corridors such as along 
highways and train tracks are more suitable for this type of project. To destroy the beauty and cultural value of 
the San Pedro River valley is a terrible price to pay in order to transport renewable energy. This is a very special 
place that is environmentally and culturally rich and should be preserved for future generations. 

Sincerely, 
Jacquie Dale 

cc: Amy Corathers 
Senior Environmental Planner 
Environmental Planning Group 
4 141 N. 32"' Street, Ste. 102 
Phoenix, AZ 850 18 
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NAME 

TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

\'~s=7 NATIONAL ) 
• .I 

~.~ PUBLIC LANDSj 

I~ O~"9 
, j 0 Z009 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

- r. 

3!Y-, Ranch V ituJ [uaf' 
Organization (if applicable) 

Add to mailing list 0Yes ONo 
ADDRESS 

CITY STATE ZIP 

Withhold personal information*" DYes 

Receive notification of 
EIS availability? ).(! Yes 

DNo 

DNo 

7bore are 3 propDsed (OtI1=e::: close +0 W;rdrm/( f(arJdJes/JrrA , 
GOln§ dl(ecHl1 4rcx.J@h is nb()-Set1s/CQ (f (AKA ASS/tV/AJEb 

I lX?uJd /ikP +0 sec;? a l)(Si~a ( :[rnpO[:/ C;;!udcr 10 de-bml(l£ 
If +Ire f\brm Dc Scx$ rouie6 UX5uld lk /cdteIt ' 

SEND COMMENTS TO, 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

'Copies ofcomments will be available for public review at the local BLM '!/fice during regular business hours. Individuals requesting their personal 
information be withheld from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom ofItifOrmationAct must check "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. 
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Post Office Box 958 
Benson, AZ 85602 
November 25, 2009 

The U.S. Department ofInterior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street 
Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project process: 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I am grateful that the period during which we may comment on the proposal to run a 
SunZia transmission line through the San Pedro River Valley has been extended so that I 
may once again voice my opposition to that project. By now you have heard many times 
about the adverse environmental, archaeological, social, and other effects that such a 
transmission line will have if it is built through this valley, so I shall not belabor those 
points here. By now you are well aware of the importance of this valley to the residents 
who live here, as well as its importance to the State of Arizona and to the people of our 
Nation as a whole. I am sure that all of these factors will be taken into consideration 
when the final route for that transmission line is selected. 

I would like to reemphasize the importance of the San Pedro River Valley to the residents 
who live here, and the importance of maintaining the pristine condition of our 
surroundings. Most of us who live here do so because we recognize the importance of 
living in a natural setting that is relatively free of the trappings of city life; we have no 
highway noise, our area is virtually free of crime, and the air is clear much of the time. I 
would much prefer to be awakened at night by the voices of coyotes than by the sirens of 
emergency vehicles. 

The kind oflifestyle that we have here is rapidly disappearing throughout the West, as 
our passion for development and for building more houses and shopping malls seems to 
be limited only the availability of easy fmancing and potable drinking water. Those of us 
who prefer a quieter place to live are fmding that the availability of such places is rapidly 
diminishing. Constructing power lines through places like the San Pedro River Valley, 
and the kinds of development that will inevitably follow such construction, will 
jeopardize the lifestyle that I and my neighbors hold dear. Surely, there is some other 
way to build this power line. 
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I have noticed on some of the maps that have appeared on the SunZia website that the 
power line corridor follows the Interstate highway right-of-way for much of its course 
through western New Mexico and eastern Arizona, but departs near Willcox and runs 
through the San Pedro River Valley. It seems to me that it would be more advantageous 
for the power line to continue along the highway right-of-way for the rest of its course. 
Following the existing corridor would be far less disturbing to the natural environment 
and far less disruptive to the lives of the residents of the San Pedro River Valley. I 
therefore request that you reconsider the course of the transmission line, and consider 
using already existing rights-of-way instead of creating new ones. 

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

f41-:P~ 
Robert D. Evans 
6035 North Canyon Road 
Post Office Box 958 
Benson, Arizona 85602 
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Sandra & Kent Hutchison 
14 Lighthouse Hill Road 

Windsor, CT 06095 
Lot 169, Windmill Ranch, And 0, NM 

November 25, 2009 

US Department of Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 320d Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Re: Comment Form - Sun Zia Southwest 

Dear Sirs: 

epg 
NOV 3 02009 

As additional information has become available, our greatest fear has become a very potential reality. 
One ofthe proposed routes forthe transmission lines run DIRECTLY through the open space of the 
Windmill Ranch Subdivision. (See Exhibit A) We greatly oppose t his route and support the new route of 
having the lines run from the south, along the White Sands Miss ile area and up along Route 54. 

By utilizing government lands instead of private homeowner lan:ls, there would be less impact on the 
general public. There should all ready be in place the proper ea~.ements for any existing power lines, gas 
mains, water mains, etc. which should be less costly to modify all existing easement as opposed to 
having to purchase / negotiate new ones. 

Also, by AVOIDING Windmill Ranch, the project heads would not have to negotiate with over 350+ upset 
home owners and an active Homeowners Association that also strongly opposes the lines running 
directly through our recreation areas (See Exhibit B) and landowner's property. 

We would like to reiterate a section from the previous letter sucmitted on August 17, 2009. Windmill 
Ranch was a 20,000 acre cattle ranch that was sold and subdivided into 350+ home sites ranging from 20 
areas to 140 acres. 7000 to 8000 acres of the uranch" is desigmlted open space for the resident's 
recreational use and is currently being used for hiking and horseback riding. It is written in the 
Homeowners Association Bylaws and Covenants the intention of the homeowners to preserve the 
natural beauty ofthe ranch. To do this, the covenants address the style of home, the type of 
construction materials preferred, the types of fencing, etc. to be used in order to maintain the natural 
focus of the area. This is what the residents bought - not huge power lines, of which would provide no 
economic benefit to the residents plus the potential of ill health effects on the residents and wildlife. 

We support the need for this project and the development of alternative energy sources. Run the lines 
from White Sands from the south or north of Windmill Ranch, but please stay out of our backyard. 

Regards, 

daTdlj.- f fj~;/uiJ~ 
Sandra & Kent Hutchison 

Please see Exhibits A & B attached 
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Amy Corathers 

From: Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 3:54 PM 

Amy Corathers To: 
Subject: Fw: Please do not route the SunZia electric lines through the San Pedro Valley 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSD/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:54 PM 

Abby Graseck 
<aegraseck@yahoo. 
com> 

11/27/2889 87:27 
PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To 
nmsunziaproject@blm .gov 

cc 
j odiwe@gmail.com 

Subject 
Please do not route the SunZia 
electric lines through the San 
Pedro Valley 

I am writing to add my voice to the many who have already expressed 
concern about the proposed routes for the SunZia high tension 
transmission lines through the Lower San Pedro Valley. My concerns are 
as follows: 

Additional roads and infrastructure will fragment core habitat 
areas for several threatened and endangered species in the San Pedro 
River, its watershed, and its major tributaries, including Hot Springs 
Canyon. Several properties in the watershed are used by state and 
federal agencies for mitigation projects for several bird and fish 
species. 
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The Lower San Pedro Watershed provides habitat for over 350 
species of birds and over 70 species of mammals, making it a hotspot for 
species diversity in North America and an area in need of further 
protection, not further habitat fragmentation and ecosystem disruption. 

There are more than 500 known archaeological sites between Benson 
and Winkelman. Many others likely remain undiscovered. The Center for 
Desert Archaeology and other organizations have worked to identify and 
protect these sites, but new roads and electrical infrastructure could 
damage or destroy both known and unidentified sites in the watershed. 

The uplands in the San Pedro watershed provide habitat for the 
Sonoran Desert tortoise, currently under consideration for listing by 
the u.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Water quality in the river and its tributaries could deteriorate 
due to erosion of upland soils caused by new or expanded access roads 
for the SunZia project. 

Invasive plant and animal species often spread along new roads 
and could disrupt critical ecosystem proces ses in the watershed. 

Public land managers and ranchers throughout the western states 
have had problems dealing with environmental and infrastructure damage 
done by ATV users. SunZia service roads would facilitate ATV access and 
off-road abuses that lead to additional soil erosion, plant destruction, 
and damage to wildlife habitat. 

The Saguaro-Juniper Ranch has worked with The Nature Conservancy 
and public l and agencies in the past to restore desert grassland habitat 
using prescribed fire. Future options for prescribed burning would have 
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to prioritize avoiding new power lines rather than being managed solely 
for ecosystem health. 

The Lower San Pedro River Watershed remains ecologically intact, with a 
relatively unfragmented landscape rare in an arid and rapidly growing 
region. There are no sufficient mitigation options for the damage new 
roads and infrastructure development could do to a singular and fragile 
area with few parallels on the continent. For these reasons, I feel 
strongly that the SunZia lines can and should run along existing highway 
and railroad corridors. 

Sincerely, 

Abby Graseck 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:58 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: noooooooooo 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia /NMSO/ NM/8 LM/DOI on 11/3B/2BB9 B3 :57 PM 

Alex Brill 
<alexandre.brill@ 
gmail.com> 

11/3B/2BB9 lB:24 
AM 

this cannot be allowed to happen! 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
noooooooooo 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm .gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:52 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: comment 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/ NMSO/ NM/ BLM/ DOI on 11/ 30/ 2009 03:51 PM 

"Anna Lands" 
<healing@rnsmte.c 
om> 

11/ 27/ 2009 03 :29 
PM 

<NMSunZiaProj ect@blm . gov> 

comment 

To 

cc 

Subject 

Thank you for opening another comment period. By now BLM has read many sound r eason s why the 
SunZia transmiss ion line project should not be sited in Aravaipa or the San Pedro River 
Valley. This comment is to simply underline all those reasons. Consider too the 
inadvisability of siting a 500 kilovolt line. 

Sincerely, 
Anna Lands 
Ca scabel - San Pedro River Valley 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:53 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Power Line Location 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:52 PM 

Ben 
Johnston-Krase 
<benjkrase@gmail. 
com> 

11/27/2009 05:02 
PM 

To Whom it May Concern, 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 
leftreverend@gmail.com, jodi wert 
<jodiwe@gmail.com> 

Subject 
Power Line Location 

We are writing with grave concern for the San Pedro River Valley. It has come to our 
attention that the Bureau of Land Management and SunZia Transmission may be considering a 
power transmission line through the valley. We strongly oppose any development of additional 
lines in this area and hope that you will consider placing them along existing railroad and 
utility easements adjacent to Interstate 18 instead. 

In the best interests of wildlife immigration corridors and the natural habitat of both Hot 
Springs Canyon and Redfield Canyon, both of which are migration corridors for mammals who 
travel between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains, we feel that locating new power lines along 
the railroad is a wise choice. Without question, the space needed to develop the power lines 
in the environmentally sensitive valley regions would leave an indelible, damaging mark on 
the landscape that would negatively affect animal life. In addition, we feel that the roads 
developed to build and maintain these lines would further destroy valuable and sensitive 
desert water shed habitat. 

Perhaps our biggest concern is that development of these lines through the Hot Springs and 
Redfield Canyons would virtually undo the hard, lasting efforts of so many in that region who 
have worked diligently to conserve and protect the land. With these concerned and 
hardworking people in place, the region consistently receives the gift of their labor and 
passion for the land. The value of this kind of environmental stewardship is immeasurable, 
and it should be considered carefully. 
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Finally, we care deeply about the archaeological integrity of this region. We have grave 
concerns that the power line corridor of this magnitude could destroy both known and unknown 
sites--sites that hold keys to studying the cultures of our nations first people. 

Please consider choosing existing utility easements along existing railroads and existing 
Interstate property as you make the decision about where to located these proposed power 
lines. Thank you for considering our passion for this beautiful region of our country! 

Sincerely, 
Ben Johnston-Krase 
78S Augusta Street 
Racine, WI 53482 
262-664-4289 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:41 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Public Comment 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/NM/ BLM/DOI on 11/30/ 2009 03:41 PM 

Jo Simpson 
<josimpson@mac.co 
m> 

NMSunZiaPro j ect@blm.gov 
To 

cc 11/ 25/2009 09:07 
PM Jo Simpson <mrormrsrjs@aol.com> 

Subject 
Public Comment 

The proposed route that goes directly through Windmill Ranches in Ancho, NM must be 
eliminated! ! 

It is private land. There are 320 lots in the sub-division. A recent area specific map 
overlay shows that the original route goes directly through our lot!!! 

We live in a home here!! We are concerned about the EMF's and potential health risks. 

Thank you, 

Bob & Jo Simpson 
327 Ranch View Loop 
Ancho, NM 88301 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 3D, 2009 3:34 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Public Comment 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:34 PM 

)0 Simpson 
<josimpson@mac.co 
m> 

NMSunZiaProj ect@blm.gov 
To 

cc 11/25/2009 12:34 
PM )0 Simpson <mrormrsrjs@aol.com> 

Subject 
Public Comment 

The current transmission line project does not give any benefit to the local communities or 
residents that will be directly impacted. 

IF it must go through peaceful, rural areas, opt to go the most unobtrusive route! 

There are 3 proposed routes close to Windmill Ranches in Ancho. This is where we live. This 
is our retirement spot - our final home. 
Now, OUR HOME is in jeopardy of being taken for a 1000 ft swath of right of way to run power 
lines for Arizona and beyond! 

THERE IS NO SENSIBLE REASON TO GO RIGHT THROUGH OUR HOME! 

There is plenty of open land in NM. That's one of the reasons we moved here, and chose this 
spot! 

We need to see a Visual Impact Study to best determine whether the North or South route 
around the ranch would be better. 
In the 10/ 27 / 09 Scoping meeting, we were told that someone could come to our home, and from 
our front step or window, show us what it would be like. 

Thank you, 

Bob & )0 Simpson 
327 Ranch View Loop 
Ancho, NM 88301 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:54 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia power lines 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:53 PM 

Brad Lancaster 
<bradlank@gmail.c 
om> 

11/27/2009 07:04 
PM 

November 27, 2009 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia power lines 

The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

I am writing to state that I object to routing the SunZia power lines through the San Pedro 
River Valley. If these lines are constructed I feel they should be placed along existing 
highways or railroad corridors. 

The San Pedro River Valley is home to one of Arizona's last intact perennial river 
ecosystems, and the intact natural watersheds that feed it. 
Its greatest value is its natural state. Do not destroy it. 

Brad Lancaster 
813 N. 9th Ave. 
Tuc son, Arizona 85705 
www. Harves t ingRai nwater.com 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:44 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: NMSunZiaProject public comment letter 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:44 PM 

Brandon Wert 
<leftreverend@gma 
il. com> 

11/27/2889 18:44 
AM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

Cindy Alvarez@blm.gov, 
TFOWEB AZ@blm.gov, 
feedback@ios.doi.gov, 
RDTuggle@fws.gov 

To 

cc 

Subject 

November 27, 2889 

NMSunZiaProject public comment 
letter 

The U.S . Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/o EPG, Inc . 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 182 
Phoenix, AZ 85818 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I, along with my partner and two friend s, co-own 138 acres at the mouth of Hot Springs Canyon 
in Cascabel, AZ. We purchased the property in 2885 and worked together with the Tucson field 
office of the B.L.M. 
for three years to secure a conservation easement i ntended to protect the many natural and 
cultural resources located on the property. This is but one small project among many private 
and public conservation efforts in the Vi cinity of Hot Springs Canyon. All of these efforts 
are intended to preserve the integrity of the wildlife corridor between the Galliuro and 
Rincon Mountains, and protect the San Pedro water shed. 

The first lesson of ecology and conservation is that environments, habitats, gene pools, 
water sheds and migration routes cannot be contained in neat little packages of conservation 
properties, parks or reserves. These are large systems that range across our artificial 
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boundaries and require an integrity of the whole in order to continue to function well, 
preserving the wild nature and remarkable biodiversity of the San Pedro River Valley. 

I am dismayed that the B.L.M. along with SunZia are proposing a 1,000 feet wide power 
Transmission line corridor that would run directly behind, and possibly cross the property we 
steward. It would certainly cross Hot Springs Canyon and Redfieid Canyon further to the 
North. The construction process, the maintenance roads and associated erosion and access 
would cause irreversible damage to these, and other, important wildlife corridors and 
tributaries of the San Pedro River. 

Perhaps the single most egregious aspect of this proposal is the damage that would be done to 
native and migratory bird species. There are well documented studies of bird deaths from 
collisions with towers and power lines and the electrocution of large raptors. The San Pedro 
is considered the premier migratory route in the Southwest for birds traveling between South 
and North America. A Transmission line of the magnitude being proposed would represent a 
gauntlet of death to be negotiated each spring and fall by millions of birds as well as the 
large number of year-round resident birds of the valley. 

I write to urge that the Bureau of Land Management and SunZia Transmission L.L.C. not site 
additional power lines in the San Pedro River Valley. 

If this project is to move forward it is imperative that the power line corridor be sited 
within established transportation and utility corridors along Interstate 10. 

It would not only be an irony, but a major travesty for the B.L.M. to do anything other than 
conserve the San Pedro River valley, protecting it's inhabitants and water shed in 
perpetuity. I trust that you and your colleagues will fulfill the B.L.M.'s mission statement 
to, "steward our public lands with environmental responsibility." 

Sincerely, 

Rev. Brandon Wert 
Tucson Borderlands YAV Coordinator 
leftreverend@gmail.com 
1-(520)-780-0938 

"Don't ask yourself what the world needs. Ask yourself what makes you come alive and then go 
do that. Because what the world needs is people who have come alive."-Howard Thurman 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 3D, 2009 3:44 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: power line proposal 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/ NM/ BLM/DOI on 11/3e/ 2ee9 e3:43 PM 

che lseyl @ema il. ar 
izona.edu 

11/27/2ee9 le:4e 
AM 

Adrian Garcia, 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
power line proposal 

I am writing this email because of my concern with the high powered electrical transmission 
line through the Lower San Pedro Valley. The line could cause serious damage to both the 
fragile San Pedro ecosystem and the more than see known archaeological sites along that 
stretch of the river. 

The line can just as well be run along existing highway , interstate, and railroad corridors. 
Although this may cost more money, there is no monetary cost you can put on the degrading 
habitats along rive r valleys in the dry Southwest. Please do your part in preventing this 
destruction to the San Pedro River Valley. 

Th ank you, 
Chelsey Killebrew 
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Amy Corathers 

From: Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 3:55 PM 

Amy Corathers To: 
Subject: Fw: No to SunZia power lines along the San Pedro! 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:S4 PM 

Evan Dick 
<evanddick@gmail. 
com> 

11/27/2009 07:41 
PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To 
nmsunziaproject@blm.gov 

cc 
Jodi Wert <jodiwe@gmail.com> 

Subject 
No to SunZia power lines along the 
San Pedro! 

I am writing to express my concern about the proposed route for the 
SunZia high tension transmission lines through the Lower San Pedro 
Valley. My concerns are as follows: 

Additional roads and infrastructure will fragment core habitat 
areas for several threatened and endangered species in the San Pedro 
River, its watershed, and its major tributaries, including Hot Springs 
Canyon. Several properties in the watershed are used by state and 
federal agencies for mitigation projects for several bird and fish 
species. 

The Lower San Pedro Watershed provides habitat for over 3S0 
species of birds and over 70 species of mammals, making it a hotspot for 
species diversity in North America and an area in need of further 
protection, not further habitat fragmentation and ecosystem disruption. 

There are more than 500 known archaeological sites between Benson 
and Winkelman . Many others likely remain undi scovered. The Center for 
Desert Archaeology and other organizations have worked to identify and 
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protect these sites, but new roads and electrical infrastructure could 
damage or destroy both known and unidentified sites in the watershed. 

The uplands in the San Pedro watershed provide habitat for the 
Sonoran Desert tortoise, currently under consideration for listing by 
the u.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Water quality in the river and its tributaries could deteriorate 
due to erosion of upland soils caused by new or expanded access roads 
for the SunZia project. 

Invasive plant and animal species often spread along new roads 
and could disrupt critical ecosystem processes in the watershed. 

Public land managers and ranchers throughout the western states 
have had problems dealing with environmental and infrastructure damage 
done by ATV users. SunZia service roads would facilitate ATV access and 
off-road abuses that lead to additional soil erosion, plant destruction, 
and damage to wildlife habitat. 

The Saguaro-Juniper Ranch has worked with The Nature Conservancy 
and public land agencies in the past to restore desert grassland habitat 
using prescribed fire. Future options for prescribed burning would have 
to prioritize avoiding new power lines rather than being managed solely 
for ecosystem health. 

The Lower San Pedro River Watershed remains ecologically intact, with a 
relatively unfragmented landscape rare in an arid and rapidly growing 
region. There are no sufficient mitigation options for the damage new 
roads and infrastructure development could do to a singular and fragile 
area with few parallels on the continent. For these reasons, I feel 
strongly that the SunZia lines can and should run along existing highway 
and railroad corridors. To be frank I find it frustrating that this 
option has made it this far in light of the option along existing 
transportation corridors. That the sacrifice of an area as special as 
the Lower San Pedro is being considered for no other reason than to save 
SunZia some money in the construction of its power lines is a shame. 

Sincerely, 

Evan Dick 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:51 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Public Input on Proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
BLM SanZia Letter 11-27-09.pdf 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:50 PM 

Hale 
Thomas-Hilburn 
<hthomas@u.arizon 
a.edu> 

11/27/2009 03:21 
PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, et al., 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
Public Input on Proposed SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project 

Included as a PDF attachment is a signed letter I have written expressing my concerns with 
the proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. Thank you for providing this opportunity 
to provide feedback, and please add my name to the SanZia mailing list. If you have any 
difficulty in opening the attachment, plea se let me know. 

Thank you, 
Hale 

Hale Thomas -Hilburn 
Computing Ma nager, Principal 
Instructional Computing, Office of Academic and Instructional Affairs College of Humanities 
Administration University of Arizona 520.621.1620pp(See attached file: BLM SanZia Letter 11-
27-09.pdf) 
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The U.S. Department of [nterior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
clo EPG. Inc . 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr. Uarcia: 

November 27, 2009 

As a c itizen and home-owner of Pima County, I am writing to express my deep concern over the proposed 
plan to route SunZia high-tension power lines through the lower San Pedro River Valley. As a very 
significant riparian area for both the Soooran and Chihuuahuan Deserts that provides a critical corridor to 
the migration of a very diverse range of species between the these eeo-systems, it is vital that these areas 
be protected fTom any new and unnecessary disruptions when alternate solutions for providing energy to 
the Southwest are available. 

While a 50' utility corridor currently exists across these lands for a IISkV power line, the creation of new 
1000' utility corridor across the San Pedro River Valley for the proposed dual 500 kV power lines would 
he ecologica lly disastrous. The difference is area is huge, and would have a dramatic effect in 
transforming the currcnt landscape. By the numbers, the existing 50' wide utility corridor reallocates 6 
acres ofland for every linear mile; in contrast, the 1000' wide trdct would consume 121.2 acres ofland for 
a similar length of transmission line, and serve as an isolating barrier for diversity to many speeies of 
wildlife. According to the Nature Conservancy website 
(http://www.nature.orgiinitiativesifreshwater/workls.1npedroriver.html.November2009). l11ore than 80 
species of mammals, 65 species of reptiles, and 100 species of breeding birds along this riparian habitat. 

In the 2007-2008timefi'ame, many citizens of Pinal, Pima, Graham, and Cochise counties came together 
to express their concern of the creation of an 1- 10 Bypass route through the very lands being proposed for 
the SanZia Southwest Transmission I'rojeet. As noted ill the 1-10 Phoenix-Tucson Bypass Study - Final 
Repon, January 2008 
(http://tpd .az.gov/planningiFilesliIObypassill 0_ BypassStudy J inal_ 0 12008.pdf), some of the 1110st 

consistent and strongest objections to this proposed project came from" Adverse impact on environment 
and wildlife" and "Adverse impacts to rural areas" (p. 117, Final Rcpon). In defeating this proposal, the 
citizens of southern Arizona are now better infomlcd, and are committed 10 protecting the lands most in 
need of protection. I hope you take this into account as futures direetions for the project are considered. 

If it is decided that the transmission lines fOT this project must be built, 1 strongly hope that these lines 
are built to run along existing highway and railroad corridors. 

Sincerely. 

/liK/2~/{~ 
Hale Thomas-Hilburn 
2370 W. Dillon Road 
Tucson, Arizona 85745 
E·Mail : hthomas!alcmail.arizona.edu 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:49 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia electric lines through the San Pedro Valley? 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:48 PM 

Hazel A Cox 
<hacox@email.ariz 
ona.edu) 

11/27/2009 02:10 
PM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia electric lines through the 
San Pedro Valley? 

Dear Mr . Garcia, 

I'm writing to you concerning the plans to run the SunZia electric lines through the San 
Pedro Valley. 

I cannot understand why there would even be the thought of running high voltage electrical 
lines and all the things that come with them - maintenance roads, etc - through this valley 
This doesn't make sense in several areas: 

One, it would be bad for the state 
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This valley one of the last remalnlng intact riparian areas in the entire desert southwest, 
making it one of the last corridors for the migrating birds. Tourism from birders brings 
millions of dollars in tourism to the state; one study done on the upper San Pedro estimated 
$17.0 to 28.3 million in direct and indirect effects of these avid bird watchers (1) in that 
area alone. Disrupting this valley that may be the last link to these birds would be highly 
detrimental to state funds - something which almost bankrupt Arizona simply cannot afford. 

Two, the relative cost of the project to running the lines elsewhere 

To build this project, there is going to need to be a lot of engineering and building of 
facilities to wind the lines through this narrow valley that is patched by protected land. It 
appears to me as a tax payer that it would cost a lot to create environmental impact studies, 
build maintenance roads, and fight (understandably) reluctant land owners in this almost 
untouched valley. This appears to be especially so when there is the 110 corridor already in 
existence. Surely the 110 corridor has already been extensively studied for impacts, and does 
not consist of so many people wanting to fight anything more going through the already 
disturbed area, and therefore will cost less. The 110 corridor is also wide enough to 
transport and construct large pylons with ease, where it seems to me the narrow San Pedro 
valley is not. 

And three, the ecological value of the area 

Last but certainly not least, the running of anything else through this valley - whether 
powerlines, other roads, or bypasses - would fragment the habitat of the ecologically 
important species living in this valley. 
Habitat fragmentation is simply when a habitat that used to be uninterrupted is cut through 
by "non habitat", or disturbance. It is one of the highest concerns in ecobiology today, 
because studies show that every successive fragment or cut through a habitat results in the 
loss of more and more species each time (2). So, while the San Pedro valley does have a minor 
dirt road running through it that is already a "fragmenter", if you will, putting another cut 
through the valley would be even more detrimental to species health than any before it. 

Please do not let this project run through one of Southern Arizona's treasures. 

Thank you, 

Hazel Cox 
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References 

(1) http: //walter.arizona.edu/society/rec reation/san pedro birding. asp 

(2) http://darwin.eeb.uconn.edu/eeb310/lecture-notes/fragmentation.pdf 

narrow very impractical narrow 

Hazel A. Cox 
PhD Student and Research Associate 
Brusseau Contaminant Transport Lab 
Soil, Water, and Environmental Science 
University of Arizona 
hacox@email.arizona.edu 
520-626-4191 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:49 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia electric lines 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia /NMSO/NM/ BLM/ DOI on 11/30/2009 03:48 PM 

Hilary Cox 
<coxhilary@sbcglo 
bal.net> 

11/ 27/2009 01:28 
PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia electric lines 

I am writing with great concern regarding the proposed SunZia electric lines. Please don't be 
as short-sighted as your peers! Running these electric lines through some of the miniscule 
remnants of a critical watershed in Arizona constitutes a crime for which you may not pay, 
but your immediate successors most certainly will. Do you really want that on your 
conscience? 
Even the Midwest where I 
conservative approach to 
migration corridors. 

live for eight months of the year, which is renowned for its 
conservation, is working to maintain/recreate watersheds and 

Please add your name to those such as Aldo Leopold 
and praised by subsequent inheritors (i.e. you) of 
your name to the list which contains such names as 
Yours sincerely, 
Hilary V. Cox 

and E. 0 Wilson whose foresight 
their hard fought work, instead 
Floyd Dominy and Mulholland. 

is admired 
of adding 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 3D, 2009 3:43 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: San Pedro River Valley Power Transmission Line 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:43 PM 

Hilary Ali 
Otstott 
<haotstott@mac.co 
m> 

11/27/2889 18:27 
AM 

"NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov" 
<NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

San Pedro River Valley Power 
Transmission Line 

Dear Adrian Garcia and the Bureau of Land Management: 

To 

cc 

Subject 

I understand that a power transmission line is being proposed to run the length of the San 
Pedro River Valley. I am concerned that this will do untold damage to the natural 
surroundings - disrupting archaeological sites, adversely impacting migratory bird patterns, 
and present an eye-sore in a sacred environment. I was privileged to spend a week in the 
area this past spring and was profoundly impacted by my stay on that beautiful land. 

Please consider relocating this project to established transportation and utility corridors 
along Interstate 18. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Hilary Ali Otstott 

58 West 72nd Street, #1889 
New York, NY 18823 
917.699.8889 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 3D, 2009 3:52 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia power lines project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:51 PM 

Holly 
Thomas-Hilburn 
<hollyhilburn@hot 
mail.com> 

11/27/2009 03:53 
PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia : 

<nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

Brandon Wert 
<leftreverend@gmail.com> 

SunZia power lines project 

To 

cc 

Subject 

I am writing to request that you reject the SunZia proposal to run high tentions per lines 
through the lower Sand Pedro River Valley. As a Pima County resident, I enjoy proximity to 
the San Pedro River Valley, appreciating its beauty, cultural richness, and the valuable 
environmental services it provides. The San Pedro River Valley is a significant riparian in 
the state, and as the last free flowing river in Arizona, a treasure for our whole country. 
At 1000 foot utility corridor with power lines would effectively negate the conservation work 
that many landowners and the Nature Conservancy have done in that region to protect the 
unique natural resources and wildlife corridors in the region. 

Further, the constuction of the corridor itself would cause untold damage to the surrounding 
area, through erosion and destruction of as-of-yet unexplored archelogical sites, and would 
open up access for off-road vehicles to cause further destruction. In short, the 
con struction would affect all parts of the region, not just the immediate area where the 
power lines were constructed. 

The power corridor should run along excisiting corridors created by 1-10 and the railroad in 
the region, rather than creating new disruptions to our fragil e desert riparian systems. 

Thank You, 

Holly Thomas-Hilburn 
2370 W Dillon Rd. 
Tucson, AZ 85745 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:55 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia SW Transmission Project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/ NMSO/ NM/ BLM/DOI on 11/30/ 2009 03 : 55 PM 

Jim Cook 
<jcook@bridgeband 
.com> 

11/27/2009 10:24 
PM 

NMSunZiaProj ect@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia SW Transmission Project 

To: Adam Garcia, BlM Project Manager: 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

This email is to let you know that my wife, Pam, and I are oppossed to the BLM allowing 
SunZia to run a transmission line across Windmill Ranch, situated near Ancho, New Mexico. 
There are two main concerns that we have, one of which is that people living close to 
electrical transmission lines have a higher incidence of cancer than those who don't. While 
I cannot give you any specific research that supports my claim, some years ago such a line 
was constructed across the property of a friend of mine. Her brother did considerable 
research into the subject for her, and told me that this was his conclusion. 
I talked to him last week, and he assured me that indeed higher cancer rates were the main 
issue with large transmission lines. I'm sorry I did not have time to further research this 
on my own, but we just very recently found out about this project. Apparently, the Home 
Owners As sociation Board of Directions at Windmill Ranch chose not to let us know. One of 
the other residents told us . And, it is elk season here in Montana and I have been out quite 
a bit lately looking for the elusive elk. The second concern that we have about t hi s project 
is that transmission lines are simply ugly. I don 't want to be looking at one when we 
develop our property on Windmill Ranch and move there. Don't want to get cancer, don't want 
to look at them. I understand that there are alternate routes across New Mexico for this 
line. I hope you can see fit to use one of them . 
Running this transmi ss ion line across a somewhat rural area that is being developed into 
small properties i s irresponsible, and I seriously wish you would reconsider putting it 
across Windmill Ranch. 

swardell
Typewritten Text
0735



In case you need to contact me, you may, of course, do so my email at the above address. My 
snail mail address is: 

Jim & Pam Cook 
Hl5 Vita Court 
Bozeman, MT 59718 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Jim Cook 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 20093:46 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia and the BLM 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/ NM/BLM/ DOI on 11/30/2009 03:4S PM 

Mr. Garcia: 

Eric Lybeck 
<eckeric@gmail.co 
m> 

11/27/2009 01:05 
PM 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm .gov 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia and the BLM 

We are writing to you concerning the proposed routing of Transmission lines through the San 
Pedro River Valley. We are very concerned about the environmental impact of such a large 
infrastructure project through this sensitive land. If this project is allowed to go forward 
it will have severe negative consequences for the area. The San Pedro is one of the last free 
flowing, year around rivers in this part of Arizona, and it plays a critical role for 
wildlife in this part of the country. Large infrastructure projects such as power 
transmission lines have a negative impact on fragile ecosystems. This project would require 
maintenance roads, which will cause erosion and which will in turn have a detrimental effect 
on the river. Roads such as these usually attract the attention of off road ATV enthusiasts, 
which will exacerbate the problem. On top of this, once a corridor has one type of 
infrastructure allowed through it, other types usually come through as well. The Tucson 
Citizen Opinion Editors addressed the severe negative impact that roads would have on the San 
Pedro Valley back in 2007. They noted that a freeway bypass through the area would have a 
detrimental effect, opening the area to explosive growth. They also pOinted out that the area 
is home to three endangered species. The SunZia project could pave the way for detremental 
roads such as this. It is also unnecessa ry to run the project through the San Pedro River 
valley, as there are many other routes that already have road and rail corredors that can be 
followed. The SunZia project can follow those routes without the damage that would happen if 
the project was allowed through the San Pedro River Valley. 

Thank you for your time. 

Eric Lybeck 
Karan Stewart 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 20093:53 PM 
Amy Corathers 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/ NM/ BLM/ DOI on 11/ 30/ 2009 03:52 PM 

Karla 
Johnston -Krase 
<ka r larjk@gmail.c 
om> 

11/27/ 2009 05 :01 
PM 

To 
NMS unZiaProj ect@blm.gov 

cc 
Brandon wert 
<leftreverend@gmail.com>, Jodi Wert 
<jodiwe@gmail . com> 

Subject 

To Whom it May Concern, 

We are writing with grave concern for the San Pedro River Valley. It has come to our 
attention that the Bureau of Land Management and SunZia Transmission may be considering a 
power transmission line through the valley. We strongly oppose any development of additional 
lines in this area and hope that you will consider placing them along existing railroad and 
utility easements adjacent to Interstate 10 instead. 

In the best interest s of wildlife immigration corridors and the natural habitat of both Hot 
Springs Canyon and Redfield Canyon, both of which are migration corridors for mammals who 
travel between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains, we feel that locating new power lines along 
the railroad is a wise choice. Without question, the space needed to develop the power lines 
in the environmentally sensitive valley regions would leave an indelible, damaging mark on 
the landscape that would negatively affect animal life. In addition, we feel that the roads 
developed to build and maintain these lines would further destroy valuable and sensitive 
desert water shed habitat. 

Perhaps our biggest concern i s that development of these lines through the Hot Springs and 
Redfield Canyons would virtually undo the hard, lasting efforts of so many in that region who 
have worked diligently to conserve and protect the land. With these concerned and 
hardworking people in place, the region consi stently receives the gift of their labor and 
passion for the land. The value of this kind of environmental stewardship is immeasurable, 
and it should be cons idered carefully . 
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Finally, we care deeply about the archaeological integrity of this region. We have grave 
concerns that the power line corridor of this magnitude could destroy both known and unknown 
sites--sites that hold keys to studying the cultures of our nations first people. 

Please consider choosing existing utility easements along existing railroads and existing 
Interstate property as you make the decision about where to located these proposed power 
lines. Thank you for considering our passion for this beautiful region of our country! 

Sincerely, 
Karla Johnston-Krase 
705 Augusta Street 
Racine, WI 53402 
262-664-4289 

2 

acorathers
Text Box
0737



Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:45 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Environmental Protection in the San Pedro River Valley - no to SunZia 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:44 PM 

"Kevin E. Bonine" 
<kebonine@email.a 
rizona.edu> 

11/27/2809 18:59 
AM 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 
kebonine@u.arizona.edu 

Subject 
Environmental Protection in the San 
Pedro River Valley - no to SunZia 

This holiday weekend I am thankful for family and friends and the luxury of turning my 
attention to environmental health. I write to you in this regard. 

I understand that SunZia is interested in routing a high-power electric transmission line 
through the San Pedro River Valley. This is an area that I have visited many times for 
camping, hiking, and solitary reflection. This is an area that I take my biology students to 
so I can introduce them to the wonderful biological diversity that arises when the Chihuahan 
Desert, the Sonoran Desert, the Sierra Madre Occidental, and the Rocky Mountains converge in 
a beautiful part of Arizona. As you are aware, the San Pedro River Valley is an important 
migratory corridor, most notably for birds. Another important wildlife corridor connects the 
Galiuro Mountains and the Rincon Mountains via Hot Springs Canyon and Paige Creek as they 
meet the San Pedro at Cascabel. These habitats are vanishing as our state and our country 
continue to grow in population and in wealth. 

Please do not allow the SunZia company to install a new transmission line that will damage 
habitat, invite nonnative species, and increase acces s to destructive human practices. There 
are plenty of existing roads and rail lines that can be followed by this proposed power line 
so as to minimize environmental impact. 

I am happy to be listed as opposing this power line and you are welcome to contact me for 
additional input or clarification. 
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Happy Holidays, 

Kevin Bonine 
5841 E. 9th Street 
Tucson, AZ 85711 
520 751 1349 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:42 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Moving the Proposed Transission Project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:41 PM 

"Kyle Weir" 
<weir@commspeed.n 
et> 

11/27/2889 87:43 
AM 

<NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Moving the Proposed Transission 
Project 

Adrian Garcia, 
I'm writing to ask the B. L. M. and the energy cooperative (SunZia Transmission L.L.C.) to 
relocate the proposed transmission project. 
Specifically: 

1.) not site additional power lines in the San Pedro River Valley, and 

2) to place additional lines along the existing railroad and utility easements that are 
adjacent to Interstate 18. 

The proposed 1,888 feet wide power line corridor would cause immeasurable damage to the 
integrity of several of the area's wildlife migration corridors. It would cross both Hot 
Springs Canyon and Redfield Canyon which are both east - west migration corridors for mammals 
who travel between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains. 

The power lines and towers would run the length of the middle and lower San Pedro River, 
which is one of the last major fly-ways for migratory birds traveling between South and North 
America. Over 385 species are known to live in or migrate through this valley. It is well 
established that power lines and towers kill millions of birds each year. 

The roads associated with building and maintaining these power lines would cause tremendous 
erosion in several very sensitive desert water sheds. 
Further, A.T.V.s and off-road vehicles would be able to access currently inaccessible 
wilderness, causing still more erosion and disruption of wild habitat. 
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The B.L.M., The Nature Conservancy and many individual land owners hold conservation 
easements adjacent to the proposed routes. Building a 1,eee feet wide power line corridor 
would virtually undo the conservation efforts of these agencies, groups and individuals. 

There are over see known archaeological sites in the San Pedro valley. A power line corridor 
of this magnitude could not possibly miss all of the known sites. It would surely disrupt 
untold numbers of not yet discovered sites, destroying the cultural heritage of first nations 
peoples as well as historical artifacts for those who study the long history of the desert 
Southwest. 

Sincerely, 
Kyle Weir 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm .gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:50 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Protect the San Pedro Valley 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:50 PM 

Michelle L Ferman 
<milee@email.ariz 
ona.edu) 

11/27/2009 02:51 
PM 

NMSunZiaProj ect@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Protect the San Pedro Valley 

Mr. Garcia, 

I am writing to you in regards to the proposal of routing SunZia high-tension power lines 
through the lower San Pedro River valley. Please, please do not let this happen. It is one of 
the few places left in this over developed state the feels almost completely untouched. 
Species living in this environment have adapted to survive however, they are sensitive to 
destructive changes in the environment. There is so little left that is meant to protect and 
preserve the desert and its species. With all the construction in this state and all the 
technological "breakthroughs" in our society plants and animals are being forced to the 
wayside. It is difficult enough for them to survive on their own in a continually 
deteriorating ecosystem (which we are responsible for). This project will interfere with many 
conservation efforts that are taking place in that area and those adjoining it. The world we 
live in is not meant to be a barren wasteland. 
There are other options, less invasive, less destructive. The most cost effective option 
isn't always the best option. 

Sincerely, 

Michelle Ferman 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:43 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: No New Power Line Path Through San Pedro Valley 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:42 PM 

Noel Andersen 
<noelsy79@gmail.c 
om> 

11/27/2009 10:05 
AM 

Dear SunZia Transmission L.L.C., 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
No New Power Line Path Through San 
Pedro Valley 

I'm writing to you with an urgent request to persuade the B. L. M. and the energy cooperative 
(SunZia Transmission L.L.C.) to not begin construction for an additional power line in the 
San Pedro River Valley, but to instead relocate this project to established transportation 
and utility corridors along Interstate 1e. 

The proposed 1,eee feet wide power line corridor would cause immeasurable damage to the 
integrity of several of the area's wildlife migration corridors. It would cross both Hot 
Springs Canyon and Redfield Canyon which are both east - west migration corridors for mammals 
who travel between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains.The power lines and towers would run the 
length of the middle and lower San Pedro River, which is one of the last major fly-ways for 
migratory birds traveling between South and North America. Over 38S species are known to live 
in or migrate through this valley. It is well established that power lines and towers kill 
millions of birds each year. 

The roads associated with building and maintaining these power lines would cause tremendous 
erosion in several very sensitive desert water sheds. 
Further, A.T.V.s and off-road vehicles would be able to acces s currently inaccessible 
wilderness, causing still more erosion and disruption of wild habitat. The B.L.M., The Nature 
Conservancy and many individual land owners hold conservation easements adjacent to the 
proposed routes. Building a 1,eee feet wide power line corridor would virtually undo the 
conservation efforts of these agencies, groups and individual s . 
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There are over S0a known archaeological sites in the San Pedro valley . A power line corridor 
of this magnitude could not possibly mis s all of the known sites . It would surely disrupt 
untold numbers of not yet discovered sites, destroying the cultural heritage of first nations 
peoples as well as historical artifacts for those who study the long history of the desert 
Southwest. 

Please consider these concerns and do not create more environmental destruction by creating a 
new power line path through the pristine land of the San Pedro Valley! 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Noel Andersen, M. Div . 
Ministry Intern 
Good Shepherd United Church of Christ 
Sahuarita, Arizona 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:57 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: San Pedro Valley 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:56 PM 

Paula Arnquist 
<parnquist@gmail. 
com> 

11/27/2009 11:49 
PM 

Adrian Garcia, 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

San Pedro Valley 

To 

cc 

Subject 

Do not route the SunZia electric lines through the San Pedro Valley. Stick to existing 
highway and rail corridors - they are already disturbed. 
Thank you. 

Paula Arnquist 
Tucson, AZ 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm .gov 
Tuesday, December 01 , 2009 7:12 AM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Comment on NM SunZia Project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 12/01/2009 07:11 AM 

Richard Rushforth 
<rushfort@email.a 
rizona .edu> 

11/27/2009 01:27 
PM 

NMSunZiaPro j ect@blm. gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Comment on NM SunZia Project 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

I am writing to express my opposition to routing the SunZia transmission lines through the 
San Pedro River Valley. 

As the project website states ( 
http: //www .sunzia . net /project info rmation.php), the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project is 
being developed to create, "a new regional electric transmission line between southern New 
Mexico and southern Arizona." 
However, by routing these transmission lines through the San Pedro River Valley the SunZia 
Transmission lines will effectively bypass the largest electric load center in southern 
Arizona. The routing of these lines through the San Pedro River Valley is a disservice to 
southern Arizona because it will impair the ecology and hydrology of the San Pedro River, one 
of the last free flowing rivers in the western United States, and bypass Tucson, Arizona. 

Further, there is no mention on the SunZia website, nor the BLM SunZia website, that the 
major proponent of the project is Southwestern Power Group, the developer of the Bowie Power 
Station. The BLM SunZia website states that SunZia Transmission , LLC proposed the project, 
however Southwestern Power Group and SunZia Transmission have identical managing boards. The 
Bowie Power Station coincidentally lies on the proposed SunZia Transmission, and is not a 
renewable ener gy generat ion station; increased development and di stribution of renewable 
energy is stated as a primary reason for the transmission line (e.g., pictures of windmills 
on BLM SunZia website). It is a curious fact that both SunZia and BLM do not disseminate 
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this information. While there are high renewable energy generation capabilities adjacent to 
the proposed lines, the 1,eee MW capacity of the Bower Power Station dwarfs these renewable 
energy generation capabilities. 

There is a definite need for a new regional transmission line that will route renewable 
energy generated in New Mexico and southern Arizona to load centers in Arizona and the 
Southwest, but these new transmission lines should utilize existing rights-of-way in highway 
and railroad corridors . 
BLM should take the San Pedro River Valley off the table and focus on expanding and upgrading 
existing tran smission corridors through the Tucson and Safford valleys. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Rushforth 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:45 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia Power Lines 
SunZia.doc 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:45 PM 

Daniel Baker 
<danielfb6640@gma 
il.com> 

11/27 /2009 12: 10 
PM 

November 27, 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc . 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Mr. Garcia: 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia Power Lines 

I am an owner of 160 acres, a home on 12 acres, and am part owner of a 10,000 acre cattle 
ranch, all in the San Pedro River Valley. I am very unhappy about the prospect of the SunZia 
power lines running through this area. 

I consider myself a patriot and believe in defending my country. This valley is my country! I 
don't want to see any big power lines going through here. It would be bad for the land, for 
the animals and waters, and for the value of my property. 

There's a perfectly good place t o locate those lines, if they're really needed , just south of 
here along Interstate 10 that is already scarred and used for transportation and utilities. 
There's no need to put more stuff through this rare and beautiful rura l valley as an excuse 
to be saving the earth. Save this earth! Defend our country. 

Sincerely, 
1 
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Dan Baker 
6640 N. Cascabel Road 
Benson, AZ 85602 
U.S.A. 
(See attached file: SunZia.doc) 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 3D, 2009 3:41 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Cascabel Working Group SunZia scoping letter #2 
SunZiaCWGUr2.pdf 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:40 PM 

"Cascabel Working 
Group" 
<cwg@cascabelwork 
inggroup.org> 

11/26/2009 09:08 
AM 

Please respond to 
"Cascabel Working 

Group" 
<cwg@cascabelwork 

inggroup.org> 

To 
<NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 
<ACorathers@epgaz.com>, 
<adrian_garcia@nm.blm.gov>, 
<tcollazo@TNC.org>, 
<kwiley@TNC.org>, 
<dturner@TNC.org >, 
<ravalenc@srpnet.com>, 
<ray.hedrick@srpnet.com>, 
<GCrane@southwesternpower.com>, 
<cbailey@southwesternpower.com>, 
<mbailey@southwesternpower.com>, 
<lschleier@southwesternpower.com>, 
<mark@PDSPLC.com>, 
<melissa_warren@blm.gov>, 
<linda_dunlavey@blm.gov>, 
<jeffery_conn@blm.gov>, 
<darrell_tersey@blm.gov> 

Subject 
Cascabel Working Group SunZia 
scoping letter #2 

Atta ched in PDF format, please find a copy of the Cascabel Working Group's SunZi a scoping 
letter #2 which was mailed on November 25th, 2009 . The text of the letter is also pasted 
below. 

Cascabel Working Group 
6590 N. Cascabel Road 
Benson AZ 85602 
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Cascabel Working Group 
6590 N. Cascabel Road 
Benson AZ 85602 

The U.S. Department ofInterior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 320

' Street 
Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia Southwest Transmission 
Project process: 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

We are gratified that the comment period on the SunZia transmission line proposal has been 
extended. Hopefully this indicates serious attention to public input, as we believe the case 
against any routes through or across the San Pedro River Valley (SPRV) except at the junction of 
Interstate 10 is overwhelming. We are further motivated by hearsay that a SunZia project 
representative advertised that there was local support for this route, which we hope to make clear 
is unequivocally false. 

In our first letter of objection to a SPRY route we outlined some of the scientific case against the 
impacts that 500KV transmission lines would effect. That documentation is easy to assemble and 
present. The Nature Conservancy did not name this area as the first of its Last Great Places on 
Earth on a whim, nor have a host of other agencies and NGO's invested many millions for 
environmental and cultural preservation in the SPRY on the basis of anything other than sound 
science. That documentation does not stop at the boundary of certain properties that have been 
able to be placed under protected status. The USGS study that demonstrated the SPRY as the 
major avian migratory flight corridor in the West noted that it was the full complement of 
mountain and valley oases as well as the mainstem river that served this purpose. The ecology of 
landscape fragmentation on the diversity and health of plant and animal species is well 
researched and has obvious importance for this area of the greatest diversity of mammal species 
in North America and the greatest biodiversity of any landlocked area in the U.S. 

The import of that science and understanding is that it is generic and systemic with regard to the 
SPRY ecosystem. There is no way to thread the needle of these lines through protected 
properties or along existing power corridors without impacting the whole. We also recognize 
that in addition to its immediate and maintenance impacts, the establishment of such 
infrastructure corridors is the first wave of more to come which this critical and sensitive desert 
river system can ill afford. There is already and will continue to be a great host of 
environmentally concerned organizations, scientists and individuals who will adamantly make 
this case should a route through the SPRY be further considered. 

We also wish to make clear that there is considerable passion to attend this reasonableness. 
Anyone who lives in this valley or knows it or even visits it cannot help but acknowledge its 
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specialness. That people have lived here for over 12,000 years and it contains the longest 
continuous archaeological record in the lower 48 states should be testimony enough. When 
reason meets passion it is a formidable force. 

Our Cascabel Working Group (CWG) is a voluntary community organization to educate 
governmental and non-governmental organizations and the public about environmental, 
archaeological, cultural, recreational, agricultural, economic and other features of the San Pedro 
River Watershed, and we have a solid history of working with them on our natural and cultural 
resource issues. We had an outsized impact on the demise of the 1-10 bypass route through this 
valley, and we and our network of many SPRV friends are committed to a similar effort in this 
case. 

We of course appreciate the importance of alternative energy sources which this project purports 
to facilitate. At the same time we recognize that there is no law to mandate the exclusion of 
conventional energy sources using these lines which will likely make up the vast majority for 
years to come. Nor does it make any sense to try to "save the earth" in the course of destroying 
one of its Last Great Places. Our preference is for the local generation of electricity, but to the 
extent that major power corridors may be necessary or inevitable we heartily advocate for using 
the already established and impacted route of Interstate 10. 

We all have busy lives and hope that reason will prevail to exclude the San Pedro River Valley 
route from consideration for the SunZia transmission lines. If it does not we will not stoop to 
uncivil behavior or supercilious theatrics, but the resoluteness and tenacity of our effort should 
not be doubted. We hope that you will take seriously our pleas and thank you very much for 
your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

The Cascabel Working Group 

*** 
For views of the middle San Pedro River, visit: http ://sanpedrorivervalley.org . Our new CWG 
website, http://cascabelworkinggroup.org , is up, includes contact information for us, and will be 
regularly updated as we gather and post information about this issue 

Cc: 

Amy Corathers 
Senior Env ironmental Planner 
Environmental Planning Group 
4141 N. 320<1 Street, Ste. 102 
Phoenix, AZ 8S0 18 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:32 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Public Comment: SunZia Transmission Line Project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:31 PM 

Carol Bradsen 
<carolbradsen@gma 
il.com> 

11/24/2009 10:24 
PM 

NMSunZiaproject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Public Comment: SunZia Transmission 
Line Project 

Dear Adrian Garcia: 

I'm writing to you today to offer my hope that additional power lines will not be placed in 
the San Pedro River Valley. A solution is to instead place additional lines near 1-10, along 
an already established area near the railroad tracks. 

Here in Arizona we have trust and care of the last major free-flowing river in the arid 
southwest, the San Pedro River. It has both ecological and cultural importance. The area is 
home to the greatest diversity of mammal species in North America, and has the greatest 
biodiversity of any landlocked state. The San Pedro River Valley also has the longest 
continuous archaeological record in the lower 48 states. 

This area is ecologically and culturally important. It t is in our local, state, and national 
best interests to avoid the undeveloped areas of the San Pedro River Watershed all together. 

Please place the SunZia energy corridor elsewhere, and leave this beautiful landscape, and 
important environmental and cultural treasure undisturbed. 
The few remaining undeveloped and highly functional landscapes in our arid lands should not 
be used for infrastructure corridors. 

Sincerely, 

Carol S. Bradsen 
P.O. Box 42766 
Tucson, AZ 85733 
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520-429-9792 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:33 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia Transmission Line 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMsO/NM/ BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:32 PM 

Celeste Andresen 
<oshadeeh@gmail.c 
om> 

11/25/2889 88:38 
AM 

NMsunZiaProject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 

Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
sunZia Transmission Line Project 
P.O Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87582-8115 

sunZia Transmission Line 

Re: Public Comments, proposed sunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Dear Mr . Garcia, 

Thank you so much for the opportunity to comment on the SunZia Transmission Line project. I 
realize the value of the project you are proposing; we are in a time of great change and 
opportunity with a government who is encouraging renewable energy sources. However, I also 
recognize the impact the sunZia project will have if allowed to follow the San Pedro River 
Valley or Aravaipa. Destroying pristine habitat in the name of "green" 
energy would be a sad irony. 

As a resident of San Manuel, and a landowner of property in the Galiuro Mountain foothills, I 
am very close to the San Pedro River , physically and emotionally. I have backpacked 
extensively throughout the region and understand how much life is supported in these bajadas, 
washes, and mountains. I have seen the flora and fauna of this region that I' ve seen no where 
else in Arizona, or in the U.S. I've had conversation s with folks who are ranchers, miners, 
parents , teachers. They all va lue this area as a unique gem in the desert of Arizona. From 
our i ndividual perspectives, we all understand this r egion's value as it stands . 

I have had ample opportunity to talk with ve ry informed people from va r ious agencies who are 
knowledgeable about the proposed routes in and around the San Pedro Ri ver Valley. We all 

1 

swardell
Typewritten Text
0747



agree that the route that makes most sense economically and environmentally would be to 
connect the Winchester and Tortolita substations while avoiding the Galiuro Mountains and 
north-south alignments in the Lower San Pedro River Valley. A preferable alternative would be 
to use the existing 345 kV alignment from Vail to the Winchester Substation. 

By following current utility corridors SunZia will not necessarily have the shortest route or 
the easiest to maintain, but they will have more blessings by the people who live in these 
areas such as myself and will have increased support by environmental groups and national 
news. They will be making a choice that will cost more initially while being more rewarding 
in the long-term. All industries must make these choices and Sun Zia could be a model 
corporate citizen and example of enlightened thinking. They could respect the local publics' 
voice. They could divert considerable anger and lawsuits. Sun Zia could be big business 
leading the way for alternative energy's future in a respectful way. 

I highly recommend that BLM and all other publicly-accountable agencies support transmission 
line routes that do not involve crossing virgin public lands, sensitive areas, and lands that 
are adjacent to natural jewels like the San Pedro River valley and Aravaipa Canyon. Let big 
business know that alternative energy is ideally suited for projects that can be more 
locally-focused and supply power on a local level. It is more economically intelligent by 
keeping jobs local and is more environmentally smart by showing residents that big business 
cares about more than just profit for their shareholders. 

Finally, please know that what happens in the San Pedro Valley truly matters to the residents 
here. We live in the San Pedro River Valley by choice and our lives are deeply rooted in this 
region. Please help us work towards an end result where everyone wins, including SunZia. 
Discard the routes that affect the San Pedro and Aravaipa Valleys, and stay on course with 
existing corridors for the SunZia Transmission line project. 

Thank you for your time and for doing the right thing. 

Celeste Andresen 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:36 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Power Transmission Line 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:36 PM 

Hello Adrian, 

Emily Piper 
<empiper@gmail.co 
m> 

11/25/2009 03:07 
PM 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
Power Transmission Line 

I am writing to offer some feedback regarding a possible power transition line planned to run 
through the San Pedro River Valley. There are a few concerns with the ecological effects upon 
the area in question that I would like to bring to your attention in hopes of deterring you 
from this location and diverting additional power lines to run along the established 
transportation corridor (railroad and utility area) adjacent to Interstate 10. First of all, 
however, thank you for your quick attention to this matter and your continued service to the 
people of the southwest. 

My great concern springs from a family history of birdwatching. My great grandfather, Haskel 
Brooks, was an avid avian lover, and growing up I would study the beautiful images in his 
books and struggle to pronounce scientific names for each. Books were all I had, however, 
because I lived in St. Louis, and the activity of the city did not foster many bird species . 

The middle and lower San Pedro River is one of the last major fly-ways for birds migrating in 
this area, attracting more than 385 species of birds. I think we need to value those places 
in our country that continue to provide habitats for such wildlife, as these places are 
rapidly decreasing. I am sure you would be recalcitrant to disrupt migratory habitats, not 
just of birds but of the many creatures that cross this area annually. As the current plan 
leads through Hot Springs Canyon and Redfield Canyon, both known migratory corridors for 
animals as well, such disruption would be inescapable. 

Other concerns include the consequential erosion from roads for building and maintaining such 
a power line, the certain eradication of conservation efforts by the Bureau of Land 
Management as well as private land owners and The Nature Conservancy, and finally the threat 
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to countless cultural riches currently preserved underground accompanying the more than 500 
known archaeological sites in the San Pedro valley. 

I would urge you to strongly consider these ecological factors in a time when many Americans 
have begun to embrace the natural components with which we interact. As our culture becomes 
increasingly environmentally-conscious, being ahead of the curve can have great rewards. 
Please be creative in dealing with this issue by locating the wire along land already 
utilized for public purpose-- the current transportation corridor. 

Thank you once again for your time and service . Best of luck in your decision making. 
Regards, 

Emily M. Piper 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:34 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Power Lines in San Pedro River Valley 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:33 PM 

Glenn Gaston 
<birdiebo@att.net 
> 

11/25/2889 11:49 
AM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

jodiwe@gmail.com 

To 

cc 

Subject 
Power Lines in San Pedro River 
Valley 

Mr. Adrian Garcia: 
Please take the following comments with serious consideration in your 
decision making 
process on additional power lines in the San Pedro River Valley. 

1) do not site additional power lines in the San Pedro River Valley, and 

2) to place additional lines along the existing railroad and utility 
easements that are adjacent to Interstate 18. 

Five key points: 

1) The proposed 1,8ee feet wide power line corridor would cause 
immeasurable damage to the integrity of several of the area's wildlife 
migration corridors. It would cross both Hot Springs Canyon and Redfield 
Canyon which are both east - west migration corridors for mammals who 
travel between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains. 

2) The power lines and towers would run the length of the middle and lower 
San Pedro River, which is one of the last major fly-ways for migratory 
birds traveling between South and North America . Over 385 species are 
known to live in or migrate through this valley. It is well established 
that power lines and towers kill millions of bird s each year. 
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3) The roads associated with building and maintaining these power lines 
would cause tremendous erosion in several very sensitive desert water 
sheds. Further, A.T.V.s and off-road vehicles would be able to access 
currently inaccessible wilderness, causing still more erosion and 
disruption of wild habitat. 

4) The B.L.M., The Nature Conservancy and many individual land owners hold 
conservation easements adjacent to the proposed routes. Building a 1,eee 
feet wide power line corridor would virtually undo the conservation 
efforts of these agencies, groups and individuals. 

5) There are over see known archaeological sites in the San Pedro valley. 
A power line corridor of this magnitude could not possibly mi ss all of the known sites. It 

would surely disrupt untold numbers of not yet discovered 
sites, destroying the cultural heritage of first nations peoples as well 
as historical artifacts for those who study the long history of the desert 
Southwest. 

Thank you for your time, Mr. Garcia, for considering my heart felt views 
on this proposal that is before you. 

Respectfully, 

Glenn B. Gaston 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:30 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia Power Line Project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:30 PM 

jodi wert 
<jodiwe@gmail.com 
> 

11/ 24/2009 09:43 
PM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia Power Line Project 

November 24, 2009 

The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 8S018 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

My name is Jakelynn and I am 8. My family and I own 130 acres in Hot Springs Canyon in the 
San Pedro River valley. I am concerned that you plan to put power lines through this area. 
This is a very special place to me. 

Power lines in the San Pedro River valley are a bad idea for several 
reasons: 

1. This area has important objects from historic communities. 
2. Hundreds of animals and birds live and travel there. 
3. Building new and bigger roads would be a problem because erosion could hurt our water, 
it would be easier for plants and animals that do not belong in the valley to get in, and 
more people could drive around and break native habitats and plants . 

It i s important to me that you help to protect the San Pedro River valley because I am 
growing up there. A lot of plants and animals are growing up there too. 
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Please put the SunZia power lines next to the highway and railroad tracks . 

Please keep my family and I updated on your plans. 

Yours sincerely, 

J akelynn Wert 
924 N. 6th Avenue 
Tucson, AZ 85705 

jodiwe@gmail.com 
(my mom's email) 

P.S. - Putting power lines in the San Pedro River valley would be like putting a perfectly 
good egg in the sun to rot. 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 3D, 2009 3:32 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia Power Transmission Line 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/B LM/DOI on 11/3e/2ee9 e3:32 PM 

jodi wert 
<jodiwe@gmail.com 
> 

11/24/2ee9 11:39 
PM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia Power Transmission Line 

November 24, 2ee9 

The u.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/ o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 1e2 
Phoenix, AZ 85e18 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I am troubled by the proposed power transmission line that would run the length of the San 
Pedro River valley. My family, friends and I co-own 13e acres in Cascabel, AZ at the mouth of 
Hot Springs Canyon. SunZia's most likely route would run directly behind, and could even 
cross the property we steward. 

I write to urge that the Bureau of Land Management and SunZia Transmission L.L.C. not site 
additional power lines in the San Pedro River Valley. 

It is important that you relocate this project to established transportation and utility 
corridors along Interstate 1e because: 

1) The proposed 1,eee feet wide power line corridor would cause irreversible damage to 
several of the area's wildlife migration corridors, namely Hot Springs and Redfield Canyons. 
2) Since it is well established that power lines and towers kill millions of birds each year, 
the 385 plus species of bird s that are known to live in or migrate through this val l ey would 
be in grave danger . 
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3) The power line building and maintenance roads would cause terrible erosion in several 
delicate desert watersheds. In addition, A.T.V.s and off-road vehicles would have access to 
wilderness that is presently not accessible, causing even more erosion and destruction of 
wild habitat. 

4) There are more than 500 known archaeological sites in the San Pedro valley. It would be 
impossible for such a large power line corridor to leave all of the sites intact. 

5) The B.L.M., The Nature Conservancy and many individual land owners have conservation 
easements next to the proposed power line routes. Building a 1,000 feet wide power line 
corridor would almost entirely undo the conservation efforts of these agencies, groups and 
individuals. 

My family, friends and I worked nearly three years to complete the conservation easement that 
we hold with the B.L.M. at the mouth of Hot Springs Canyon. It would not only be an irony, 
but a major travesty for the B.L.M. to do anything other than conserve the San Pedro River 
valley in perpetuity. 

Though it may be a greater financial cost to place additional power lines along the existing 
railroad and utility easements that are adjacent to Interstate 10, I petition you to 
carefully reflect on the irreparable cost of damaging the fragile ecosystem of the San Pedro 
River valley. Moving this project to established transportation and utility corridors along 
Interstate 10 is the only viable option for said integral, ecologically complex area. 

Mr. Garcia, I trust that you and your colleagues will hold fast to S.L.M.'s mission statement 
to steward our public lands with environmental responsibility. I'm counting on it. 

Peace be with you as you discern what is best for the whole. 

I would appreciate frequent updates on the proposed power line project. 

Sincerely, 

Jodi Wert 
924 N. 6th Ave. 
Tucson, AZ 85705 

jodiwe@gmail.com 

(520) 780-1004 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:30 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Please don't site additional Power Lines in the San Pedro River 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/ BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:29 PM 

Joel Blunk 
<onej tb@gmail.com 
> 

11/24/2009 09:24 
PM 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
Please don't site additional Power 
Lines in the San Pedro River 
Valley 

Dear Adrian Garcia and the Bureau of Land Management: 

Valley 

I understand that a power transmission line is being proposed to run the length of the San 
Pedro River Valley. I am concerned that this will do untold damage to the natural 
surroundings - disrupting archaeological sites, adversely impacting migratory bird patterns, 
and present an eye-sore in a sacred environment. I was privileged to spend a week i n the 
area this past spring and was profoundly impacted by my stay on that beautiful land. 

Please consider relocating this project to established transportation and utility corridors 
along Interstate 10. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Joel Blunk 

"Many eyes go through the meadow, but few see the flowers in it." - Ralph Waldo Emerson 
~~~~ ____ Joel Blunk Associate Pastor, State College Presbyterian Church 
132 W. Beaver Avenue 
State College, PA 16801 
814.238-2422 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:38 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia Project 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/ NMSD/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/3e/2ee9 e3:37 PM 

Julie Karra 
<julie.karra@gmai 
l.com> 

11/ 25/2ee9 e7:45 
PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

NMSunZiaProj ect @blm.gov 

SunZia Project 

To 

cc 

Subject 

I am writing to you because of my concerns about the proposed power lines to run through the 
San Pedro River Valley. The proposed 1,eee feet wide power line corridor goes through a very 
precious migratory route for birds and through two canyons, Hot Spring and Redfield , both 
corridors for various wildlife traveling between the Galliuro and Rincon Mountains. In 
addition, the roads to maintain these lines would cause further impact through erosion in 
precious watershed areas, and opening the wilderness up to potential ATV and other off-road 
traffic and damage. Finally, The B.L.M., the Nature Conservancy and many individual land 
owners hold conservation easements adjacent to the proposed routes. Building a 1,eee feet 
wide power line corridor would virtually undo the conservation efforts of these agencies, 
groups and indivi duals. 

Please consider relocating this project to the established transportation and utility 
corridors along the I - le minimizing the environmental impact. 

Sincerely, 
Julie Karra 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:39 PM 
Amy Corathers 

Subject: Fw: Environmental Impact Statement Comments regarding SunZia 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMsO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:38 PM 

A&K Binnie 
<packodogs@comcas 
t.net> 

11/25/2889 11 :42 
PM 

Krista and Alan Binnie 
8945 North Shadow Mountain Drive 
Oro Valley, Arizona 85784 
(528) 575-9286 

November 26, 2889 

To 
NMsunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
Environmental Impact Statement 
Comments regarding sunZia 

The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Dear Mr. Garcia; 

We are writing to urge you to deny SunZia LLC permission to route a new transmission line 
through the San Pedro River Valley. As we're sure you are aware, the San Pedro Valley is one 
of only a few remaining riparian areas in Southern Arizona that remains relatively 
undisturbed by development. The proposed route of the transmission line would not only 
destroy the scenic character of the area, it would also degrade a large number of nature 
preserves, cultural and archaeological sites and interfere with documented wildlife corridors 
used by birds and mammals. 
Instead of routing this new power line through such a beautiful, unique, valuable and fragile 
environment, we urge you to direct SunZia to build the transmission line next to 118 and/or 
existing railroad tracks. 
Thanks very much for your consideration. 
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Respectfully Yours, 

Alan and Krista Binnie 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:31 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia Power Lines 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/ NMSO/ NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:31 PM 

jodi wert 
<jodiwe@gmail.com 
> 

11/24/2009 09 :48 
PM 

November 24, 2009 

To 
NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia Power Lines 

The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr . Garcia: 

My Name is Luci and I am 6 years old. My family and I camp in Cascabel a lot. I do not 
understand why you want to put power lines there. Power lines could hurt a lot of important 
things. 

Power lines could hurt pottery pieces and clues of homes from a long time ago. 

Power lines could hurt a lot of special birds and animals that make homes there. 

Power line roads would push dirt into our good water. 

More roads would also take up more desert space. 

Big, heavy cars and trucks driving on new and bi gger roads would break plant s and animal 
homes. 

It is important to me that you help us protect the San Pedro River valley bec ause i t is a 
desert space. If we do not take ca r e of it, it will disappear forever like the di nos aurs did. 
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Please put the SunZia power lines by the highway and railroad tracks because those are places 
that already got ruined. It is better to save the places that are not ruined yet. 

Thank you for helping us save the San Pedro River valley. 

Sincerely, 

Lucia wert 
924 N. 6th Avenue 
Tucson, AZ 8S7eS 

jodiwe@gmail.com 
(my mom's email) 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:38 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Proposed Power Transmission Line 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/38/2889 83:37 PM 

Michael Plank 
<mujician@gmail.c 
om> 

11/25/2889 18: 18 
PM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Proposed Power Transmission Line 

Dear Sir/Ma'am, 

I am writing to urge you to reconsider your proposal for a power transmission line in the San 
Pedro River Valley. Placement of a 1888-foot-wide corridor for the power lines will cause 
vast damage to the wildlife living there, as well as disrupt a beautiful piece of virtually 
untouched wilderness. I ask that you consider placing additional lines along the existing 
railroad and utility easements that are adjacent to Interstate 18 as an alternative to the 
San Pedro River Valley proposition. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Michael Plank 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Adrian _ Garcia@blm.gov 
Monday, November 30, 2009 3:29 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia comments from Cascabel Hermitage Association 
CHA Follow Up Letter.doc 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSD/NM/BLM/DOI on 11/30/2009 03:28 PM 

Chester F 
Phillips 
<cfp@email.arizon 
a.edu> 

11/24/2009 04:37 
PM 

Adrian Garcia 
<NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

Brandon Wert 
<leftreverend@gmail. com> 

To 

cc 

Subject 
SunZia comments from Cascabel 
Hermitage Association 

Dear Adrian Garcia, Please include the attached comments in the SunZia project scoping 
process. Thank you for your consideration. -Sincerely, Chet Phillips 

Chester F. Phillips 
Cascabel Hermitage Association 
cfp@email.ari zona . edu 
(520) 235-2020(5ee attached file: CHA Follow Up Letter.doc) 
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November 23, 2009, 2009 

Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 

CASCABEL HERMITAGE ASSOCIATION: 
A Center for Sonoran Desert Education, 

Conservation and Solitary Retreats 
6146 N. Canyon Rd., Cascabel via Benson, AZ 85602 

(520) 212-9463/www.cascabelhermitage.org 

SunZia Soutbwest Transmission Project 
Bureau of Land Management c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32"" Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

In light of new information, we write to follow up on initial comments on the SunZia transmission line 
project sent to you August 26, 2009. The Cascabel Hermitage Association (CHA) owns in trust 440 acres 
protected both by a conservation easement held by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) and a locally 
administered real estate covenant. This is the general area through which lines following the existing 
115kV line would run. 

Our nearly 100 member organization has spearheaded efforts to protect not only our own lands, but also 
to establish conservation easements on neighboring private land to protect the Hot Springs wildlife 
migration corridor between tbe Galiuro Mountains and the San Pedro River. To date we have negotiated 
easements with five subscribing parties protecting nearly 1800 acres. We understand that one of tbe 
primary routes under consideration would avoid CHA and TNC Muleshoe lands but still cross Hot 
Springs Canyon. 

We reiterate tbat we oppose any route that passes through tbe San Pedro Valley. An expanded utility 
corridor along the current l15kV route would fragment habitat we have worked many years to preserve 
intact. It would also detract from the scenic landscape our spiritual sojourners value and undennine our 
ability to fulfill our mission of education, conservation, and solitary retreats in a Sonoran Desert 
wildlands setting. The other San Pedro option, along TEP's existing 345kV transmission line corridor on 
tbe west side of the river, would pass through Pima County and TNC conservation lands, fragmenting and 
eroding valuable riparian habitat. 

Our own conservation easement prohibits power lines. We would be remiss in not also opposing them on 
neighboring lands crucial to the conservation of the Lower San Pedro watershed. US Fish and Wildlife 
studies have identified power lines as a primary killer of bird species, while the San Pedro Valley 
provides habitat for over 350 species of birds, earning it designation as one of the Audubon Society's 
Globally Important Bird Areas. 

The Cascabel Hermitage Association urges you to drop all San Pedro River Valley routes and place any 
new electrical lines along established highway and rail corridors adjacent to 1-10. Thank you for your 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Chester F. Phillips and J. Brandon Wert, 

Cascabel Hermitage Association 

acorathers
Text Box
0757



· :.:.. ... ', 

, " . ,~ ,-, } ,i 
':. ', ; :\) , ' 1 ANDREA BI.OD6£TT 

79 Duke lane, lemitar, NM 87823-9730 
09 OCT I I.; A11 10: 40 

Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P. O. Box27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

, '. 
'1. ,1 · .:~X i c e 

RE: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Area 

Greetings: 

130c 1 09 

NOV 302009 

OKAY-I JUST DON'T "GET IT". Is there really any VALID REASON for running 
all the proposed transmission lines all over the landscape? I thought that was 
the way power was transported "yesterday". 

There are LOTS of wide-open spaces and high winds in ALL OF THE AREAS 
shown on the recent map. So why not build SunZia wind turbines adjacent to the 
locations to be served. Certainly large windmill presence can't be anymore 
unsightly that multiple transmission lines. 

Integration with existing electrical power should be planned in all locations to 
permit backup service in the event 1) the wind levels are reduced; and 2) service 
requirements exceed availability at peak levels. Having a local base of service 
also penmits additional turbines when and if the local population grows. 

I'm probably "odd person out" but it appears to me lots of lines with few proposed 
sUb-stations is the wrong direction. 

My Voice in the Electrical Wilderness, 

'- \.:.: ,\ ' .. "" .. ( --., . - -, ~ 

'-..,j _~_~ """---_ , ~~::,.'0 ...j~\ 
Andrea Blodgett 

COPY: Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 
p, O. Box 340 
San Antonio, NM 87832 

,~.:, 

' ; 

," ".;'. 
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ANDREA BLODGETf 
79 Duke Lane, Lemitar, NM 87823-9730 

Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P. O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

RE: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Area 

Greetings Again: 

20 October 2009 

Enclosed is a copy of an article from the latest issue of Arizona Highways. One 
of the subjects is solar power in Arizona with particular focus on the Grand 
Canyon Visitor Center. 

On pages 42 and 43 the information includes the list of current and impending 
"players" in the utilization of solar power throughout Arizona. 

So, does it make sense to spend HOW MUCH to run lines from the middle of 
New Mexico to serve an area that has the potential to provide the service? 

Solar or Wind-power should be local and tied into existing service lines. 

But, maybe I'm continuing to blow in the wind, 

r ' ~., ~\ 
-----.J--- ~ ~- \ "'-. 

Andrea Blodgett ~ 

ENCLOSURE: Article from Arizona Highways 

COPY: Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 
P. O. Box 340 
San Antonio, NM 87832 
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Fa , , 

Rece nt ly conslruc ted photo
volta iC panels ut ilize Arizona's 
30 0 days of sunshine per year 
!o generiHe a third ollhe ener
gy used by the Grand Canyon's 
SOLlth Rim visitor s Ce!lte r. 

~ KELLY KRAMER 

PHOTOGRAPHS BY MICHAEL QUINN 

Light. It plays along the Gra nd Canyon floor. fel ine and fluid. It darts 
around corners, in and out of cre.vices and across a landscape crafted 

over thousands of years by water, its earthly counterpart. This is t he 

stuff that inspires awe among artists and adventurers alike. 
Along the Canyon's t ims, the light changes. Ies bolder, lessag~e and 

less inclined [Q shy away and fade into shadow. This is the stuff that 
power is made of. 

In the same way the Canyon is a symbol of Arizona. SQ. [OQ, is the 
sun. V-l ith morc t han 300 days of solid sunshine per year, the srare is 

a veritable hotbed of rx>temial energy - power [har would take some 
strain off a st ressed environment and reduce energy costs for count

less residents. 

In mid-May, the National Park Service and Arizona Public Service 

unveiled thc lovechild of a unique partnersh ip: a newly renovated vis i

tors center t hat features 84 phocovoltaic solar panels, which provide 

the building w ith IS kilowatts of elect r icity. If's t he keystone in what 

both partners hope will be a bright future for Ari zona solar projects. 

"Some t ime ago, I was approached by a It'c,:t! APS employee, who 
asked if t he park would be interested in partnering i.111 a photovoiraic 

projec[," says Judy Bryan, the park's chid of interpretation. "I immedi

ately rhOllf;ht of rhe Canyon Vic\'," lil forrr.a, ion Fiaza a:-; a g reat locat ion 

for t he projecr. lt's already a main hub of acth·jty. \Vith tn,lre thall S('l 

percent of our visitors parking there, they'd be able tll sce the phll[\1v[11 
taic cells :lnc1 .see APS' cornm innenr to renewabll' c ll l'rgy" 

Early re-pon s indicate t hat the Nat ional Park Sl'f ' ·llT t'an ex pl"ct ttl 

save approx imatc-ly ~2,500 per year in enl'r~y l'n .... l ~ .1 .... . 1 rt· ..... uh ,,1 rill' 
project , 

Commonly known as solar cel ls . phnro\'o lril ic Ll ' ll.... ,Ihsnrh phl1 rn ll ~ 

of light that release electrons. Thc ll, tho,-;l' I ret' I Ill'" iIl )!, l'kL' t rnns ,11'( 
captu red and forced to flow in n l" t-rta in di rn'\ Ulll .1 .... ,Ill l'ICl"l rica I cur· 

rem that enn be used as e1ect riciry. ( ) lll' olt lw "'!''II.·l·i.11 d CL'lr ic:l1 prop· 

err iesofrheccils - sOnll' rh ing tilt' t ISI)l'll.II·\l lwllt llll :nlTgy calls 

a "bu ilt ill electric field" - pnlV idt· .... I Ill' ,·o lt.lgc rcq uired to d d ve t he 
current t hrough 'lll l' .'\ \ L' r n ,t llll;t11, ..... tll h .1.'" ;II I ,~h t hul h, 

That. of cnur .... r , i~ .l lll lw l'~ i lll l , l il i, ',11 il1l1 \11 1 hl' prIIL'C"' .... hut I hl' h\lt 
rom li ne issi mpic . lot l' Sun lig ht i,.., n lllwrtn ll ll l'lllT)!.Y. Thl" j.<-. ,\ r i2011:1. 

Thcrc'-; pk-m y tlf ~ l lIl .... h illl · I \ I .l!,O .l l"I lll m l. 

\A, VI '" , ,", .... , • • •• '" ,,,. , /11 
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THE GRAND CANYON'S ~IA(N VIS I IORS 

center. the phorovolraic arrays not Oil Iy ..... cn·L" 

as a s ignificant energy source for the hui It! 
ing. they also educate the more than -I .') Ill i l 

lion visitors who make their way ro the St ltn h 

Rim eacb ye,lf, 

1nterpreti\'e exhibits inside rhe center and signage adjacent t () t ill' 

platform~mounted sola r pane l5desc ribe rhe physics and mt'l h.lnk!>.. 

o f how t he center receives up to 3() percent of irs electrkit y. ( )I lt" 

array is linked to a computer, <;0 visitors can track just ho", mud) 

electricity is being ge nerated . says Toni Bouchard . APS' n.·Ill" \\,.lhk 
energy adviser. 

"\\le really felr li ke rhis projecr could help educate people .lh(1U1 

APS' commit nll.:m [(l n.' I1('\\'abk encrgy,~ she adds. "It sets ;t Il t· \ .11 11 

pie for whar pcoplc C lll do In rheir 0\\' 11 homes,H 

Indced. homc(1w!lt' r:-. cm n:gislt'f for t he APS KGrccll ( 'hl l l( I. " 

program. w hich encourage,; the llSC of power from mulripk' "l'llt \\ 

able resources. i neluding solar. wind and gC:'oth~rm al enef).!,il'!>... III ,I 

classic example llf "what gC'll'S arclUnd come!:. around," the rarl· ..... ! It. hl' 

cus tomers arc payi ng h:l\ l~ helped fund the Grand Canyon prt'II'l l 

"\Ve have custnmer<, who arc as committed to rcnewahlv l' Ill" I"gy 

as we are." Bouchard says. "The renui n ing funds we re draw n I.rolll 

t he Arizona Corpora tion Commission's Renewable En(' r~)' SLIlI 

dard," APS also pro\'idcs fi lla nci=tl inee nr ives to c usroml'l'S 1m! 11\, 

instal lat ion of &olar e Il't"r rK ... y .... rclll !-> :tnd solar \vater heatl.: r .... 
"The Park S l' l"\'it'l' ha . ., bl'l'n .1 g r l' ;\l leader on th is projl't! ." ";1)''' 

Steve n Gotfricd , t h l' 1l11:d i.1 liaison for APS. "It 's a grear, phy ... it.1I 

example of ;1 commit lllcnt [() p rc&c rving t he Grand Can Y(l li Ilw 

Park Service is eo tnl1l irrL'd tll "," :llki ng Ihe walk w hen i[ l"tHtlt ..... In 
preSl.: rV;lrl{l n" 

42 N OV ! M !;( J.I ."oo'! 

. ,' " 

Many o( the parts required to cons truct t he photovol taic: panels 

,vere fabricated in nearby Flagstaff and insta lk d by a local contrac' 

tor, making the project a homeg rl1\\"1l arr.lir. 
"I thin k that speaks to rem:wa hlc c nlT~Y as an economic driver 

in t he state," Gotfried says. 

ALTHOUG H A BILL THAT WOULD REQU IR E ALL STATE PA RK S 

with showers to insta ll sola r-powered hot-water heaters by t he end 

of 2019 was introduced ea rJ ier this year, it hasn't yet come to::t \'Otc 

in the Leg islature. But that doesn't mean the state has come to a 

solar stanc.lstil l. 

As of mid-June. the Bureau of land tda nagcmcnt was inundated 

w it h 35 applica tions to usc morL" (han 700,ClOO acres of Ar i zona'~ 

public lands for sola r"power \'(;' nt u res. The propnsed project s vary 

in si ze and scope, from a J6(lacre, IS megawatt pho[(l\'o\taic array 

in Maricopa County to a 224,000· acre concentrated solar power 

trough nea r Salome. The high interesr has [he bureau declari ng it 

has rece ived a "gold rush" of right or~\\'ay applications, 

One of rhe largest projects cur rently bei ng reviewed by the RUvl 

is t he Sonoran Solar Energy Project, which was proposed by Boule

vard Associates , LLC. The company hopes to construct a "concen

trated sola r t hermal" power faCility in the Lin lc Rafnbow Valley. 

south of Buckeyc and east of Stare Rnllte 85. Although the appJica 

t iem requests rhe usc o f more t ha n 14.ot)(l acres of federa ll y ma naged 

land, the company indicates that on ly 4.000 ac res w ill be lIscd for 

the <lctual planr , which is ex pected to provide approxi mately 375 

Ill~gawatts of sobr power. Assum ing the brili!"y operatc& at ma;·;j 

mum capac ity. t hat's enough pt)"'l'r W f ud 9>.750 homes, 
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VISI!C\r,:; ilt H'~ :1ewly r('lIovated 

Grand Canyon y,SI!O's, .:e'1'e' 
can leam i.lbo~t 501a~ energy 
tnrollsh in t\!rprctlv(! e ~h : h l! s 

and ~.Igns Ihat de:;,rl bc how 
the photovol t':lIc p.J:1ets work 

On July 8. rhl' BL1\ 1 officially starred a re"ie\v process for t he 
facility by publishing a nor ice of intent to submit an environmental 
impact statement to t h~ Fecierill Registe r. Research and preparation 
of the statt'lllcnr is expected fl) take several years. 

~\'kanwh ik, several naticmal and internat ional solar companies 
will be staking cbims ft)r Arizona land. 

In April. California~based Sol Focus completed expansion of its 

solar,gla!ois reflecrnr factory in 1\ lesa, The faci lity no\v has the capac

ity to produce 1 mi llion re flectors a year, 15 t imes the plant's capac
ity in 2008, fly rhe end of rhis year, the company expects to add 150 
fu ll -time emplnycL'<'. Thar goes a long way in making Ar izona part of 
the ~ ne\\' energy c:con(llllyK and eligible fN:1 bigger piece of Presideor 

Ohama's ~[imu!U<. pic:, whkh pro\'ides 559 billicl1l in economic stirn
ulu.'; funci" and :tn Juditinn.d $150 bill ion fro m the rede ral budget [0 

promote \\'11<\l hl' C.lllS Amcric\s "clean energy fururt" ." 
HThe swi ft exl .... IIl~iun of (his faci lity n~'t on ly cre:tres ne\\' jobs, bur 

pushes i'1.'! t.""a t~, thL' !ordronr of slistain<lhic economic development 

enabled by thl' .':I t imu lus package," SlyS ?'\'1csa t-.L.lyor Scott Smith. 
~Vlc anticipate rhat t his faeilitr \vi ll allo\-\' Mesa ro se rve rhe increas
Ing demand in l ht: Unirt'd States for advanced solar energy tceh nol
ogy. The city l)r 1\ 1 L'~,l has a tremendous opportun it y to showcase an 
innovat 1"1.: , renl'\\,ahlc·e ll ergy technology, build a long-lasting sobr 
clustL'f ,me.! be an Ame rican Recovery Act success Stor)'.~ 

By thc enel (\r this yea r, Germany,basecl Schlerte r Inc. wi ll begi n 
manuf,lC t urinp, :-.nbr 1);lnd bracl<tls in Tucson . Tht: company, which 
manufact ll f(.':' hr :lcht~ for la rge s.111a r p.lIlel powt"r plano; , pla n::. 
to employ 4('1 pt:npk', f fll lll factory workcrs to sa les and m:lrkering 
e:-.:ecuti \'c-;.:u t he Tucson fac ility. Tht' company is rhe la rgest solar 
bracket 11l:l llu !:Lct llrc r III Europt::, and rhey'li be jni tll'd in the Old 
PUl'h!\) h}' 1 hrl'l' Il t he r ... obr companit·" - Glnh:! 1 S,)I:lr Em: rgy, Solon 

Interest in desert land 
comes at an opportune time. 

However, it also poses an 
interesting conundrum to 

conservationists: There's an 
irony in developing the desert 
to create a larger opportunity 

for energy efficiency. 

America Corp. and Prism Solar Technologies Inc. 
The influx of massive solar faci lities speaks volumes about Ari

zona's potent ial as a national leader III solar energy, as does a recent 
private land auction, In early June. t\\'o und isclosed buyers pur
chas~d t\\'o parct'ls of land with the intent ro develop solar facili t ies, 
accord ing to the pJ rcels' se ller. \ 'ermala ml lnc. The fI rst property, 
an SO -ac re site nca r Tonopah, sold for 5340,000, while a 320-acre 

site w ithin Tonop;lh\; cit y lim its sold for more than 52 mill ion. 
Ve rmaland intends [Q sel l another 3,600 aCTe parcel by the end of 

t he year. 
tJndoubtt'd ly, [he inTerest in desert Ja r:d coml'~, •• t .1n opport une 

t ime. In csse nc~. it l'Tt'ltes a market for land th;lt might mhen vise 
have tJnkcd wirh the rest of .-\r iznna\. rca ] l;,'stJtL' However, it also 

poses an intt."re st ing, conundnllll to c.nnse r\',ttion ist!:' There's an 
iroll Y in dt: \'clopi ng rhe desert [('I ere.lll.: a larger ~\pp('lfl lln i t y for 
energy d fICic nl.:Y, m i nu ~ lhe CIl\'Jr\1IHnm t,l] impact . 

Timc will te ll how 3 ba lance hcr \\·{'I..'n land clevc]('Ipm e: nt anel 
energy conser\'ation will L'\'\)ive , bm ;\ccorcl ing to a presentation prt' 
pa red in ~:Iarch fo r the- Grand Ca nYI)Il Ch.lptcrof rhl: Sierra Club as 
part nf t he: Southwest Energy Effidcl1cy Prnjcn, fi ncli ng alternative 
energies and increasing energy dflCi l' IlL yin Ari: ona \\'llldd reduce 

consumers' energy bil l<; hy!(l w 50 lX'l ....... ·nr; WI)u ld creart more th<ln 
12,000 new jobs in the ~LUl' by 1111,) . . l m] "'oulL! ke~p mort' of the 

energy ecollomy in Arlzona. :h If <,LlIld ... no\\'. ~6 bi llion of the $10 
bil liun :-'Pl'nt' 0 11 cllcrgy hy hll .<, illl·<' ,<,C<, .wl! 1mVJtc cnn." \l rnL'r~ leave.<, 

t he sl ate <.:ac h ycar 
At t he Grand c.lnynn, tlllt: til ing b n :rtaI Jl: The ll~h t t hal pain ts 

the 50mh Rim in a p.llet t.: or blushing hues h:ls become:l 'iy rnhol or 
(onsl:[\';!r inn. n ll1 t'arion :lnd effiCiency ;\ nd light , kineric and well 
tr;l\'l'il'd, hold ... i Ilt'redihlc potent 1:11 fnr l'\'l' ry cI)!'lll'r 11f [ht' <,1 atc • 
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Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager, 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

Redington Natural Resource Conservation District 
P.O. Box 232 

Pomerene, Arizona 85627 
.' j"j 

09t:Ol! 23 ~.!I iO: 00 

(520) 212-4242 
Charles Kent, Chair 

II 
NOV J 02009 

As a sub-unit of state government in the state of Arizona instructed by state statute to, "provide for the 
restoration and conservation oflands and soil resources of the state," the Redington Natural Resource 
Conservation District would like to provide public comment to the Bureau of Land Management 
concerning the proposed possible routes for the Sun Zia transmission line through the Lower San Pedro 
River Valley. 

We are unable to offer our support for this project at this time. The line construction will require that 
new roads be built and right of ways cleared. This will lead to problems arising from off road vehicle 
use,"and increased soil erosion within the watershed. The Redington NRCD has completed a three year 
watershed assessment in which erosion from utility corridors as well as poorly constructed and 
maintained roads was identified as a major natural resource concern in the area. There has also been 
extensive work done in planning for prescribed bums in the watershed. Wildfire management and 
prescribed burning will be dictated based upon the needs or protection of the power line, rather than 
management of the natural resources. 

There is also concern for the indirect effects that such a transmission line and its construction will have 
on wildlife habitat and cultural sites within the valley. The lower San Pedro valley has a large number 
of important, well preserved historic and prehistoric cultural sites that could potentially be affected by 
the towers. These sites are also potentially impacted by new roads that would bring traffic into areas that 
were previously inaccessible. 

There are other alternatives identified as possible options that would have much less negative impact on 
natural resources, cultural resources, and the agricultural economy of the area. Construction along pre
existing highways would be the best alternative. 

~jelY, 

(JJr~~ 
Chair, Redington NRCD Board of Supervisors 
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BLM NM ST OFFICE 
Re: SUNZIA SOUTHWEST TRANSMISSION PROJECT 
PO BOX 27115 
SANTA FE, NM 87508 

Re: Public Comments: Scoping Meeting of 10-27-2009 

I feel that the best use of this ranch land is to grow grass for livestock feed. 

NOV 302009 

If the infrastructure of these transmission lines come across this ranch needing 
1000 feet right of ways for two (2) identical structures for a length of 15 miles, this would 
deplete the ranch of six (6) square miles of grass. When the City of Alamogordo took one 
(I) square mile of land for the sewer plant, the real loss to us was grass for nine (9) head 
oflivestock. (6x9=54 54x $450= $24,300.00 ) 

Once the transmission lines are developed, the solar energy corporations will 
come and enormous quantities of grass will be sacrificed. As the graze disappears, the 
livestock allotment is lowered. As the allotment is lowered so is the income. My 
particular ranch is made up of the remnants of three (3) separate ranches that were 
downsized when the government took grazing land to build White Sands Missile Range, 
Holloman Air Force Base and McGregor Range in the '40s and 50's. There were many 
families being supported, who had to move to town and find employment elsewhere. If 
this ranch loses it's allotment, the USA would have to import 462 head annually to 
replace the protein produced here. We would be another family displaced and our 
investment lost. The prices of ranches are determined by the number of cattle in the 
allotment and the improvements upon the land; such as fences, corrals, barns, water lines 
and troughs, the availability, distribution and storage of water, and feed. 

Energy has already cut into the food supply when com became dominate in the 
production of gasoline. That is thought by many to be an inefficient effort in production, 
as it takes so much 'energy' to produce the ethynol. Does this endeavor follow in the 
same footsteps as the debacle of corn, in its efficiency? 

It was explained by a BLM Real Estate Specialist, at the meeting, that the 
disturbed areas would be replanted. It has taken centuries to develop a gypsum tolerant 
grass for this delicate pasture. It requires rain at the optimal time. Good water is rationed 
in our basin. Water in any quantity washes away topsoil as it rolls down hill to our 'dry 
lake beds' where it has leached brine up to the surface, rendering the ground barren. 
Any disruption to the natural progression of seasonal development sets the clock back 
many years, and allows foreign invader seeds to propagate. We fight noxious weeds all 
year long. 

T_Y~U::;~~kc/ 
Sally Walker Doing Business as Bar H W Ranch, 
1520 Indiana Ave White Sands Ranch 
Alamogordo, NM 88310 Diamond A Ranch 
(/~:J.-o<j 

/ 
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.. Joyce Gates" 
<joyceg@plateautel.net> 

11 /021200901 :59 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject transmission lines 

~ 
NO~ 302009 

Just a quick note, we are still not wanting to have the lines close to our property at Windmill Ranches. 
Thank you for talking to me. 
Sincerely, 
Bill and Joyce Gates 
1013 Utah Street 
Clovis, NM 88101 
575-799-4615 
Lots 88 and 89 at Windmil l ranches 
joyceg@plateautel .net 
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Chet Phillips 
<francophillips@gmail.com> 

10/28/2009 08:33 AM 

Dear Adrian Garcia, 

PO 
NOV 30 2009 

To Adrian Garcia <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bce 

Subject Request to be kept notified on SunZial environmental 
assessment 

My name is Chet Phillips and I write to you on behalf of the Cascabel Working Group, a 
southern Arizona nonprofit concerned about the conservation of the Middle and Lower San 
Pedro River Watershed. We are very concerned about the environmental impacts of the SunZia 
transmission line, should it pass through the San Pedro Valley. Both individually and as a group, 
we have sent you comments detailing our concerns about the project. With the deadline extended 
to November 27, we continue urging our constituents to send in their comments. At this time, we 
would like to request that we be added to any Iistservs and/or mailing lists you use to send out 
updates on the project status. Also, can you tell us when the preliminary Environmental Impact 
Survey might be completed? Please contact me by email or phone if there is anything more we 
need to do to receive project updates. The Cascabel Working Group mailing address is below. 
You may send email updatesdirectlytomeatrrancophillips@gmail.com. Please acknowledge 
receipt of this message. -Sincerely, Chet Phillips 

Cascabel Working Group 
6590 N. Cascabel Road 

Benson, AZ. 85602 

Chester F. Phillips 
Research Assistant 
Water Resources Research Center 
University of Arizona 
cfp@email.arizona.edu 
(520) 235-2020 
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Debra Sumner 
<debra_sumner@hotmail.co 
m> 

10/24/2009 10:22 AM 

Mr. Garcia, good morning: 

NOV J 02009 
To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject RE: Proposed Route Through AZ. - Klondyke/Bonita Area 

1 am writing in regards to the SunZia Project that is currently scoping potential routes for 
power transmission. 1 am particularly concerned with the route going up through the 
Aravaipa/ Klondyke areas. 

1 have been monitoring the site and waiting for updates to your plans; however, 1 notice 
changes were made to the route in NM but 1 am not seeing changes to the tentative 
"projected" routes in AZ. 

Does this mean you are not changing the AZ routes? Or you have not addressed the issue 
yet? 

1 am strongly opposed to the routes running up into the Aravaipa/Klondyke-Bonita area and 
believe the lines should run parallel to the 1-10 where environmental disturbance will be 
limited to areas already encroached upon. 1 sent hard copy correspondence earlier this year 
in regards to this. 

Thanking you for your help, 
Debra Sumner 

Adrian Garcia, BLM Project Manager, 

Windows 7 : 1 wanted more reliable, now it's more reliable. Wow' 
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"Joe Bidwell" 
<jbbidwell@azwildblue.eom> 

10/27/200912:28 PM 

Good Morning 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee <joe.bidwell@tusd1.org> 

bec 

Subject More detailed map 

@ . ~ 

NOV J 02009 

From the maps at the web site, I can't tell how close this power line would be to my home. I live in Pinal 
County, on the north border of Section 1 of Township 9S, 12E. Can you provide a detailed map that 
shows the distance of the proposed line to my home? 

About 100 families live in this area. 

Thanks 

-Joe Bidwell 
jbbidwell@azwildblue.com 
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"joseph cummins" 
<jcummins1@bellsouth.net> 

11 /09/2009 09:08 AM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

-PO 
NOV 302009 

Subject SunZia Transmission Line Project -- My Comments 

11-7-09 
From: 
Joseph Cummins 
124 Lyle Way 
Carrollton, GA 30117 
j cummins l @bellsouth.net 

To: Adrian Garcia, BLM Project Manager, NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
Bureau of Land Management 

RE: Submission of my comments regarding the proposed Sunzia electrical power transmission 
route, as suggested at: 
www.blm.gov/nrnlstlenlproglmore/landsrealtylsunziasouthwesttransmission.html 

A technologically oriented, electrically dependent 21 " century society is unsustainable without 
mined minerals and metals. 

"NEPA requires agency decision makers to make informed decisions" 

Clearly, the BLM's mandate for managing the public lands is to empirically examine all facts 
relating to the possible transportation route(s) of If or this sunzia project. 

Because I am an American and a Sierra County, NM mining claim stake holder it is my opinion 
that the BLM's decision making process should not be subjected to the ever-changing political 
winds to justi fy the utilization of public lands. Therefore, I am against thi s sunzia electrical 

distribution routing if the justifying premise is based upon: 

1) The unproven Global Warming Theory 
Most informed Americans realize that this theory had its roots in the coming ice age ofthe 1970' 
s that morphed into global warming and has now magically transfonned into climate change. The 
truth is that rational people know that weather forecasters cannot accurately predict the local 
weather a week in advance. Consequently, Global Warming is merely a scare mongering scheme 
to control natural resources people depend upon. 
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2) The speculative Clean Euergy Theory 
Critical thinkers realize that so-called clean energy is an oxymoron, because, at present there is 
no reliable, efficient and cost effective viable alternative to fossil fuel (coal, oil and natural gas), 
hydroelectric and nuclear power generation and transmission of electrical energy if taxpayer 
funded subsidies were not part of the economical equation. Based upon what is posted at 
www.sul1zia.net/pdf!l2-07 Renewable Energy Focus.pdfit sure appears like another special 
interest pay-to-play scheme. Furthermore, America has more oil than all the other combined oil 
producing countries. So, the so-called clean energy promoters have no viable argument regarding 
oil independence. In addition, technology by private enterprise is and will continue developing 
cleaner fossil fuels that will make the present form of solar cells and wind energy like so many 
other historical defunct curiosities. 
www.usgs.gov/newsroomlarticle.asp?ID=191 1 www.wiIlistonnd.comlusrimages/Bakken.pdf 

3) Debt 
Currently, America is experiencing unsustainable debt. Therefore, the BLM, as lead agency 
should not be promoting direct or indirect additional public debt to finance the construction of 
this transmission route over public land. In fact, the BLM should be stating in their proposals the 
true costs (immediate and actual long-term financial cost, as well as direct and indirect cost of 
public land usage) ofthis project so that when the EIS is developed for public review the people 
can make informed comments. 

4) Withdrawal, suspension or curtailment of any public land from future mining 
activity 

Previously, I have mentioned (www.silverprospector.com/discovery.html) that I have proven 
beyond a reasonable doubt that Platinum Group metals are present on/in various Jomada del 
;HlIerto formations (more data forthcoming soon). Therefore, because we don't know what 
America's future mineral demands will be the BLM should initiate a through mineral/metal 
examination of the Jomada del Muerto before proceeding to utilize any portion of this landscape 
for a proposed electrical distribution route. 

Respectfully, 
Joseph Cummins 
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Hi, 

Kc5gei@aoJ.com 

11/14/200907:10 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subjecl kc5gei@aoJ.com 

II 
NOV 302009 

The over lay map shows one of the sites for the sunzia 
project lines coming right through our subdivision, windmill 
ranches in Ancho. Another one shows them going North. I 
am asking, please go the route North of Windmill 
Ranches. 
Thank you, 
Karen Wehnau 
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Robert White 
<star_rob_white@yahoo.com 
> 

11/03/200909:51 PM 

Dear Adrian, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ee Elaine White <goeverton@yahoo.com> 

bee 

Subject New Power Line Projeet Near Aneho. NM 

18 
NOV 3 DlGOS 

My wife and I are property owners in Windmill Ranches near Ancho, NM and 
have learned of plans to run power lines across or near Windmill Ranches. We 
both strongly support "green" energy production, and are encouraged about 
the basic concepls of the Sunzia project Having said that, the key reasons 
for our purchase of property in Windmill Ranches are for the dark skies and 
the nalural beauly lhal we enjoy there. We would STRONGLY ask that 1) 
Sunzia do nothing to cause light pollution of the night sky within the Ancho, 
Corona, Claunch areas [red lighls on wind turbines/towers are OK, bright 
floo d lights of substations is very bad l ] and 2) ensure any power 
generation/transmission infrastructure does no environmental harm (ie 
minimal wildlife impact) and "blends in" with the countryside. 

Thank you for considering our commenls. 

Sincerel y, 

Robert & Elaine White 
Windmill Ranches, ·NM 
& CharloLLe, NC 
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TampaSCL 
<tampascJ@aol.com> 

11/13/2009 12:32 PM 

Mr Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bee 

Subject Private Land 

NOV 3 02009 

11m having trouble figuring out whether my private property will be 
directly impacted by the transmission lines or the substation east of 
Deming_ I own 80 acres along State Road 549, about 1/4 to 1/2 mile 
west of Franklin Rd in Luna County. According to the various maps, it 
looks like the proposed locations go right through my property. If 
this is the case, would I have been contacted? Can you help me 
understand if my land is impacted. My acreage has frontage on 549 and 
extends to the south. 

Robert Canton 

acorathers
Text Box
0768



"Ron Simmons" 
<rns@cybermesa.com> 

10/17/200912:10 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

Subject SunZia SW Transmission line 

, iJ 
NOV 30 2009 

I urge the BLM to lobby for underground lines using superconductors and not put any more above-ground 
transmission lines across our landscape. Using medians between lanes of interstate highways is a good 
spot for underground lines, automatically connecting metropolitan areas. 

Do not be in a rush to put up huge towers across our country. Putting investments into distributed 
renewable power generation is the direction I favor, whereby each city creates a local renewable 
generation facility combined with photovoitaic retrofits on existing houses, medians, public and private 
buildings and parking structures. This distributed approach creates more local jobs as a corollary. 

Please delay the overhead transmission project for a few years and give time for expedited 
superconductor and PV research to fill the power needs of our communities without destroying our 
landscape. Tax credits for electricity use conservation and replacing appliances with super-efficient 
models will also buy time for the distributed renewable infrastructure to be put in place. Push these ideas, 
please, and delay overhead transmission lines. 

Thank you , 

Sincerely 
Ron Simmons 
2210 Miguel Chavez Rd. #212 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 

acorathers
Text Box
0769



Sherry brown 
<sherry12@bellsouth .net> 

11 /05/2009 11 :00 AM 

To Whom it May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Affects on Windmill Ranches 

~pg 

NOV 302009 

I own a lot in the windmil l Ranches Subdivision in Aneha New 
Mexico. It appears your proposed power line project will affect the 
ranch . I am a star gazer, and purchased the lot at Windmill Ranches for 
the so l e purpose of enjoying my star gazing hobby under the clear dark 
obstruction free New Mex i co ski es. Putting up high tension towers and 
their lines wi ll obstruct the sky thus affecting the enjoyment of my 
hobby. 

One of the many wonderful things about this part of the country is 
it's unspoiled beauty. It's not everywhere you can see land as it was 
hundreds o f years ago, wide open and free of ugly obstruct i ons, save a 
cel l tower o r two. High tension towers would only diminish the beauty 
of this area. The ranch is free of these obstructions and as such it's 
beauty remains for al l who live t here. 

Pl ease don't take away from me the two reasons I bought my lot, 
the tremendous star gaz i ng potentia l and i t' s natural beauty. 

Thank you 
fo r your consideration. 

Sheryl 
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Sheryl 
<sherry12@bellsouth.net> 

11/17/200912:46 PM 

To Whom it May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Windmill Ranches 

tmp 
NOV 302009 

[have seen the new map with the overlay of Windmill Ranches. It would appear that one of the lines 
you propose goes right through the ranch. [would ask that you consider moving that line north so it does 
not go through the ranch. 

The ranch is unblemished by any kind of unsightly obstructions that would mar it's beauty, [would 
very much like to keep it that way as it is one of the reasons I bought land there. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sheryl 
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"Alan L. Benford" 
<albenford617@att.nel> 

11120/2009 08:59 PM 

Dear Friends, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Don'l deslroy Ihe San Pedro Valley 

P 
NOV 302009 

The following information is relevant to preventing the placement of power lines in the 
San Pedro Valley. Please do not allow this atrocity to happen. 

AI Benford 
25F Cliffside Drive 
Manchester, CT 06042 

• The San Pedro River Valley supports the last major free flowing river in the desert southwest, the main 
migratory corridor for neo-tropical birds in the West, and the greatest diversity of mammal species in North 
America. The Rocky Mountains, Sierra Madres, Sonoran and Chihuahuan deserts all merge here to 
create the greatest biod iversity of any landlocked area in the U.S. 

• The Middle San Pedro River Valley, adjacent ranges and areas is one of the largest intact landscapes in 
the lower 48 states. Landscape fragmentation - which this power corridor would effect - has been shown 
to negatively impact wildlife and ecosystem sustainability. 

• Service roads for construction and maintenance will create significant erosion, impacting water quality and 
soil integrity 

• Canyons crossed by the power corridor are major habitat for native fish, the most endangered of all 
classes of animals in the southwest, which will be adversely impacted by sedimentation and other water 
quality issues. .. 

• The San Pedro River Valley is home to many raptors, including relatively rare ones such as Black Hawks, 
Grey Hawks, Zone-tails and Peregrine Falcons. Transmission lines have been demonstrated to negatively 
impact raptors, and mitigation is both expensive and uncertain. 

• Aravaipa Canyon, a major tributary to the San Pedro, is also very undeveloped and remote, provides 
critical habitat for several species of endangered native fish and birds , and is located among several 
designated wilderness areas and national forests . 

• Service roads will encourage remote A TV access and subsequent abuses of both the vegetation and the 
considerable cultural and historic resources found in the valley. 

• Wildfire management and proscribed burns will be determined by need to protect line integrity, rather than 
the health of the ecosystem. 

• The power corridor will be a visual scar in a relatively pristine landscape, negatively impacting property 
values and eco-tourism. 

• Should the power corridor be approved it would become an accepted avenue for future infrastructure and 
development that would ultimately entail the demise of the critical environmental attributes of the San 
Pedro River Valley. 

• The few remaining undeveloped and highly functional landscapes in our arid lands should not be used for 
infrastructure corridors. 

• Local generation (rooftop, brown fields) of alternative energy should be encouraged near the point of use, 
rather than long-distance transmission . 

• What corridors are ultimately deemed necessary should be placed along already established rail and 
highway transportation corridors. . 
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Hi-

"BROWN, APRYL" 
<BROWNA@sanmanuel.org> 

11/20/200902:15 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 

bee 

Subject Comments 

~lIg 
NOV 302009 

I just heard about the SunZia Project through the San Pedro where I live so I have no 
idea of where the lines would be placed. 
My preference would be that the lines be up along the base of the mountain where the 
existing lines from the Willcox area are, if they have to be there at all. I do NOT want 
them down near our residences. 
This is a special wildlife area with few people and valued by the hunters-a very rare 
area anymore. We see cougars and other rare wildlife running free and don't want to 
disturb the natural order. Please put the lines in another valley that is not a bird and 
wildlife corridor. 

Sincerely, 

Apryl Brown 
Resident 
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mrormrsrjs@aol.com 

11/18/2009 07:27 AM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Comment reo windmill ranch data 

Having now had the chance to look cldsely at the map .. .. 

tm 
NOV 30 2009 

I have a serious problem because the blue line is right through our property!!! It's the 5th lot in 
from the right edge!!! 

I would love to see this route totally eliminated!!!! 

The proposed route to the North would be best, in my opinion. 

Bob & Jo Simpson 
327 Ranch View Loop 
Ancho, NM 88301 

-----Original Message-----
From: Kevin Duncan <kduncan@epgaz.com> 
To: mrormrsrjs@aol.com 
Sent: Fri, Nov 13, 2009 1 :55 pm 
Subject: FW: windmill ranch data 
I have attached a pdf of the Windmill Ranches with the proposed alternative routes as shown 
during the scoping meetings. 

I would like to note and emphasize that these routes are all preliminary for purposes of scoping, 
and that following the completion of scoping, routes may be modified, added, or eliminated. 
Following scoping, detailed studies of the remaining routes will be conducted, and information 
gathered during scoping will be a part of the determination of which routes get carried forward for 
detailed studies. Thanks. . 

Kevin 

Kevin C. Duncan, AICP 
Senior Environmental Planner, Project Manager 

epg 
Environmental Planning Group 
Phoenix, Arizona 
602-956-4370 phone 
602-956-4374 fax 
http://www.epgaz.com 

This e-mail,includinganyattachments, is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to 
which it is addressed. It may contain information that is attorney work product, privileged, 
confidential, exempt or otherwise protected from disclosure or use under applicable law. If you 
have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, and 
delete this e-mail from all affected databases. Thank you. 
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Camila Thorndike 
<thorndce@whitman.edu> 

11123/200904:51 PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

fmpg 
To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov NOV 302009 
cc 

bcc 

Subject Opposition comment re: San Pedro Valley transmission 
project 

I write with serious concerns about the proposed high-powered electrical transmission line that 
SunZia company may build through the Lower San Pedro River Valley. I am an Environmental 
Studies senior at Whitman College in Walla Walla, WA with plans to intern with the US Institute 
for Environmental Conflict Resolution in summer '10, and attend a University of Arizona 
graduate program following my internship. My friends in the Tucson area recently alerted me to 
plans of this project. I write out of concern for the area I will soon call home, and the residents I 
will soon count as neighbors and colleagues. 

SunZia's proposal to build the powerlines through the archaelogically and biologically rich area 
of the Lower San Pedro Valley must be rejected, for several reasons. My main concern is that the 
project would unnecessarily destroy valuable natural, historical, and aesthetic assets but could be 
built along preexisting existing highway, interstate, and railroad corridors. These transmission 
routes have already been disturbed. Immediate financial gain at the cost of untold destruction to 
the fragile San Pedro ecosystem and invaluable cultural assets is rash and unwise. 

Secondly, TNC and Cascabel Hermitage Association lands in the area proposed for transmission 
development have been hard-earned. Road construction and upkeep of the lines in this area will 
fragment habitat and infringe on the conservation aims of these organizations. Finally, as I 
learned first hand at a recent international water management and policy conference for arid 
lands, Arizona has its fair share of water problems that merit careful planning and a conservative 
approach to further infrastructural and urban development. From what I have learned about this 
powerline proposal, it seems to meet neither imperative. 

Over the past century, countless watersheds in the Southwest have been logged, grazed, mined, 
and otherwise exploited to the point of collapse. Given the growing demands of Arizona's cities 
and industries--inciuding ecotourism--I strongly suggest that alternative proposals to 
development through the ecologically healthy Lower San Pedro River Watershed be carefully 
considered. 

I appreciate your time and efforts on this case, and hope to hear of a positive resolution with the 
assistance of the BLM in the near future. 

Sincerely, 

Camila Thorndike 
Whitman College '10 
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thomdce@whitman.edu 
(541) 951-26 19 
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a 
VI 

"Renk, Charlotte" 
<crenk@tvcc.edu> 

11 /24/2009 11 :53 AM 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

To '"NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov'" 
<NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc "Renk, Charlotte" <crenk@tvcc.edu> 

bcc 

Subject Lower San Pedro River Valley 

NOV 30 2009 

Please do NOT allow the company, SunZia, to compromise and destroy the fragile ecosystem and the 
extraordinary archaeological sites that extend along the Lower San Pedro River Valley and Cascabel 
community. As a concerned college professor who advocates national efforts to protect the few 
untainted landscapes left in this nation and as a member of Great Old Broads for Wilderness, a national 
organization which works hard to preserve the habitat and beauty of natural landscapes, I urge you, as 
spokes person for the Bureau of Land Management, to resist SunZia's efforts to route power lines along 
the San Pedro Valley and Cascabel community. 

Pre-existing possibilities for running the lines exist already, (i.e . highways, interstates, and railroads), 
so please use the most feasible options among those. Please do not let lower cost determine the 
route . Ultimate ly, to compromise and destroy natural habitat and encroach on historically significant 
sites costs a great deal more in terms of loss of history and quality of life for all residents (wi ld life and 
human) in that area. 

Please consider the longer lasting and ultimate consequences of your decision. 

Sincerely, 
Charlotte Renk, Ph.D. 
Professor of Humanities 
Trinity Valley College 
(903) 675-6274 
crenk@tvcc.edu 
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chiekon@email.arizona.edu 

11/22/2009 10:46 PM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

PI 
NOV 30 Z009 

Subject Comment on SunZia Transmission Project 

Although I strongly support production and promotion of alternative and 
renewable energy, I have a real concern about the SunZia Transmission Project 
and its impact on environment I especially on the San Pedro River Valley. It 
is 
difficult to understand the proposed project in which two high-capacity 
transmission lines will go through the pristine natural land, when we have 
I-I0 
as an already developed corridor. The preservation of the San Pedro River 
Valley 
should be the first priority of BLM, as the Valley supports the greatest 
biodiversity of any landlocked area in the US. In order to avoid unnecessary 
damage to the nature where both wild life and human live, I strongly believe 
that SunZia should promote the models of local generation and consumption, 
which will endorse energy independence. The proposed transmission project 
seems to further another energy dependence. 

I would appreciate if you reconsider SunZia Southwest Transmission Project and 
its negative impact on environment in which not only wild life but also we 
human beings inhabit. 

Sincerely, 

Chieko Nakano, PhD 
813 N. 9th Ave 
Tucson, AZ 85705 
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Chris Lish 
<Iishchris@yahoo.com> 

11/23/200908:31 AM 

BLM Project Manager Adrian Garcia, 

(i 
NOV 302009 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc BLM Washington Office <woinfo@blm.gov>, Bureau of Land 
Management Director Bob Abbey <Director@blm.gov>, 
Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar <exsec@ios.doi.gov> 

bcc 

Subject SunZia transmission comments 

I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, to decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and to create 
green jobs here at home. Renewable energy projects are a key piece of our clean energy future, along 
with saving energy, increasing efficiency, and putting solar panels on our roofs. Large-scale wind, 
solar and geothermal plants will be critical for battling global warming by taking dirty coal plants 
offline, decreasing our dependence on foreign oil, and creating green jobs here at home. New 
transmission, such as the proposed SunZia lines, will be needed to deliver renewable energy to cities. 

"The nation behaves well if it treats the natural resources as assets which it must turn over to 
the next generation increased, and not impaired, in value." 

-- Theodore Roosevelt 

However, our transition to a clean energy economy must go hand in hand with continued protection 
of our pristine wildlands and crucial wildlife habitat. We can avoid the mistakes of the oil and gas 
industry with renewables and associated transmission, by building them in the right places and in the 
most sensitive ways possible. I insist that our transition to a clean energy future not come at the 
expense of wildlife or our pristine wildlands. We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission 
lines avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 

"Then I say the Earth belongs to each generation during its course, fully and in its own right, 
no generation can contract debts greater than may be paid during the course of its own 
existence." 

-- Thomas Jefferson 
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~p 
NOV 302009 

I am encouraged that the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has identified new routes that 
minimize impacts to the Rio Grande River and its crucial bird migration corridor. These southern 
routes would avoid the unacceptable impacts that the potential river crossing near the Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge would entail. I urge you to select a route that does not cross the 
Rio Grande near Bosque del Apache. Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona 
along existing highways and transmission lines. 

"Every man who appreciates the majesty and beauty of the wilderness and of wild life, should 
strike hands with the farsighted men who wish to preserve our material resources, in the 
effort to keep our forests and our gan1e beasts, game-birds, and game-fi sh-indeed, all the 
living creatures of prairie and woodland and seashore-from wanton destruction. Above all, 
we should realize that the effort toward this end is essentially a democratic movement." 

-- Theodore Roosevelt 

Because ofthe unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that the BLM: 

- Conduct a detailed analysis of potential impacts to the environment, local communities, recreation, 
cultural resources, wildlife habitat, wildlands, and other resources and values is critical to identify 
and avoid or minimize impacts. 

- Remain flexible in siting routes and consider alternative routes and protective measures in order to 
minimize impacts from SunZia. Both moving lines from wildlife habitat and river corridors and 
lessening their damage by burying them in key places need to be fully evaluated. 

- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it isdeterrnined that burying the lines in that 
area is an environmentally acceptable alternative. 

- Select one of the alternative routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by crossing 
the ri ver further south. 

- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources. 

- To minimize impacts , consider an additional alternative in Arizona that follows 1-10 and then skirts 
Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest. 
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- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. An open, inclusive and thorough stakeholder process should 
be maintained to ensure all stakeholders have their concerns and questions addressed and to allow 
the project to benefit from their knowledge. 

"A thing is right when it tends to prese1"Ve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the biotic 
community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise." 

-- Aldo Leopold 

Responsible development of renewable energy and transmission is critical to fighting climate 
change, supporting our economy, and avoiding the devastating impacts of coal mining and oil and 
gas drilling--for these reasons, it is critical that we get renewable energy online quickly and get it 
done right. 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments. Please do NOT add my name to your mailing 
list. I will learn about future developments on this issue from other sources. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Lish 

PO Box 113 

Olema, CA 94950 

lishchris@yahoo.com 
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Dave and Nancy 
<boatniks@hotmail.com> 

11/21/200906:46 AM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Sun Zia Tranmission Lines 

lfjPiD 
NOV 302009 

Thank you for extending the comment period for this project. We see that one proposed 
route of the Sun Zia transmission lines is through the San Pedro River Valley in the area 
between Benson and Dudleyville. We oppose this plan. 

The Lower San Pedro River Valley is one of the few remaining intact natural systems in the 
Southwest. Because of the relatively pristine conditions here, the valley supports 
endangered species and the highest density of neo-tropical migratory birds in the West. The 
topography supports the convergence of several ecoregions which in turn provide habitat for 
an amazing diversity of resident species of mammals, birds, fish, amphibians, and reptiles. 
In addition to a conservation ethic shown by the rural residents, many governmental 
agencies and private organizations have invested substantial amounts of time and money to 
help protect the ecosystem here. 

The few sparsely populated areas left in Arizona that provide high-value habitat and 
ecological services (which provide benefits way beyond the immediate region) should not be 
sacrificed to provide any kind of power transmission between urban load areas and distant 
generating sites. 

The valley has a centuries-old history of human occupation that is very unique and the 
extensive archaeological resources would be threatened by the footprint of the towers. The 
new access to sites created by the service roads would increase the incidence of vandalism. 
We need to protect our cultural resources as well as our natural resources. Powerline 
construction and long-term maintenance necessitates access roads that will lead to soil 
erosion, invasive plant species, water quality degradation/ non-point pollution, and off-road 
vehicle misuse that will further these problems. The need to protect the infrastructure by 
suppressing Wildfire or preventing proscribed burns will hamper vegetation management 
tools that are useful to improve upland watershed conditions. 

Lines that intersect riparian areas will require removal (fuels mitigation of tall vegetation) of 
the very trees that provide habitat for endangered species, bank and floodplain stabilization 
for soil and water quality, and the valued global ecoservices of transpiration and carbon 
exchange. 

In this section of the study area, we suggest routing the proposed transmission lines along 
the existing highway and rail lines between Bowie and Vail. Those service and transportation 
corridors are already impacting the environment and have the added benefit of already 
established access for new line construction and maintenance. This route will avoid Aravaipa 
Canyon, Tres Alamos Wash, and the entire Lower San Pedro River Valley . 

Key points for your consideration: 
• The San Pedro River Valley supports the last major free flowing river in the desert 

southwest, the main migratory corridor for neo-tropical birds in the West, and the 
greatest diversity of mammal species in North America. 

• The Middle San Pedro River Valley, adjacent ranges and areas is one of the largest 
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intact landscapes in the lower 48 states. Landscape fragmentation - which this power 
corridor would effect - has been shown to negatively impact wildlife and ecosystem 
sustainability. 

• Service roads for construction and maintenance will create significant erosion, 
impacting water quality and soil integrity 

• Canyons crossed by the power corridor are major habitat for native fish, the most 
endangered of all classes of animals in the southwest, which will be adversely 
impacted by sedimentation and other water quality issues. 

• The San Pedro River Valley is home to many raptors, including relatively rare ones 
such as Black Hawks, Grey Hawks, Zone-tails and Peregrine Falcons. Transmission 
lines have been demonstrated to negatively impact raptors, and mitigation is both 
expensive and uncertain. 

• Aravaipa Canyon, a major tributary to the San Pedro, is also very undeveloped and 
remote, provides critical habitat for several species of endangered native fish and 
birds, and is located among several designated wilderness areas and national forests. 

• Service roads will encourage remote ATV access and subsequent abuses of both the 
vegetation and the considerable cultural and historic resources found in the valley. 

• Wildfire management and proscribed burns will be determined by need to protect line 
integrity, rather than the health of the ecosystem. 

• The power corridor will be a visual scar in a relatively pristine landscape, negatively 
impacting property values and eco-tourism. 

• Should the power corridor be approved it would become an accepted avenue for 
future infrastructure and development that would ultimately entail the demise of the 
critical environmental attributes of the San Pedro River Valley. 

• The few remaining undeveloped and highly functional landscapes in our arid lands 
should not be used for infrastructure corridors . 

• Local generation (rooftop, brownfields) of alternative energy should be encouraged 
near the point of use, rather than long-distance transmission. 

• What corridors are ultimately deemed necessary should be placed along already 
established rail and highway transportation corridors . 

Thanks for listening. 
Dave Wilhelm and Nancy Stewart 

Windows 7: It works the way you want . Learn more. 
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The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I am writing to express my concerns over the proposed plan to route SunZia high-tension power 
lines through the lower San Pedro River valley. This area has important cultural significance, 
containing hundreds of archaeological sites, and is an important riparian habitat in an otherwise 
arid region that is home to over 350 species of birds and 70 species of mammals. Many decades 
of overuse have threatened the San Pedro River valley, which is why numerous government and 
private entities, including the BLM, The Nature Conservancy, and the Center for Desert 
Archaeology, have been working together to protect it. 

The expansion of existing utility corridors through this region, or the construction of new 
corridors, is inconsistent with the BLM's own stated conservation goals for the San Pedro 
watershed. It would lead to the fragmentation this delicate ecosystem, which is home to numerous 
threatened and endangered species. Water quality in the river would be affected by increased 
erosion caused by new or expanded roads, and these roads would serve as a corridor for the 
spread of invasive plant and animal species as well as increase ATV and off-road vehicle access 
into this fragile area. 

Southern Arizona is is a rapidly growing region, in a large part because its natural beauty and 
wild landscapes draw many people to it. An inevitable consequence of this growth is the need to 
build the infrastructure, such as the power grid, to accommodate it. However, that should not be 
done in a way that destroys or threatens the beauty of the region and the wild areas that bring 
people here in the first place. The lower San Pedro River valley is a culturally and ecologically 
important region of Arizona that should be preserved, not sacrificed in the name of growth. In the 
interest of protecting this area, I strongly urge that the .proposed SunZia lines be routed along 
existing highway and rail corridors rather than through the lower San Pedro River valley. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. David P. O'Brien 

Planetary Science Institute 
1700 E. Ft. Lowell, Suite 106 
Tucson, AZ 85719-2395 

Ph: + I 5205473977 
Fax : + 1 5207953697 
E-Mail: obrien@psi.edu 
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Emilie Brill-Duisberg 
<emiliegisela@gmail.eom> 

11/23/200910:15 AM 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

ee 

bee 

Subject oppose San Pedro transmission line route 

I am writing to register my strong opposition to a high powered electrical transmission line 
through the Lower San Pedro Valley. The transmission line should be built along an existing 
roadway or railroad, where the surrounding environment has already been degraded. The Lower 
San Pedro river valley is a riparian gem and a hotspot for biodiversity, which would be 
irreparably damaged by the construction of an electrical transmission line in previously 
undeveloped areas. It would be unconscionable to build a line and thereby destroy this fragile 
and valuable area; build the line along an interstate or railroad corridor instead, where the 
damage has already been done. 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
Sincerely, 
Emilie Brill Duisberg 
Tucson, AZ 
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James Bergstrom 
<sedonainformation@gmail.c 
om> 

11/23/2009 07:03 PM 

Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P.O Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Proposed SUN ZIA Transmission Line 

Re: Public Comments, proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Hello Mr. Garcia, 

011 
NOV 302009 

Thank you for extending the public comment period for tllis important subject. I believe that this 
project is representative of many possible energy-related projects throughout the Southwest and 
its outcome and possible execution, if undertaken, could well be a model for the future. In my 
view this project represents big business wanting to plan for alternative energy's future and must 
reflect, and take into consideration, the environmental elements, costs, and accountability that 
will be a critical part of every plan involving public lands, envirorunentally-sensitive private 
lands, and the balance between business desires and environmental needs. 

I am a resident of San Manuel, Arizona and work in Oracle, Arizona. I have lived in San Manuel 
for 6 years and have owned land near the Galiuro Mountains since 1979. I know that there is a 
strong need for jobs in rural Arizona and that altemative power sources like solar plants and 
wind-fanns will provide "green" jobs as well as higher-paying technical work as opposed to 
nlinimum wage positions. The recent rejection of a proposed solar steam plant on BHP's tailings 
flats in San Manuel because of the project's extreme need for water is an example of the CUITent 
sensitivity involved between local , county regulations and business interests' desire to manifest 
projects that have both the environment's health and America's energy independence in mind. 

After reading many of the comments recently submitted to BLM by outside parties like TNC, 
The Center for Desert Archaeology, and some individuals that I know, I find that I agree with 
The Nature Conservancy's suggested route: connect the Winchester and Tortolita substations 
while avoiding the Galiuro Mountains and north-south alignments in the Lower San Pedro River 
Valley. A preferable alternative would be to use the existing 345 kV alignment from Vai l to the 
Winchester Substation. 

It's Sun Zia's desire to spend as little money as possible and choose a route that will be the 
shortest and easiest to build and maintain. That makes sense from a business aspect, of course. 
However, by following current utility corridors they will not necessarily have the shortest route 
or the easiest to maintain, but they will have more blessings by the people who live in these areas 
such as myself and will have increased support by environmental groups and national news. They 
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will be making a choice that will cost more initially while being more rewarding in the 
long-term. All industries must make these choices and Sun Zia could be a model corporate 
citizen and example of enlightened thinking. They could respect the local publics' voice. They 
could divert considerable anger and lawsuits. Sun Zia could be big business leading the way for 
alternative energy's future in a respectful way. 

I highly recommend that BLM and all other publicly-accountable agencies support transmission 
line routes that do not involve crossing virgin public lands, sensitive areas, and lands that are 
adjacent to natural jewels like the San Pedro River valley and Aravaipa Canyon. Let big business 
know that alternative energy is ideally suited for projects that can be more locally-focused and 
supply power on a local level. It is more economically intelligent by keepingjobs local and is 
more environmentally smart by showing residents that big business cares about more than just 
profit for their shareholders. 

Thanks for your time and ongoing efforts to be a good citizen, 

J ames Bergstrom 
PO Box 444 
San Manuel, AZ 85631 
928.300.7777 
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"Jim" <jim@pest-pros.com> 

11 /20/200903:01 PM 
Please respond to 

<jim@pest-pros.com> 

To <NMSunZiaproject@blm.goNDV 3 02009 
cc 

bcc 

Subject 

Please find my comments. concerning the Proj ect in reference to Deming I NM 

Jim Dye, A.C.E. 
Entomologist, Owner 
Border Pest Control, I nc. 
www.pest - pros.com 
575.546.7863 

~ 
S unZia·CommenLFI NAL.pdJ 
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~~~ 
TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

Jim Dye 
NAME 

COMMENT FORM 
u.s. Department ofInterior 

Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Organization (if applicable) 

10995 Columbus Rd. SE. 
ADDRESS 

Add to mailing list DYes ~ No 

Withhold personal information· ~Yes 0 No 

DYe, 0No ' 
Receive notification of 

EIS availability? 

Deming NM 88030 
CITY STATE ZIP 

COMMENTS: 

I vote in favor of the project but am in disbelief that anyone would ever consider putting 

transmission towers between Deming and the Florida Mountains to the Southeast. Deming has for many years 

used the Mountains as its image. We promote pure water, pure air,and wide open spaces. People move to 

Deming to get away from all the man made towers and enjoy our views. 

Deming's primary growth is to the South. More individuals would suffer loss of property values if transmission 

lines were routed South of Deming and most everyone I know thinks it would devastate our community and the 

real estate values. 

Please NEVER consider allowing transmission towers to run along the gas pipeline road ~outh of 1-1 0 in Luna 

County. This route is shown as one of the alternate routes of this project. Transmission lines already exist North 

of Deming and that is where the new lines should be. The DOE proposed route is acceptable. 

SEND COMMENTS TO , 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project I c/o EPG, Inc. I 4141 N. 32nd Street) Suite 102 I Phoenix, AZ 85018 

f<Copies ofcomments will be available for public review at the loral BLM office during regular business hours. Individuals requestillg their personal 

information be withheld Jrom puhlic review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information A ct must check "YES" in the appropriate box. Such 
requests will be honored to the f;·am! a!low~d hy law. 
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Hi, 

Kc5gei@aol.com 

11/18/2009 07:28 AM 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

ce 

bee 

Subject ke5gei . 

Ii \1 
NO~ 302009 

I am writing in concern that the plan is set up to go through 
windmill ranch subdivision in Ancho, NM. The route takes 
it through the most populated area of the subdivision. I 
along with every one else living here request that Sun Zia 
take the route North of us or the East side of 54, please. 
We all bought land to put houses on and enjoy retirement. 
A few of those are US soldiers that are stationed in 
Germany at the moment. One emailed me yesterday. She 
is very upset like all of the property living here and ones 
looking forward to living here in a few years. 
Again I request that Sun Zia take your route North or East 
of Windmill Ranch Subdivision. 
Thank you, 
Karen Wehnau 
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~O@ 
"Miller, Leah (ESEA Mil AlC)" 
<Leah.MiJler@honeywell.eom 
> 

To <NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov> 

ee 
NOV 302009 

10105/200903:15 PM bee 

Subject Powr Line 

I don't think you should put a power line thru the Bosque del Apache. Or through any other 
Wildlife Refuge. 

How is this even legal? But after watching the Ken Burns TV special on National Parks, I see that 
all kinds of 

destructive things were proposed to serve other purposes at the cost of degrading 

irreplaceable resources 

that belong to the whole United States. Let's not join that deplorable list. 

Leah Miller 

Honeywell International Inc. 

Defense & Space Electronic Systems 

9201 San Mateo Blvd NE (MIS C-26) 

Albuquerque, NM 87113-2227 

Phone 505 828-6766 

Fax 505 828-5500 

leah.miller@honeywell .com 

swardell
Typewritten Text
0784



"Lisa Ellis" 
<Lisa.Ellis@toyonassociates. 
com> 

11/20/200903:23 PM 

To <NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bee 

~PIJ 
NOV 302009 

Subject Message for Adrian Garcia Re: SunZia Transmission Line 
Project 

Dear Adrian, 
I am a landowner in the Windmill Ranches subdivision, near Carrizozo. I own 40 acres there 
(Lot #86) . I spoke to you earlier this year about my concerns that the "SunZia" project could 
potentially run near or through the Windmill Ranches subdivision. I send in a comment card by 
the deadline and was also contacted by Tom Udall's office regarding my comments and 
opposition to the transmission lines. 

My understanding at that time was that the actual location of the lines had yet to be determined. 

I have just received an e-mail from a fellow landowner that the proposed lines are now running 
through my land as well as the parcels next to mine which are owned by my brother BJ Gates 
(Lot 87) and my parents Bill & Joyce Gates (Lots 88 & 89). Imagine my surprise! 

Can you please explain how these lines can run through private property? As you can imagine, 
the land there would be destroyed and not suitable to live on. What legal rights does this SunZia 
Transmission, LLC have to come in and destroy privately owned property? Windmill Ranches 
is a subdivision where people live now and where many people intend to live after retirement. 
That was my plan and why I purchased the land in the first place. 

Also can you please explain what the next steps in this process are going to be? I thought some 
kind of analysis was going to be done on the environmental impact ofthis transmission line, but 
maybe that does not include the impact to people or property. 

Any information you can pass along would be greatly appreciated. 
Thank you. 
Lisa Ellis 
251 Golf Links Street 
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523 
925-988-0725 (home) 
925-685-9411 ext 3122 (work) 

Lisa A. Ellis, Director - Client Services 
Toyon Associates, Inc. 
Phone: 925-685-9312 
FAX: 925-687-9013 
lisa.ellis@toyonassociates.com 
1800 Sutter Street #600 
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Concord, CA 94520 

Lisa A. Ellis, Director - Client Services 
Toyon Associates, Inc. 
Phone: 925-685-9312 
FAX: 925-687-9013 
lisa.ellis@toyonassociates.com 
1800 Sutter Street #600 
Concord, CA 94520 

rmp 
NOY 302009 

The contents of this e-mail message, including any attachments, are intended solely for the use 
of the person or entity to whom the e-mail was addressed. It contains information that may be 
protected by the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act, Privacy Act, work-product 
doctrine, or other privileges, and may be restricted from disclosure by applicable state and 
federal law. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be advised that any 
dissemination, distribution, or use of the contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you 
have received this message in error, or are not the named recipient(s), please notify the sender 
immediately by reply e-mail or by phone at 925-685-9312 and delete this message from your 
computer. Thank you. 

'-'. 
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wp 
NOV 302009 

Monica Stephens 
<mstephe@email.arizona.edu 
> 

1112312009 11 :53 AM 

Monica G. Stephens 
92 4 N. 6th Avenue 
Tucson, AZ 85705 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject SunZia transmission lines through San Pedro Valley 

Adrian Garc i a, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
The U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of Land Management 
Post Office Box 27117 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502 - 0115 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I am writing you in regards to the proposed route of high tension 
transmission lines through the Lower San Pedro Valley. I am 
respectfully requesting that you remove these potential routes from 
consideration. As you may know, the San Pedro River is the last 
free-flowing, undammed river in Arizona and holds significant 
ecological and cultural value to the Southwest and all of the United 
States. 

I moved to Arizona initial l y to pursue a PhD in community economics 
and development. I have since establ ished permanent res i dency here 
and developed a strong bond with the peopl e and a reverence for the 
environment of Southern Arizona . The construction of a 1000 ft. 
access corridor through the Lower San Pedro Watershed would adversely 
affect the ecosystem surrounding the San Pedro River and its major 
tributaries. It would also disrupt the many archeologically and 
historical l y significant sites present in the area. Personally, I 
enjoy walking and hiking in this undeveloped area that serves as a 
wildlife migration corridor . The proposed transmission lines would 
certainly damage this area env ironmentally and detract from its scenic 
value f o r me. 

Please cons i der alternative r outes for this transmission project. I 
understand the need t o mov e energy to Southern California. I would 
support an initiative that utilized existing highway and ra i l 
corridors wel l away from the San Pedro Valley. 

If there i s any way I c an be o f assistance, or prov ide you with more 
informa t ion , please feel f r ee to con t act me. 

Thank you for reconsider i ng these transmiss i on routes. 

Sincerely, 

Mo nica S tephe n s 
mstephe@emai l . a ri z o na .edu 
(520) 6 2 6 - 8922 
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Monica Stephens 
School of Geography and Development 
University of Arizona 
Tucson, AZ 85721 
(520.626.8922) 
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Nathaniel Brodie 
<brodiequivari@gmail.com> 

11 /23/2009 08:56 AM 

Mr. Garcia, 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.90v 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Power Lines 

08f16S 

.NOV 30 2009 

I'm writing to state my abs'olute opposition to the proposed power-line route through the lower 
San Pedro River Valley--a delicate ecosystem and noted archaeological "hotspot." Please do not 
unnecessarily mar one of our last riparian oasis with high voltage structures and lines. Run them 
up the 1-10 corridor. Money is not everything. Thank you for your consideration. 

Nathaniel Brodie 
nbrodie@emaiLarizona.edu 
310 6330100 
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Norm Meader 
<nmeader@cox.net> 

1112212009 08: 16 PM 

Adrian Garcia 
Bureau of Land Management 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

&Jp 
NOV 302009 

Subject Comment on Proposed SunZia Transmission Line, SE 
Arizona Portion 

SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

Dear Adrian: 

I am writing to you about the proposed Sunzia Transmission Line that 
could potentially follow the San Pedro River north of Benson, Arizona, 
through Cascabel and Readington. I own land in Cascabel on the east 
side of the San Pedro River and liv e there part time now that I have 
retired, and this project concerns me great l y. As I have become a part 
of the Cascabel community over the last 12 years, I have developed a 
deep appreciation for the natural, spiritual, and community resources in 
the area. These are an integral part of my life now, and the proposed 
transmission line threatens what I value and cherish most about Cascabel. 

Over the last 25-30 years local residents and newcomers alike have 
worked closely together with each other and with agencies such as the 
BLM and the Nature Conservancy to protect the area and its varied 
resources. This has taken great care, time and persistence, and routing 
the transmission line across the Hot Springs Wash corridor would greatly 
damage and disrupt what so many of us have worked so hard for, not just 
the natural heritage of the area but also its spiritual underpinning, 
something significantly advanced by the local Cascabel Hermitage 
Association (eRA) . Even though local individuals may not undertake a 
spiritual sojourn on CHA lands, just the presence of this spiritual 
resource affects all of us and how we interact with each other and the 
land . It has helped make us a fuller and more cohesive community of people. 

I therefore express my hope and desire that the proposed transmission 
line be routed through a less sensitive area. So many of us who live up 
and down the valley see this line as greatly damaging to what we value 
most in life. 

Sincerely, 
Norman M. Meader 
3443 E. Lee Street 
Tucson, AZ 85716 
(520) 323-0092 
nmeader@cox.net 
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"BOWMAN, Sonya A CPT 
MIL USA USINSCOM" 
<sonya.bowman@us.army.mi 
I> 

11/17/200902:20 PM 

To Whom it May Concern, 

To NMSunZiaProjecl@blm.gov 

cc sonya_bowman@yahoo.com 

bcc 

Subject Soulhwest Transmission Line Project 

~ II 
NOV 30 2009 

I am writing concerning the SunZia Southwest Transmission Line Project that 
appears to go directly through the Windmill Ranches subdivision in Lincoln 
County, NM. I currently own two parcels (23 & 24) in this subdivision. I am 
very concerned about this project as I have worked hard to pay for this land. 
T currently serve in the US Army and this land is where I intend to build my 
retirement home. I have spent many years moving myself and my family around 
with the military, defending the freedom and rights we are supposed to have as 
Americans, and saving money to pay for this land. I think it is absolutely 
wrong to do this to people who have worked so hard for something. I purchased 
this land for its beauty and ruggedness. I did not purchase this land to be 
close to or see powerlines. This land is an integral part of my retirement 
plan and these powerlines will definitely affect the value of my land 
therefore negatively affecting my ability to sustain myself during retirement. 

I ask that you reconsider your decision to build powerlines in this area. I 
also ask that if you do decide to build in this area that you fair l y 
compensate the owners for all of their parcels. I am willing to sell my land 
and lise the money to purchase somewhere else. Please contact me at this email 
address, office 301-677-5088, or cell 205-903-7307. 

Sincerely, 
Captain Sonya A. Bowman 
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Stephanie Duisberg 
<slephanieduisberg@hotmail. 
com> 

11/23/200912:41 PM 

Adrian Garcia 
BLM 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

To <nmsunziaproject@blm.gov> 

cc 

bcc 

Subject opposed to proposed power line 

dlpg 
NOV 302009 

I am taking this opportunity to register with you my opposition to the proposed power line 
by NM Sun Zia that is to traverse BLM and other Hermitage, etc lands in the Lower San 
Pedro River. 

I hope the BLM will stand against this project as this line could, and should, run along 
existing highway and RR corridors. The lower San Pedro Watershed is an ecologically intact 
landscape, an increasing rarity in our fragile, arid and rapidly developing area. The 
biological and archeological treasures of this region are priceless, and certainly not worth 
compromising for power lines which may be obsolete in our future. 

I will thank you profoundly for standing with us and your missions of protection of our 
environment. 

Best regards, 

Stephanie Duisberg, Ph.D. 
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9pg 
Stelfi Lippel 
<stelfi.lippel@gmail.eom> 

To NMSunZiaProjeet@blm.gov 

ee 
NOV 302009 

11 /23/2009 02:53 PM 
bee 

Hello Mr. Garcia, 
I am writing because 
valley are beautiful 
the SunZia project. 
and it is rich with 
sites. If we allow 
surely never cease. 
generations! 

Thank you, 
Stephanie Lippel 

Subject Cascabel 

I think that Cascabel and the San Pedro River 
and should be protected from interests such as 
It is a gem of riparian habitat and biodiversity, 

human heritage and many unexcavated archaeological 
this area become tainted. the destruction will 
Please protect these public lands for future 

nWe are all made of stars.!! 
steffi.lippel@gmail.com 
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T Brightman 
<thomasabrightman@gmail.c 
om> 

11 /22/200906:59 PM 

To NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 

cc 

bcc 

Subject Cascabellransmission line 

II 
NOV 302009 

I am appalled by this proposal. As a player in the solar business I know factually there is no 
excuse to build consolidated solar production fields that would transmit "green" energy to 
California. It is pure bs, greenwashing for the gas fired plant. Please do think about this. To 
destroy environment for lines, and then build a solar plant which is admittedly more efficient 
than distributed generation(ie, at the site of consumption), and then dilute all the efficiency 
gained through line losses in addition to habitat loss, what is the blm particitpating in? Where is 
conservation of energy for you guys? or are you only managing land for consumption? 
Californians still have plenty of roof space, what do you think would be better there- mountain 
lion habitat or solar panels? ... .. still thinking? .. .. I guess that would be- solar panels. 

So please say no to the lines through Cascabel. No one really needs more power, they are just 
being sold it. When prices go up we will have less consumption of every1hing, including your 
land. and I am aware of the gas fired plant they want to tie in. It is just money talking and worse, 
deciding what all of us are talking about. 
Take Care-Tom 
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PATRICKH. LYONS 
COMMISSIONER 

State of 9f!-UI !Me;dco 
Commissioner of Public Lands 

COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE 
Phone (505) 827-5760 

310 OLD SANTA FE TRAIL 
P.O. BOX 1148 

Fax (505) 827-5766 
www.nmstatelands.org 

SANTA FE. NEW MEXICO 87504-1148 

July 30,2009 

Adrian Garcia 
BLM Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P.O Box 27115, Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 
1474 Rodeo Road, Santa Fe, NM 87505. 

Re: My Comment to the SunZialBLM EIS Record 

Dear Adrian, 
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I write to apologize to you for any misunderstanding my comment, addressed to Tom 
Wray and provided at the EIS Scoping Meeting in Carrizozo on July 8, 2009, may have 
caused to you or any other of your colleagues at the BLM State of New Mexico Office. 

My sole objective in writing that comment was to make Tom (whom I know) laugh -
nothing more. It did not occur to me that BLM representatives, or anyone other than Tom 
himself, the project manager, or his colleagues at Southwestern Power, would ever read 
those public comments. 

Please know that Commissioner Lyons has pledged his complete support to making 
certain that the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project is implemented in the earliest 
possible timeframe and becomes a great success for the Southwestern Power'Group, for 
the benefit of the peoples of New Mexico and Arizona, and, that it stands as a robust 
example of state to state and federal government collaboration in the southwest for many 
years to come - a sentiment I share 100%. 

-State Land Office Beneficiaries· 

" 
. 
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-- . . ~ .. 

.-- r T \ 
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Carne Tingley Ho~r ita'. Charitahle Penal & Reform. Common Schools. Eastern NM University _ Rio Grande Improvement - MlOcrs' Hospital of NM -NM Boys 
School. NM Hig.hlanus UmvcrsilY. NM Institute of Mining & Technology. New MexIco Military Insututc_NM School for the Deaf - NM School for the Visually 
Handicapped. NM State Hospital _ N .. ' w Mexico State Un iversity. Northern NM Community Collegc _ I'cmtentiary of New Mexico - Puhllc Buildings at Capital -
Statc [" lrk Conl!nb~ulJl _ U nl\'cr~H) of Nl'W Mexico. UNM Saline [ .<lntls _ Water Reservo1rs _ We.~tem New Mex1eo Universi,y 
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Attached, please find my simultaneous apology to Tom personally for my facetious 
remarks. 

Sincerely, 

%~ A , 
Brian Bingham 
Director 
Renewable Energy Division 
NM State Land Office 

Cc: Commissioner Patrick Lyons 
Tom Wray, SunZia Project Manager 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
AIR FORCE CENTER FOR ENGINEERING AND THE ENVIRONMENT 

REGIONAL OFFICE· CENTRAL 
525 SOUTH GRIFFIN, SUITE 505 

DALLAS TEXAS 75202·5023 

Mr. Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
301 Dinosaur Trail 
(P.O. Box 27115) 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87508 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

25 November 2009 

As Department of Defense (DoD) Regional Environmental Coordinator (REC), 
Region 6, we are sUbmitting formal written scoping comments to your office as the lead 
Federal Agency for the SunZia Southwest Transmission project and the project EIS 
process. 

The Department recognizes that wind and solar power, and a reliable transmission 
system, are essential for our nation's energy security. DoD supports the Bureau of Land 
Management's efforts to site energy infrastructure in locations that will provide efficient 
generation and transmission of electrical power to major load centers. At the same time, 
DoD must ensure that energy infrastructure does not adversely impact the testing and 
training activities on our ranges and installations. We are SUbmitting specific comments 
with this letter and these comments reflect the views of individual DoD installations. 
However, the issues are complex and the Department stands ready to work with all 
concerned to see that this project goes forward with a solution that successfully balances 
both energy security and national defense. 

The attached EIS scoping comments are the combined comments for all military 
ranges and installations in New Mexico and southeastern Arizona. The comments detail 
potential impacts to our ranges and installations and their testing and training activities for 
each ofthe proposed transmission line routes ofthe SunZia project. Please refer to the 
attached comments for a description of these routes which are labeled on the map, also 
attached. 

The Near West Route, Northern Route, and Eastern Route ofthe proposed SunZia 
project would have an adverse effect on military activities and cannot be mitigated. We 
recommend these routes not be developed. 

All western routes (Far West Route and two Middle West Routes) connect to the 
Northern Route portion and therefore these routes would also have an adverse effect on 
military activities and cannot be mitigated. DoD recommends no development ofthese 
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routes. The Far West Route by itself would potentially have the least direct impacts to 
DoD activities of any of the western routes. However, impacts associated with 
transmission line placement on the Northern Route result in the Far West Route having 
adverse effects that cannot be mitigated. We recommend these routes not be developed. 

If the Northern Route transmission lines are moved farther north out of White 
Sands Missile Range airspace impact area and/or the transmission lines are placed 
underground to remove impacts to military ground testing & training and airspace usage, 
coupling this altered route with the Far West Route might be compatible with DoD 
activities in New Mexico. 

It is important for BLM and DoD to find a "win-win" solution that supports both 
renewable energy and vital national defense military activities in New Mexico. DoD 
remains confident its collaboration with BLM will identify an alternative northern route (or 
other routes) compatible with both national interests. 

IfBLM has any questions concerning these New Mexico joint military comments, 
please contact Dr. Thorn Rennie at thomas.rennie@brooks.af.mil or 214-767-4650, ext 
4678. 

In addition, as requested by DoD REC Region 9 who has oversight for Arizona 
military issues, comments are included from Fort Huachuca on potential impacts of the 
SunZia proj ect transmission line routes in Arizona. Please contact Ms. DeEllen Brasher at 
deellen.brasher@nayy.mil or 619-532-2434 about the Fort Huachuca comments. 

This is a DoD Region 6 REC coordinated position. 

Atchs: 
1. Consolidated DoD Comments 
2. Map 

Sincerely, 

, THOMAS M. MANNING 
DoD Regional Environmental Coordinator 
Region 6 
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CONSOLIDATED DOD COMMENTS TO NEW MEXICO BLM ON THE 
PROPOSED SUNZIA SOUTHWEST TRAMSMISSION PROJECT PROPOSAL 

GENERAL COMMENT - The Department recognizes that wind and solar power, and a 
reliable transmission system, are essential for our nation's energy security. DoD supports 
the Bureau of Land Management's efforts to site energy infrastructure in locations that 
will provide efficient generation and transmission of electrical power to major load 
centers. At the same time, DoD must ensure that energy infrastructure does not adversely 
impact the testing and training activities on our ranges and installations. We are 
submitting specific comments with this letter and these comments reflect the views of 
individual DoD installations. However, the issues are complex and the Department stands 
ready to work with all concerned to see that this project goes forward with a solution that 
successfully balances both energy security and national defense. 

NEAR WEST ROUTE - Describes power lines running either side of WSMR western 
boundary. Note: All western routes also include the Northern portion which has major 
adverse impacts to DoD ranges, installations, and activities. 

DoD Impact Summary: The Near West Route of the proposed SunZia Project will have 
an adverse effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated and DoD recommends no 
development of this route. 

1. White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) 

• WSMR is establishing a range to test high power Improvised Explosive 
Device (lED) defeat weapons along its western boundary. This site was 
chosen because of remoteness and lack of commercial electrical and telephone 
networks. These IED defeat systems are both ground based and carried on 
airborne platforms, mainly Unmanned Aerial Systems (UAS). This route 
would impact the safe operation ofUASs. 

• The US has developed weapon systems specifically designed to damage and 
disrupt power transmission lines which will be tested on this same range. 
These are primarily air delivered weapons and are greatly affected by winds. 
There is high risk of inadvertently damaging or destroying the SunZia 
transmission lines during testing of weapon systems. 

• WSMR use of various high power radars and weapon systems such as the IED 
defeat systems listed above can effect power lines modulations. Coupling 
these frequencies into power line results in two problems: a) Possible 
disruption of SunZia transmission system due to phase mismatch or other 
unintended effects, and b) unwanted exposure of US defense systems; i.e., the 
ability for others to deduce the nature of testing by measuring the modulations 
in the carrier current. 
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• WSMR airspace extends beyond its borders and extends from ground level to 
exo-atmospheric. WSMR has a heavily used airfield (Stallion) in the 
northwest corner of the range. The airfield is used by manned and unmanned 
aircraft. Many UAS have very slow climb rates, making 160-200 ft power 
lines even a few miles away a significant concern. WSMR also tests and uses 
cruise missiles which can fly as low as 20 ft above ground level (AGL) as 
targets for air defense system testing. Power lines at 160 ft pose hazards that 
would require circumscription of test events. The potential for lost aircraft or 
damaged power lines is a concern. 

• It is difficult to predict future technologies and their associated needs and 
impacts. However, what is certain is the need for a large test range that can 
isolate the public from the effects of test activities. High power transmission 
lines on WSMR border, which when disabled, could have disastrous 
consequences in two states and is an imprudent risk. 

• Two environmental areas of concern are the Aplomado Falcon release 
program and the Todsen's Pennyroyal conservation effort. Significant 
coordination and impact assessments need to be done to resolve any potential 
impact on these two environmental areas of concern. 

2. Kirtland AFB 58th Special Operations Wing (SOW) 

• Routinely uses Oscura and Red Rio gunnery ranges in the northern portion of 
WSMR. A power line along the western boundary will have training and 
safety impacts to our mission, forcing tilt and rotary wing aircraft out of their 
training profiles. 

• A foreseeable cumulative impact of constructing this power line will be the 
eventual development of wind turbines to take advantage of this project. 
Those wind turbine fields will pose an even greater threat to our training and 
testing missions. 

NORTHERN ROUTE - Describes power lines paralleling HWY 380 to the north of 
WSMR real estate; however it is well within the WSMR airspace. 

DoD Impact Summary: The Northern Route of the proposed SunZia Project will have an 
adverse effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated as proposed and DoD 
recommends no development of this specific route. 

1. Holloman AFB (49th Fighter Wing) 

• Route bisects "Lava Mesa" operating areas directly impacting low level 
training and access to OscuralRed Rio Ranges. Transmission lines create 
permanent obstacle to realistic training at low altitude for low altitude fighters. 
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Gennan Tornado aircraft routinely use this area for 200' AGL training for 
ingress to the above ranges. 

• Route will directly impact Low Level route VR-176 (Visual Flight Rules 
Route 176) on the eastern side ofR-5107 causing aircraft to climb/avoid 
transmission lines and possible future wind turbines. 

• Any wind turbines following this route could also potentially cause radar 
interference issues for Holloman aircraft, directly impacting both test and 
training effectiveness and/or safety. 

2. Kirtland AFB (58th SOW) 

• Route will impact both safety and training due to height of transmission lines 
and towers. Both tilt rotor and rotary-wing aircraft will be forced to climb out 
of their training profiles to enter and exit WSMR. This will degrade their 
training (i.e., poor conditions for realistic training for combat conditions 
including interrupting target acquisition) and produces safety concerns with 

potential conflicts with fixed wing aircraft above 500' AGL. 

• Fixed wing aircraft will be forced to climb to avoid this corridor. 

• There are additional safety and training concerns when aircraft are operating 
near Red Rio Range. 

• Wind turbines along this route, or built off range to the east will pose 
additional safety and training concerns with operations along VR-176. 

3. Cannon AFB (27th Special Operations Wing) Responses (Condensed) 

• Route would impact any low flight operations for rotary and fixed wing 
aircraft operations at low altitude. Transmission lines and towers would force 
a fly up maneuver to avoid lines (Safety), in particular, in the following 

Cannon low-level routes: IR-I13 and VR-I00I12S. Wind turbines under these 

low-level routes could potentially cause radar interference to aircraft operating 
within the confines of these military training routes. This would interrupt 
training at critical stages (prior to target area). 

• Interference with critical low altitude ingress route structure to Red Rio range 
from east (VR-176) interrupting target acquisition. 
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4. White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) 

• Airspace in R-5107 extends from surface to exo-atmospheric altitude. WSMR 
has a heavily used airfield (Stallion) on the western side of area near the 
proposed route. The airfield is used by manned and Ulunanned aircraft. Many 
UAS have very slow climb rates making 160'-200' towers even a few miles 

away hazardous and a significant concern. "Other Government Agencies" and 

allied nations use this site for similar activities. 

• WSMR also tests and uses cruise missiles extensively in the area in certain 
tests. These missiles can be flown as low as 20' AGL as targets for air defense 
system testing. Proposed power lines on this route would directly affect 
feasibility of these tests. Impact of power lines by manned or unmanned 

aircraft, aside from being a safety hazard to aircraft would also pose a 
significant risk for reliability of uninterrupted power to customers. 

• A/cumulative impact of constructing this power line will be the eventual 
development of wind turbines to take advantage of this project. Those turbine 

fields will pose an even greater threat to our training and testing missions. 

EASTERN ROUTE - Generally describes a route paralleling HWY 54 from the El 
Paso, Texas area, through eastern boundary ofWSMR, Alamogordo/Holloman AFB area 
and extending to an area north of Carrizozo, New Mexico. 

DoD Impact Summary: The Eastern Route of the proposed SunZia Project will have an 
adverse effect on military activities that cannot be mitigated and DoD recommends no 
development of this route. 

1. Holloman AFB - 49th Fighter Wing 
• Training and test aviation in restricted airspace east ofWSMR property would 

be impacted, forcing low altitude operations higher. 

• Major impact to IR-133 (Low Level Instrument Flight Rules Route 133) and 
VR-176 for ingress to Red Rio and Oscura Ranges. 

• Major impact to various approaches to Holloman AFB for any lines 
constructed within 10 nautical miles of the airfield. 

• The above concerns are for safety, realistic training, and effective test 
operations. 

4 

acorathers
Text Box
0825



• One route shows transmission lines enter at the Holloman AFB southern 
boundary and run north 1800 feet; make a 90 degree tum to the east and exit 
the installation. According to the map provided by BLM/SunZia, the line 
would either run adjacent to or through the EI Paso Electric Sub-station which 
is not compatible with Holloman AFB operations. 

• Having the line run across Holloman property will require an Environmental 
Baseline Survey, funded by BLM, and a Real Property easement; approval of 
which would be Air Combat Command level. 

• Overall, this route poses a major impact to ingress to Red Rio and Oscura 
ranges for aircraft from Kirtland AFB, Cannon AFB, and Holloman AFB, as 
well as any portion of the power line route within 10 miles of the Holloman 
Airfield. 

• Further evaluation will be required for stormwater, geological, water, safety 
and occupational health, hazardous materials/waste, and socioeconomic issues 
if this route is selected. There are currently no natural or cultural concerns for 
this segment. 

2. Kirtland AFB - 58th SOW -Safety and realistic training impacts for SOW mission 

• 58th routinely uses Red Rio/Oscura gunner ranges on the eastern border of 
WSMR. The proposed eastern route will run very close to the border of those 
ranges, increasing potential hazard to helicopter tactical training. 

3. Cannon AFB - 2ih SOW -

• Major impacts on training and safety for both Red Rio and Oscura Ranges. In 
addition, this proposed route would cause pilots to avoid transmission lines 
while operating in IR-l13 and VR-1001125. Wind turbines built under these 

low-level routes could potentially cause radar interference to aircraft operating 
within the confines of these military training routes. 

4. Fort Bliss 

• The proposed route would impact safety of low level aviation assets and the 
use of established routes used by helicopters moving from Biggs Army 
Airfield to training areas and ranges. The higher the obstacle the greater the 
danger. 

• Power lines on Fort Bliss reduce the maneuver area and the ability of 
mechanized units to maneuver. The area immediately east of Highway 54 is a 
critically important north-south maneuver corridor and would be reduced by at 
least 36 square kilometers by this proposal. Any lines west of the existing 
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power line on Dona Ana North Training Area would restrict training at the 
battalion and brigade level. 

• Lines in the vicinity of Highway 54 will impact UASs moving east and west 
during brigade and battalion exercises. Maneuver boxes are adjacent to both 
sides of Highway 54. The potential exists for UASs to impact the power lines. 

• Taller power lines could pose a significant threat to rotary-wing aircraft 
moving from Orogrande Range Camp to the Digital Air Ground Integration 
Range (DAGIR). The DAGIR is a multi-million dollar 8 by 12 kilometer 
range. Training will be conducted on the DAGIR by the Combat Aviation 

Brigade being stationed at Fort Bliss at least 200 days per year with 50% of 

the operations occurring at night - Particularly hazardous to crews using night 
vision system. 

• The height of the proposed transmission lines impact helicopter traffic up and 
down the route. The transmission lines north of Orogrande will impact 
integration of aviation assets into training scenarios on the Combined 

Collective Training Facility (Urban Operations). 

• A cumulative impact of constructing this power line will be the eventual 
development of wind turbines to take advantage of this project. Those turbine 
fields will pose an even greater threat to our training and testing missions. 

TWO MIDDLE WEST ROUTES 

DoD Impact Summary: These two Middle West routes connect to the Northern Route 
portion and therefore these routes will also have an adverse effect on military activities 
that cannot be mitigated. 

1. White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) 

• WSMR airspace extends beyond range borders and extends from ground level 
to exo-atmospheric. WSMR uses this airspace for both manned (helicopter, 
aircraft) and unmanned aircraft testing. Power lines at 160 ft pose hazards that 
may require modification of some test events. The potential for lost aircraft or 
damaged power lines is a concern. Additionally, WSMR uses the western 
extension area as a safety buffer for weapon testing. There is a potential to 
damage these power lines. 
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FAR WEST ROUTE (passing west of Truth or Consequences). 

DoD Impact Summary: The Far West Route by itself will potentially have the least direct 
impacts to DoD activities of any of the western routes, but impacts associated with 
transmission line placement on the Northern Route make the Far West Route adverse 
effect and cannot be mitigated by SunZia. 

Development of a Possible Alternative Northern Route: 
If the Northern Route transmission lines are moved farther north out of White Sands 
Missile Range airspace impact area and/or the transmission lines are placed underground 
to remove impacts to military ground testing & training and airspace usage, coupling this 
altered route with the Far West Route might be compatible with DoD activities in New 
Mexico. 

COMMENTS ON IMPACTS TO FT. HUACHUCA AND 162ND FIGHTER WING 
IN ARIZONA ON SUNZIA SOUTHWEST TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT IN 
ARIZONA 

1. Ft. Huachuca (along 1-10 passing near Ft Huachuca) 

DoD Impact Summary: This segment of the proposed SunZia route will have an adverse 
impact on military activities that cannot be mitigated. DOD recommends no development 
ofthis route which runs through the Military Electronic Range (MER) boundary. 

Fort Huachuca is the home of the US Army Electronic Proving Ground (EPG) due to the 
remote location, electromagnetic interference-free environment and its location as a high 
valley protected on all sides by mountains. The 2500 square mile MER surrounds Fort 
Huachuca and extends well north of Benson, AZ. It is the only area protected from 
electromagnetic encroachment by the National Telecommunications and Infonnation 
Administration as well as statutory protection from the state of Alizona. USAEPG is a 
principal Army test center for Command Control Communications Computer Intelligence 
Surveillance & Reconnaissance (C4ISR) systems, Unmanned Aircraft Systems (UAS) 
payloads, and navigation & avionics systems; the primary Army activity for the test of 
distributed communication systems. 

Development of the SunZia power transmission line routes along the northern edge of 
1-10 through the valleys encompassing the greater Wilcox, Benson, Tucson corridor will 
have serious adverse impacts on the Ft Huachuca Electronic Test missions. Impacts 
include but are not limited to the following: 

• Unintentional transmission of Radio Frequency (RF) noise by the power lines will 
mask and prevent the detection and use of weak signals necessary to characterize 
the perfonnance of C4ISR systems and networks. 
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• The transmission lines also function as unintentional antennas, picking up signals 
generated during testing. These could impact operational security by allowing 
identification of operational scenarios and countermeasures used. The 
amplification of radio frequency noise caused by lightning and static electricity 
buildup caused by rain, thunder and dust storms creates new unintentional 
antennas which will jam radios and other receiving devices under test or used in 
testing. 

• Electronic Warfare Scenarios could produce signals which couple onto the power 
lines to interfere with the control of the power grid across Arizona and New 
Mexico, causing adverse impact to power distribution. 

The power line will also create an electronic path which will circumvent the special 
protections mentioned above. Any route located within the EMR area will seriously 
degrade testing scenarios causing increased cost, extended timelines, and dilute testing 
sensitivity required by C4ISR systems. 

Alternate solutions not affecting Ft Huachuca missions would have to run through 
Mexico to Green Valley or remain above the northern boundary of the MER. A map 
depicting this protected area can be obtained from Gretchen Kent at: 
Gretchen.kent@us.army.mil. 

2. 162nd Fighter Wing, Arizona Air National Guard (Transmission lines near 
Lordsburg, Safford, Duncan, Willow and San Manuel) 

DoD Impact Summary: These transmission lines and towers of the proposed SunZia route 
will have an adverse impact on military activities that cmmot be mitigated and DOD 
recommends no development of this route. 

• The transmission lines of concern that would impact the 162nd FW are located 
near the towns of Lordsburg - Safford - Duncan - Willow - San Manuel. All 
of these towns are involved in and around Jackal Low MOA, VR 260 & VR 
263. 

• The development of new transmissions lines in these areas will greatly impact 
the mission of the 162nd FW. These transmission lines will go through two of 
three low level MTR routes used: VR 263 (Duncan-Lordsburg) - This route is 
flown an average of 335 times annually. VR 260 (Duncan) - This route is 
flown an average of207 times annually. Both of these routes are utilized in 
extremely high task loading missions [at 500' AGL and 500 knots airspeed]. 
These missions are called LASDT (Low Altitude Step Down Training) 
mISSIOns. Each student pilot flies 3 or 4 of these missions in their CUlTent 
syllabus. 
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• These missions are flown dual, with an Instructor Pilot in the rear-cockpit 
down at 500 feet AGL and 450 - 500 knots. The maneuvering is 3 
dimensional (aircraft pulls up to specific attitudes/altitudes and pull down 
inverted to recover back at 500 feet AGL. With the addition of power lines to 
these routes, it would be extremely difficult to plan these maneuvers, 
restricting our ability to flow from point to point without avoiding these new 
lines. Aircraft fuel consumption is already stretched by the amount of events 
the student must complete as they fly these routes. With any new obstruction, 
162nd FW would have to plan route to avoid these safety hazards, thus putting 
aircraft/pilots at risk and modifying or eliminating these missions. 

• The 162nd FW plans its missions to avoid any obstructions that are in and 
along each route. The addition of these transmissions lines would cause the 
162nd FW to modify/eliminate these missions, which is unacceptable. At the 
end of missions flown on VR - 260 and VR - 263, aircraft tum south and 
enter into the Tombstone MOA's. They fly the final portion of these missions 
on the East side of the MOA to complete maneuvers. 

• The 162nd FW also utilize the Jackal Low MOA (50 times; Safford-San 
Manuel) a year to fly these missions. With terrain and airspace boundaries 
existing, adding transmission lines and towers would eliminate this airspace as 
usable. The danger/risks of these maneuvers with new transmission towers in 
the area would greatly impact our low altitude capabilities as an AF ANG 
training wing. 

Contact LtCol Mark Harting (mark.harting@aztucs.ang.af.mil) for specifics 
on comments. 
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November 27, 2009 

NEW MEXICO ARCHEOLOGICAL COUNCIL 
P.O. Box 25691, Albuquerque, NM 87125 

and 

ARIZONA ARCHEOLOGICAL COUNCIL 
P.O. Box 3886, Flagstaff, AZ 86003 

VIA ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION (adrian garcia@nm.blm.gov; NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov) 

Mr. Adrian Garcia, BLM Proj ect Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

Re: Recommendations for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

Thank you for extending the comment period for the scoping phase of the SunZia Transmission Line 
Project Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The New Mexico Archeological Council (NMAC) and 
the Arizona Archaeological Council (AAC) are pleased to be a part of this process, and we welcome the 
opportunity to express our joint concerns and offer suggestions regarding the proposed transmission line 
through New Mexico and Arizona. 

NMAC is a nonprofit organization whose purpose is to maintain and advance the goals of professional 
archaeology in the State of New Mexico. These goals include promoting awareness of New Mexico's 
cultural resources among public agencies, corporations, and members of the public. The majority of our 
membership consists of professional archaeologists who are permitted to conduct archaeological studies 
on state lands and on federal lands subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEP A) and the 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). Our members have extensive knowledge related to the 
archaeology of the proposed project area in New Mexico as well as expertise in agency compliance with 
NEP A and NHP A. 
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NMAC & AAC Scoping Comments on SunZia EIS/2 

The AAC is a nonprofit, voluntary association whose mission is to promote the goals of professional 
archaeology in Arizona. Dedicated to preserving cultural resources through education and advocacy, the 
AAC embraces a diverse membership drawing from academic and private-sector professionals; local 
communities; federal, state, municipal, and tribal agencies; and avocational archaeologists. Like NMAC, 
AAC members have extensive experience in historic preservation, a clear understanding of the pertinent 
laws, and a strong commitment to archaeological research within the framework of compliance. 

NMAC and AAC support responsible development and transmission of renewable energy in the 
Southwest. Planning and development of renewable energy infrastructure, however, must take into 
account direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of large-scale projects, such as the SunZia transmission 
line on the wide range of cultural resources located within and around the proposed project corridor in 
New Mexico and Arizona. It is our desire to assist the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in carefully 
evaluating the siting of the transmission facility pursuant to the requirements ofNEPA and Section 106 of 
theNHPA. 

At this early stage of project planning, NMAC and AAC strongly urge BLM to initiate the Section 106 
process immediately because the proposed SunZia project has the potential to adversely affect historic 
properties (see 36 C.F.R. § 800.1 (c)). Pursuant to the NHPA implementing regulations, 36 C.F.R. §§ 
800.2(c)(5), 800.3(f), NMAC and AAC request consulting party status in the Section 106 process for the 
SunZia transmission project. 

NMAC and AAC have three broad concerns regarding cultural resources and the SunZia transmission 
project, which we present as follows. 

I. Clearly Define the Project Purnose and Need and Develop a Reasonable Range of Alternatives. 

NMAC and AAC are concerned that the SunZia transmission corridor is being developed to provide the 
bulk ofrenewable power to states other than New Mexico and Arizona. A related concern is that even if 
the project will provide access to renewable power for New Mexico and Arizona, large population centers 
in both states will have priority of access, rather than the small communities that the May 29, 2009 Notice 
of Intent (NOI) lists as being located along the transmission corridor. If these small communities are to 
bear the burden of impacts from wind turbines, generating stations, and transmission lines, they should be 
among the first to benefit from the proposed project by having priority access to energy generated from 
renewable sources served by the SunZia transmission line. 

We believe that BLM must clearly articulate the project purpose and need in order to develop a 
reasonable range of alternatives for balancing the specific need for renewable power transmission 
facilities with the burdens on small communities, impacts to remote landscapes, and effects on cultural 
reSOUTces within the project corridor. Because such large portions of the landscape and a diverse variety 
of cultural properties will be impacted by the proposed project, ELM should focus on using to the greatest 
extent possible existing transmission corridors, roadways, and facilities before considering new corridors 
over undeveloped lands. The range of alternatives must minimize impacts to significant archaeological, 
historical, and traditional cultural properties within and around the proposed project area and to the 
cultural and natural landscapes that make New Mexico and Arizona so unique . 

II. Adequately Identify Cultural Properties Impacted by the Proposed Project and Evaluate Direct, 
Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts on Those Properties. 
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NMAC & AAC Scoping Comments on SunZia EIS/3 

A. The project maps available on BLM's website are not at a sufficient scale to allow for a 
clear understanding of the locations of potential routes in relation to cultural resources. 

As a preliminary matter, the maps of the proposed routes available on BLM's website are presented at 
such a large scale that it is difficult to evaluate the density of cultural resources that could be present in 
the project corridor and alternative routes. With a project corridor of this scale, without designation of 
specific locations of individual facilities and powerlines, BLM must assume that the project will impact a 
great many cultural properties. 

We believe it is possible for BLM to provide a map in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
showing specific site locations and site-density information at a scale small enough to evaluate the 
number of sites present in the corridor but large enough to prevent such a map serving as a "treasure map" 
for the general public. Because these data are not shown on the project maps currently available online, 
NMAC and AAC cannot evaluate which route might be preferred for its lowest density of cultural 
resources and least impact to known resources. 

B. Cultural Property Concerns in New Mexico 

The Rio Grande corridor from EI Paso north was the original Camino Real. It was not until later that it 
was diverted between Paraje de San Diego and Socorro. The Rio Grande corridor has special cultural 
significance for its association with this route and would be negatively impacted by a transmission line. 
By contrast, because the canyon walls are steep, there was less prehistoric and historical settlement along 
a portion of the Rio Grande in this sector. A transmission line siting in this area might avoid important 
resources and could potentially be placed out of view ofInterstate 25. 

One proposed route borders or overlaps with the Camino Real in the Jornada del Muerto region. This 
route is historical and insufficiently studied, and the historic sense of the place itself would suffer adverse 
impacts from location of a transmission line within the area' s viewshed. Many sizable Jornada Mogollon 
villages are expected to be encountered along this route. 

Another proposed route is along the west fact of the mountains. Transmission routes are often relegated to 
mountains to avoid valleys, because they are presumed to contain fewer archaeological sites. As we learn 
more about the unobtrusive nature of the archaeological and material remains of the peoples who lived in 
the mountain ranges, however, including many historically described groups, we are finding that Class I 
information is not an accurate representation of site distributions and types. Consequently, it is no longer 
appropriate to place development corridors in these zones without sufficient evaluation and consideration 
of these types of resources. For example, an area along the west slope of the San Andres Mountains 
evaluated as having low potential for cultural resources on project maps actually has a high potential for 
sites of nonsedentary groups, including the Apache, Jano, Jocome, Manso, and Suma. Archaeologists 
have only recently learned to recognize the various archaeological signatures of prehistoric and historical 
mobile groups who occupied these mountain zones. Most archaeologists are not familiar with these 
signatures, as is reflected in the low densities of sites recorded in these areas and also by the evaluation 
that the foothills bordering the Rio Grande has low potential for archaeological materials. If the route is 
taken through this area, it is imperative that archaeologists specially trained in the recognition, recording, 
and evaluation of these types of resources (sites of prehistoric and historical mobile groups) be involved 
in the fieldwork. Existing site densities should not be taken as an indication of the presence or absence of 
important cultural properties. 

C. Cultural Property Concerns in Arizona 
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NMAC & AAC Scoping Comments on SunZia EIS/4 

These concerns extend to Arizona, as well. The ancestral Western Apache and Chiricahua Apache (and 
other non-Apache mobile groups) were known to occupy southeastern Arizona and travel through it, 
using the mountains as refugia and resource areas and the valleys as travel routes and resource 
procurement areas. The sacred character of mountains, discussed further below, enhances the importance 
of the region. We also note that archaeological sites representing the material remains of Protohistoric and 
Historic period O'odham peoples are often nearly as ephemeral as the remnants of Apache peoples and 
require equally skilled archaeological attention. These types of sites continue to be missed and 
mischaracterized, including by recent research-focused inventories that have been undertaken specifically 
along the lower San Pedro and in the Safford-Duncan areas. Training in the signatures of these more 
ephemeral site types is necessary before inventory work is undertaken, and Class I studies must take thieir 
absence in the record into account. 

BLM must consider impacts to the Zuniga Trail, the Zuni Trail, and several of the currently suggested 
routes of the Coronado Expedition, which the proposed project corridor crosses in southeastern Arizona 
between Duncan and Bowie. None of the suggested routes alleviate potential adverse impacts to 
significant historic trails ( also including the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro National Historic Trail and 
the Janos Copper Road in New Mexico; the Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail in Arizona; and 
the Mormon Battalion Trail/Cook's Wagon Road, Butterfield Trail , and the Gila Trail in both states). 

The proposed transmission routes running west from the Safford area could significantly impact cultural 
landscapes important to several Native American groups. Route alternatives are proposed to run directly 
between two of the four mountains that are sacred to members of the San Carlos and White Mountain 
Apache Tribes (Mount TurnbullJSanta Teresa Mountains and Mount GrahamlPinaleiio Mountains) and 
are in areas once used by the Chiricahua Apache. In addition, modern-day Akimel O' odham, Tohono 
O'odharn, San Xavier District O' odham, Hopi, and Zuni peoples consider themselves descendants of the 
Hohokam and Ancestral Puebloan peoples who inhabited the lower San Pedro River Valley, Pinaleiio and 
Pelon cillo foothills, and Safford Basin. Therefore, these tribes view landscapes containing prehistoric 
Hohokam and Ancestral Puebloan archaeological sites as significant to their histories and cultures. 

The routes from the Willow substation to the existing 345kV line in eastern Pinal County that pass 
through the Safford Basin, Aravaipa Valley, and lower San Pedro River Valley are of special concern. 
These areas contain rich records of more than twelve millennia of Native American, Hispanic, and Euro
American activity. Work by a number of archaeologists in these areas have shown the importance of this 
rich and varied cultural landscape; the authors of this letter have personally carried out research in these 
areas for nearly three decades and consider this one of the most sensitive areas along the route. 

With regard to cultural properties, the San Pedro River Valley is perhaps the richest, densest, most 
diverse, and most important area in Arizona. Important historical figures such as Francisco Vasquez de 
Coronado and Padre Eusebio Kino explored this valley and were among the first Europeans to meet its 
native occupants. Scholarly giants including Adolf Bandelier, Byron Cummings, Emil Haury, and Charles 
Di Peso investigated the archaeological sites of the area. In prehistoric times, the mammoths and the 
Clovis people who hunted them roamed through the San Pedro River valley and later, diverse cultures 
ranging from the Hohokarn, Salado, and Casas Grandes peoples to the miners and six-shooters of 
Tombstone and the OK Corral made their presence known. We believe too much is at stake to sacrifice 
the archaeological remnants of such tremendous cultural diversity; the San Pedro River valleys is not a 
viable route alternative for supplying regional population centers with power, unless the existing 345kV 
line is paralleled or proper consideration is given to the rich and varied resources, including those that 
leave a less spectacular footprint. 

In an effort to assist BLM in selecting the best route some of our knowledgeable members and leadership 
are willing to provide BLM with proprietary databases, including the most current research and site 
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NMAC & AAC Scoping Comments on SunZia EIS/5 

locations on Apache, Sobaipuri, and the Coronado route as it pertains to these key areas, including the 
lower San Pedro River Valley, Aravaipa Valley, the Peloncillo Mountains, and the Safford and San 
Simon basins. 

D. Make Every Effort to Identify Cultural Properties within the Project Corridors Early in 
the NEP A Process (BLM Cannot Defer Identification and Evaluation until after the 
Record of Decision [ROD]) 

NMAC and AAC encourage BLM to begin tribal consultation sufficiently early in the planning process 
that tribes can assist BLM in identifying cultural resources in the project corridor. When a federal agency 
proposes an undertaking, the NHPA requires the agency to "take into account the effect of the 
undertaking on any [property] that is included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register [of 
Historic Places]" (16 U.S.C. § 4701). This statutory obligation requires the federal agency, in consultation 
with the SHPO, to identify whether any listed or eligible historic properties are present in the proposed 
activity area. Section 106 provides several means for identifying historic properties, including the 
requirement that the agency "[g]ather information from any Indian tribe ... identified pursuant to § 
800.3(1)' to assist in identifying properties, including those located off tribal lands, which may be of 
religious and cultural significance to them and be eligible for the National Register" (36 C.F.R. § 
800.4[a][4]). Thus, consultation with Native American tribes to identify cultural resources must be 
performed prior to agency action. Failure to do so could result in the agency not identifying all possible 
cultural resources affected by the undertaking, resulting in subsequent destruction of those resources. 

We believe that BLM cannot properly develop and evaluate project alternatives, nor can it select a 
preferred alternative, if BLM defers the identification of cultural properties until after the ROD without 
detailed Class I and some Class II survey of key portions of alternative routes, including vital turning 
points. In his November 5, 2009 testimony before a joint meeting of the subcommittees of Energy and 
Mineral Resources, and Water and Power of the Arizona Legislature, SunZia project manager Tom Wray 
stated that BLM would develop a Programmatic Agreement (PA) pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.14(b) that 
would allow BLM to defer any cultural resources survey until after BLM selected a preferred alternative: 

Given the current state of cultural resource databases in the West, especially for utility 
corridors, the P A should specify that Class 1 data from previously conducted studies 
would be sufficient to support the analysis of alternatives and the development of NEP A 
documents, and that Class III field surveys would occur after the ROD has been issued. 
[Wray (2009:19) testimony (available at http://www.sunzia.net/pdflTestimony_ II-5-
09.pdt)]. 

Deferring identification of cultural resources until after BLM selects a preferred alternative and issues a 
ROD potentially violates both NEPA and NHPA. NMAC and AAC are seriously concerned with BLM's 
intent to give only minimal consideration to cultural resources at the planning stage for a project of such 
magnitude that will likely adversely affect a great many eligible and potentially eligible properties. We 
disagree with Mr. Wray's statement that a Class I survey is sufficient to allow for meaningful analysis of 
alternatives and urge BLM not to defer all identification and evaluation of cultural resources until after 
the ROD. We hope that BLM will work with the consulting parties in the Section 106 process to 
determine a protocol for evaluating cultural resources that is effective and efficient and allows for an 
increased level of survey effort in those areas that the consulting parties determine require more in depth 

I 36 C.F.R. § 800.3(t) states that "the agency official shall identify any other parties entitled to be consulting parties 
and invite them to participate as such in the section 106 process" (emphasis added) . This section applies to 
undertakings that are not located on tribal lands. 
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attention prior to BLM selecting a preferred alternative. Perhaps a Class II survey will be appropriate 
along with through Class I surveys of the alternatives. 

We also hope that clear and applicable eligibility criteria are discussed early in the process so that the 
value of these highly variable resources can be considered within appropriate frameworks. NMAC and 
AAC would like to be consulted with respect to these considerations, given the depth and breadth of our 
experience in these areas. We believe we can be of assistance in helping design criteria for evaluating 
these culturally diverse resources in some of these understudied areas and also those found in heavily 
studied areas where not all resources have been given equal consideration. 

1II. Adequately Evaluate All Foreseeable Actions Connected to and Cumulatively Occurring from the 
Proposed Project That May Affect Cultural Resources. 

As part of the SunZia EIS, BLM must identify and evaluate impacts of connected actions and cumulative 
effects from known additional feeder lines that will tie into the proposed transmission system. The NEPA 
regulations define a "connected action" as an action that is closely related to the proposed action such that 
it should be discussed in the EIS (40 C.F.R. § IS08.2S(1]). Future cumulative actions are anticipated to be 
developed from future renewable energy projects that are not defined. Clearly, feeder lines are part of the 
larger proposed action and depend on the larger action; thus, any additional feeder lines are part of the 
scope of the EIS. 

NMAC's and AAC's key issues of concern with respect to feeder lines are: (1) how many additional 
feeder lines will be needed; (2) where they will be located; (3) what kinds of impacts will they (and wind 
generators, etc.) have on cultural properties; (4) will the project be segmented when small feeder line 
roads are added; and (S) if the feeder lines are segmented from the federal undertaking, will the feeder
line locations escape the requirements for cultural resources survey because they are on State Trust Land 
or on private land? NMAC and AAC are concerned that segmenting feeder lines from the current 
proposed project will allow connected actions and cumulative impacts to get around full compliance with 
NHP A. We are also concerned about the treatment and use of existing unpaved roads. Will these require 
survey owing to increased use and maintenance, as is commonly required for linear projects within New 
Mexico? Will efforts be made to use extant roads to minimize erosion, damage, and indirect impacts to 
cultural resource through increased access? 

We are also concerned about the suggested right-of-way (ROW) width. Presentations suggest a 200-foot
wide study corridor is sufficient, whereas BLM policy for linear ROWs requires a SO-foot study area on 
either side of the corridor in addition to the corridor itself. Restatement of this policy will clarify required 
survey and use corridors. 

This project would be best facilitated and would have the least overall impact if it followed the existing 
34SkV through southern Arizona, using existing access. We recognize that this is probably not feasible in 
some areas. Looking toward the future, we request that the BLM consider attaching a condition that the 
new transmission corridor be available for other transmission lines for future green-energy undertakings. 
This requirement would limit the impact of future infrastructure on these remote and cultural landscapes 
in the long term. 

Conclusion 

We recommend that BLM should not defer all identification and analysis of cultural resources in the 
project corridor until after the NEPA process is complete. Reliance on Class I surveys will not provide 
any information about cultural resources present in unsurveyed and under surveyed areas within the 
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proposed corridors and could result in adverse impacls to eligible cultural resources that cannot be 
mitigated after the factor or that could be avoided with some Class II inventory. NMAC and AAC 
strongly urge BLM to initiate the Section 106 process immediately and begin consultation with tribes, 
SHPOs, local communities, and other interested parties in order to identify the area of potential effect for 
the project and the level of investigatory effort necessary to ensure that cultural properties are identified 
within the project area so that these data can guide BLM in development and analysis of alternatives. 

Please include the following persons from NMAC and AAC in your distribution list for public notices of 
any meetings and for circulation of any documents for public comment. All correspondence should be 
sent to: 

Deni Seymour, President 
New Mexico Archeological Council 
2916 Palo Alto Dr. NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87 112 
505-934-3364 
denij seymour@aol.com 

Stephanie M. Whittlesey, President 
Arizona Archaeological Council 
P.O. Box 3886 
Flagstaff, AZ 86003-3886 
swhittlesey@cox.net 

Samantha Ruscavage-Barz, Legislative Chair 
New Mexico Archeological Council 
P.O. Box 2569 1 
Albuquerque, NM 87125 
sam.ruscavagebarz@gmail.com 

NMAC and AAC appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments, and look forward to participating 
in the NEPA and NHPA processes for this project. 

Thank you, 

I~ DeniJ . Seymour 
Deni J. Seymour, Ph.D. 
President, New Mexico Archeological Council 

lsI Stephanie M. Whittlesey 
Stephanie M. Whittlesey, Ph.D., RP A 
President, Arizona Archaeological Council 

Cc: James Garrison, Arizona State Historic Preservation Officer 
Jan Biella, Interim New Mexico State Historic Preservation Officer 
Jane Childress, Bureau of Land Management 
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202-429-3945 

Gene Rossano 
425 laurel rd e , Nokomis, FL 34275  
 

November 25, 2009   12:27 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
 
Gene Rossano 
425 laurel rd e 
Nokomis, FL 34275 
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202-429-3945 

Paul Kerman 
P.O.  Box 1914 , Missoula, MT 59806  
 

November 21, 2009   9:18 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
Why not bury the transmission lines and save the money and time wasted on debate over routes. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Kerman 
P.O.  Box 1914 
Missoula, MT 59806 
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202-429-3945 

Joy Cassidy 
6098 E. Hayden Lake Rd. , Hayden, ID 83835  
 

November 21, 2009   4:33 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
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I AM 100% FOR CLEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY SOURCES; HOWEVER, PLEASE 
UTILITZE THE AVAILABLE SCIENCE IN ORDER TO MITIGATE ANY AND ALL 
NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAl IMPACTS!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joy Cassidy 
6098 E. Hayden Lake Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
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202-429-3945 

William Burt 
2007 S Joyce St , Arlington, VA 22202  
 

November 21, 2009   12:18 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support an increase in the cost of power by clamping down more on the cap and trade approach 
to conservation. Reducing waist by 3% per year over the next ten years will elliminate the need 
for more power. This will elliminate the need for ugly industrial sized wind farms on BLM land. 
I urge you to refuse any permits to build these industrial power plants-thats what they are- on our 
remaining unscathed land. 
 
In lue of that I support this message from TWS 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
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202-429-3945 

Dave Kisor 
45-223 Makahinu St. , Kaneohe, HI 96744  
 

November 21, 2009   4:19 AM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
--------------------- I don?t know who dreams up these ideas but I have a question for you.  Does 
the public exist to serve the infrastructure, or is the infrastructure there to serve the public?  If 
you said the first, then you are indeed the Bureau of Lost Minds (I learned that term from 
someone who had been BLM.  At the time I was in the Forest Circus).  Instead of building the 
power plant in the middle of nowhere far from the end users and running a hideous quantity of 
lines to lose that much power along the way, build the bleeping thing considerably closer to the 
end users.  Having been a Naval Aviation Electrician, I still know a bit of power distribution 
(albeit in a much smaller scale), but the principles are the same. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dave Kisor 
45-223 Makahinu St. 
Kaneohe, HI 96744 
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202-429-3945 

Ross Lockridge 
POB 22 , Cerrillos, NM 87010  
 

November 21, 2009   1:05 AM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible LOCAL development of renewable energy and think that large 
transmission lines should be minimized because of the damage caused to the environment.  
Nuclear is NOT the answer in the battle against global warming.   
 
Taking dirty coal plants offline, & developing our own green energy is the way to go, but nuclear 
is not green because 1) it takes a tremendous amount of energy to build a nuke and 2) likewise 
for the mining and 3) processing of the uranium.  
 
Solar / wind energy can be done locally and the need for transmission lines reduced. If the 
proposed transmission line is for nuclear power, this especially must be resisted.  
 
And, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of wildlife 
or our pristine wildlands.  We must ensure that the siting of transmission lines avoids sensitive 
areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  
 
 I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande near Bosque del Apache.  
Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along existing highways and 
transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
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- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable NON-NUCLEAR energy 
projects; I want assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy 
sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ross Lockridge 
POB 22 
Cerrillos, NM 87010 
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202-429-3945 

Robert  A. Mertz 
1205 Mulberry Ridge Road , Spencer, WV 25276  
 

November 20, 2009   7:01 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I am a scientist that has been teaching high school for 31 years.  I am also avid supporter of 
wilderness areas.  Wilderness area maintain the ultamate infrastructure of our planet Earth.  
Natural ecosystems maintain the carbon/oxygen, water, nitrogen and a number of other critical 
cycles rhat make the Earth a place that can sustain human life fo extended time.  We can not 
afford to degrade these systems with our relativly short term problems. 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
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- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert  A. Mertz 
1205 Mulberry Ridge Road 
Spencer, WV 25276 
 
 

acorathers
Text Box
0834



Winkelman Natural Resources Conservation District 
Box 68 • Mammoth Arizona . 85618 

Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
1474 Rodeo Road , Sa nta Fe, NM 87505 
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As a public entity charged by the Arizona Legislature to , "provide for the restoration and 
conservation of lands and soil resources of the state, " t h e Winkelman Natural Resources 
Conservation District (WNRCO) cannot endorse the routing of the proposed SunZia power 
transmission lines through the Aravaipa watershed in southern Arizona. The introduction of 
major infrastructure in this pristine area is unnecessary , given that less impactful 
alternat i ves are available. We strongly encourage consideration of alternative corridors that 
already have access roads and/or infrastructure in place . 

We understand that a major power line project in the Aravaipa region would require the 
construction of new access and construction roads . We oppose the construction of new roads 
crossing t he Galiuro Mountains in this region . In addition to the land disturbance problems 
associated with the propagation of invasive p lant species and soil erosion, these roads would 
become routes for all-terrain vehicles . This would inevitably lead to a web of off-road 
vehicular routes, causing degradation to the natural landscape and damaging long-term 
conservation efforts in one of the most important wilderness areas of the state . With many of 
our members working as ranchers in this region, we understand the impact of new road 
development in remote areas , as well as the ineffectiveness of gates and fences in 
controlling unauthorized use of these roads . 

The San Pedro River Valley supports the last major free - flowing river in the desert 
southwest , the main migratory corridor for neo-tropical birds in the West , and the greatest 
diversity of mammal species in North America . The Rocky Mountains , Sierra Madres, Sonoran and 
Chihuahuan deserts all merge here to create the greatest biodiversity of any landlocked area 
in the U.S . The Middle San Pedro River Valley , adjacent ranges and areas is one of the 
largest intact l andscape s in the lower 48 states . Landscape fragmentation, which this power 
corridor would affect , has been shown to negatively impact wildlife and ecosystem 
sustainability . 

It is not accidental tAat so many natural resource conservation efforts are concentrated in 
the lower San Pedro River and Aravaipa wilderness region . Dev'elopmen'"t. throughout the state 
has rapidly degraded riparian areas and dimin ished wildlife habitat, with cri~ical mi~ igati00 

projects and conservation efforts ending up in our region . We cannot allow the degradation of 
this area with the introduction of a major infrastructure project when the~e are alternative 
routes availab l e that have already been disturbed by development . The proposed area ._was 
utilized as a mitiga t ion region , recognized in exchange and used in consideration for o t her 
developmen t s that impacted the environment in Arizona . To now consiuer the proposed area for 
any deve l opment when it was previously reserved as an established environmental mitigation 
region is both inappropriate and unethical . 

William Dunn, Chairman ~.t.;J::o·V>J/ ...... 
Mary Mercer, Supe rvisor /Vvtz:tf\..-1 ~6-"L~ Il.o ...... 
Langdon Hill , Treasurer~-II_.\~~h I, ~W\ 
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202-429-3945 

Harvey Reading 
pob 551 , Shoshoni, WY 82649  
 

November 20, 2009   4:58 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I do not support the trade of public resources for the greater corporate good.  Those public 
resources are owned in common by all of us, not just a few unaccountable, vicious, greedy 
corporations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Harvey Reading 
pob 551 
Shoshoni, WY 82649 
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202-429-3945 

Margaret Adam 
PO Box 5197 , Bozeman, MT 59717  
 

November 23, 2009   10:00 AM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I insist that development of clean, sustainable energy does not come at the expense of wildlife or 
our pristine wildlands. 
We must concentraate on embedded energy installations, and smaller localized power plants. 
This will minimize the need for traansmission lines, saving us the tremendous  waste of power 
lost across long-distance transmission lines. It will also save us the vast environmental 
destruction and impacts on communities that large scale transmission causes. Additionally, local 
power avoids the risks to power supply from grid problems, natural disasters and potential 
terrorist or vandal attacks.  
 
Where transmission lines might still be needed, we must ensure that the siting of  avoids 
sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
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- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Margaret Adam 
PO Box 5197 
Bozeman, MT 59717 
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November 25th, 2009  
 
Delivered via electronic mail (adrian_garcia@nm.blm.gov; nmsunziaproject@blm.gov) and 
U.S. mail (with attachments). 
 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 
 
Re:  Scoping comments on new alternative routes for the proposed SunZia transmission 
project  
 
Dear Mr. Garcia, 
 
Please accept and fully consider these comments on the proposed SunZia transmission project 
(SunZia) by The Wilderness Society, Natural Resources Defense Council, Audubon New 
Mexico, and the New Mexico Wilderness Alliance, and on behalf of the Grand Canyon Chapter 
of the Sierra Club, Western Resource Advocates, the Arizona Wilderness Coalition, Sky Island 
Alliance, the Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection and the New Mexico Audubon Council.  
These comments supplement the comments submitted August 28th, 2009, which built upon the 
comments submitted July 13th, 2009.  The August 28th, 2009 comments are attached and 
incorporated by reference (Attachment 1).   
 
The comments below are organized into five sections: 1) additional information on opportunities 
to use cutting edge technologies for undergrounding lines in key areas; 2) identification of 
additional routes which should be considered in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS); 3) identification of routes with the least environmental impacts, based on current 
knowledge; 4) identification of route with unacceptable environmental impacts, based on current 
knowledge; and 5) identification of potential conflicts with military operations and possible 
solutions.  
 
Introduction 
 
The mission of The Wilderness Society is to protect wilderness and inspire Americans to care 
for our wild places.  We have worked for more than 70 years to maintain the integrity of 
America's wilderness and public lands and ensure that land management practices are sustainable 
and based on sound science to ensure that the ecological integrity of the land is maintained. With 
over 500,000 members and supporters nationwide, TWS represents a diverse range of citizens.   
 
Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) is a non-profit environmental organization with 
1.3 million members and online activists.  NRDC uses law, science and the support of its 
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members and activists to protect the planet's wildlife and wild places and to ensure a safe and 
healthy environment for all living things.  NRDC has worked to protect wildlands and natural 
values on public lands and to promote pursuit of all cost-effective energy efficiency and 
sustainable energy development for many years.

Audubon New Mexico is the state office of the National Audubon Society with the mission to 
conserve and restore natural ecosystems in New Mexico focusing on birds, other wildlife, and 
their habitats for the benefit of humanity and the earth’s biological diversity.  With 5,000 
members and volunteers statewide, Audubon aims to enhance the knowledge of New Mexico 
citizens to make informed decisions about the protection of wildlife.  There are four local 
Audubon chapters throughout New Mexico – Mesilla Valley Audubon Society, Southwestern 
New Mexico Audubon Society, Central New Mexico Audubon Society, and Sangre de Cristo 
Audubon Society – which are community-based organizations providing Audubon with a local 
constituency and leadership in many of New Mexico’s largest and fastest growing communities 
including Albuquerque, Belen, Las Cruces, Santa Fe, and Silver City.  
 
The New Mexico Wilderness Alliance is a non-profit 501 C3, grassroots, environmental 
organization dedicated to the protection, restoration, and continued enjoyment of New Mexico’s 
wildlands and Wilderness areas. The primary goal of the New Mexico Wilderness Alliance is to 
ensure the protection and restoration of all remaining wild lands in New Mexico through 
administrative designations, federal Wilderness designation, and on-going advocacy. 
 
It is clear that the nation’s growing addiction to fossil fuels, coupled with the unprecedented 
threats brought about by global warming, imperil the integrity of our wildlands as never before. 
To sustain both our wildlands and our human communities, we believe the nation must transition 
away from fossil fuels as quickly as possible.  To do this, we must eliminate energy waste, 
moderate demand through energy efficiency, conservation, and demand-side management 
practices, and rapidly develop and deploy clean, renewable energy technologies, including 
utility-scale projects. For these reasons, it is important to the undersigned that the SunZia line is 
planned to transport renewable energy and we are seeking to ensure that it both supports 
renewable energy and protects the natural values of the lands it will cross. 
 
Though renewables should be developed first in areas close to existing transmission and demand, 
new transmission will be necessary to access stranded resources.  Like renewables siting and 
development, this transmission must be sited and built in the best way possible, using an open, 
stakeholder driven process to identify and address siting conflicts early and aggressively 
pursuing all available options to minimize and mitigate any unavoidable impacts.  This approach 
is of even more importance in the case of SunZia, because if the rich wind and solar resources 
accessed by the lines are to be developed fully, multiple additional lines will be necessary going 
forward.  These additional lines should be sited in the same corridor as the SunZia lines to 
minimize impacts.  With the potential for multiple high-voltage lines paralleling SunZia, it is of 
paramount importance that the SunZia corridor be chosen well.  

 
I. Additional information on possibility for economical burial of lines using new 

American Superconductor technology.  
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As discussed in Attachment 1, undergrounding power lines can have significant environmental 
benefits, obviate airspace and/or military conflicts, and allay many local concerns that are raised 
in the context of new transmission line proposals, such as impacts to property values, view shed 
and quality of life. By minimizing, or avoiding these concerns entirely, undergrounding can help 
avoid costly delays in the permitting process, benefitting project proponents and speeding the 
delivery of renewables to market. 
 
With the advent of new technologies some of the engineering and economic barriers to 
undergrounding cables are being addressed. New high-temperature superconductor cables 
(HTS), such as those produced by American Superconductor, have three to five times the 
capacity of conventional underground AC cables and up to ten times the capacity of DC cables. 
These new cables operate between about 65 and 75 degrees Kelvin (about –210 C and –200 C), 
which is a significant advancement from previous superconductors, which had to be operated at 
just a few degrees Kelvin. The wires are kept at these temperatures by running liquid nitrogen 
through the cables, unlike other technologies which use oil and other mediums for temperature 
control.1

 
  

One of the factors limiting the use of undergrounding to date has been cost. Underground cable 
system costs are driven by site-specific design and installation parameters while ballpark 
estimates are often predicted using a uniform cost ratio of underground to overhead cables.2 
Costs for undergrounding different cable technologies will continue to fluctuate with market 
conditions and vary from project to project, but preliminary data suggests that there can 
potentially be long term cost savings over the life of these newer, more efficient technologies.3

 
 

As discussed in Attachment 1, undergrounding cables has great potential for avoiding and 
minimizing environmental impacts on sensitive resources. HTS cables in particular have 
significant promise to minimize unacceptable impacts. According to American Superconductor, 
these cables can be installed in existing rights of way – some as narrow as three feet – with a 25 
foot construction easement.4

 
  

Given the presence of sensitive environmental resources along many of the proposed routes and 
the proximity of several military installations with flight operations, strategic use of 
undergrounding must be considered as a way to minimize or possibly avoid some of the 
proposed project’s impacts. The use of undergrounding along specific proposed routes is 
discussed in greater detail in the analysis of each proposed route. 
 
Recommendations:  BLM should consider the option of requiring construction of underground 
transmission lines where proposed rights-of-way conflict with sensitive biological resources, and 
where conflicts with military activities may reduce the feasibility of environmentally preferable 
routes. BLM should study the potential impacts of both burying lines (including analysis of all 
available technologies for burying lines, including but not limited to HTS lines, oil cooled, gas 

                                                 
1 http://www.amsc.com/pdf/HTSC_AN_0109_A4_FINAL.pdf 
2 http://www.aep.com/about/i765project/docs/UGvsOVHDPaper.pdf 
3 Ibid. 
4 Presentation, American Superconductor, attached to these comments for your reference (Attachment 2) 
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cooled, and XPLE insulated lines) and keeping them above ground, evaluating the pros and cons 
of these alternatives, and then recommend the approach that best protects the environment.   
 

II. Additional route which should be considered in the Draft EIS in Southern Arizona: 
a route following I-10 and skirting Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line 
to the southwest. 

 
As described in Attachment 1, a route should be considered heading west in Arizona which 
continues to follow I-10 where the existing alternative route heads northwest to the proposed 
Willow substation.  This new route could continue on along I-10 and then skirt Tucson by 
following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest.  Such a route would avoid the sensitive 
resources in the Aravaipa Valley, Aravaipa Canyon, the northern Pinaleño Mountains, the 
northern Galiuro Mountains, and the San Pedro River Valley.   
 
Recommendations:  BLM should thoroughly evaluate an alternative route along I-10, which 
then follows the existing 345 kV line around Tucson, which avoids significant impacts along 
existing proposed and alternative routes.  If this route is determined to be viable and have fewer 
environmental impacts than other alternatives, BLM should select it as its preferred alternative in 
the Draft EIS.  In evaluating all alternatives, BLM should consult with local stakeholders in the 
area of these routes, including local communities and Native American Tribes, in addition to 
completing detailed analysis of potential impacts from these routes and requiring measures to 
avoid, minimize and mitigate those impacts.  
 

III.   Among routes already identified in BLM scoping materials, routes with least 
environmental impacts, based on current knowledge, should be pursued.  

 
a. New Mexico route with least environmental impacts, based on current 

knowledge: around the east side of the White Sands Missile Range (WSMR)  
 

The New Mexico route with the least environmental impacts (Least Impact Route), based on 
current knowledge, is shown in red in the attached map of New Mexico Routes with Least 
Environmental Impacts (Attachment 3).  This is the route which runs furthest south in the area of 
the proposed Organ Mountains National Conservation Area (through “Parcel B”, as shown in 
Attachment 3), then along Hwy 54 in the McGregor Range Utility Corridor to the northeast.  
This route then runs along the east side of the WSMR and meets back up with Hwy 54 just south 
of the Otero/Lincoln County line and follows Hwy 54 northeast to the eastern terminus of the 
route. As detailed in Attachment 1, all of the routes west of the WSMR would have significant 
environmental impacts.  The Least Impact Route would still have significant environmental 
consequences, but appears to have the least environmental impacts, based on current knowledge, 
for the following reasons: 
 

i. Least impacts to Rio Grande River and avian migration routes 
 
As detailed in Attachment 1, any crossing of the Rio Grande River will likely cause significant 
impacts to migrating bird populations and other wildlife.  The crossing north of the Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge (Unacceptable Route), in particular, would have unacceptable 
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impacts to migrating birds and other wildlife.  The Least Impact Route would have the least 
amount of impacts because it decreases the effect on waterbirds and the migratory, wintering, 
and breeding bird populations that rely on the middle Rio Grande Valley. 
 

ii. Least impacts to lands with wilderness characteristics 
 
As shown in Attachment 3, the Least Impact Route would directly intersect the fewest number of 
Citizens’ Wilderness Proposal (CWP) areas inventoried by the New Mexico Wilderness 
Alliance.  As described in detail in Attachment 1, lands that have wilderness characteristics and 
are under consideration for protection under the Wilderness Act, 16 U.S. C. § 1131-1136, or 
under specific administrative prescriptions, require special management; they should be carefully 
identified and protected from the impacts of transmission.  Attachment 1 also details the many 
specific resources and values in these CWP areas the need to be protected from the impacts of 
transmission.  Further, the Least Impact Route avoids crossing the CWP area west of Lordsburg  
(since the route passes north of Lordsburg), so it has the least impacts of the routes west of Doña 
Ana County.   
 

iii. Limited impacts to cultural resources  
 

The information in this section was produced by the National Trust for Historic Preservation and 
the Center for Desert Archaeology and is included with their consent.  Attachment 1 details 
potential impacts to cultural resources from routes west of the WSMR.  The Least Impact Route 
has fewer potential impacts to cultural resources, based on current knowledge, because it largely 
avoids historic trails and concentrations of medium to large prehistoric pueblo sites.  Still, 
adverse physical and visual impacts to trails that may be crossed by this easternmost SunZia 
alternative must be avoided, minimized, or mitigated.  Relevant important trails include: the 
Janos Copper Road that runs from Santa Rita south to Mexico; the Butterfield Overland Mail 
route that runs across western New Mexico and down through El Paso; and the Mormon 
Battalion Trail/Cook’s Wagon Road that runs through the southwestern corner of New Mexico, 
up the Rio Grande, and then through the northeast corner of New Mexico. Similarly, because 
some large prehistoric pueblo sites are concentrated in the Mesilla Valley south of Las Cruces 
and along the Mimbres River farther west, BLM must ensure that impacts to cultural resources at 
river crossings are ideally avoided, at the very least minimized or, as a last resort, mitigated.  
 

iv. In the Las Cruces Area, the Least Impact Route has the least impacts 
on the proposed Organ Mountains National Conservation Area  
 

Of the routes which run through the proposed Organ Mountains National Conservation Area, the 
Least Impact Route would have the least impacts on the purposes established for the proposed 
NCA. This route runs in close proximity to an existing paved road, an existing pipeline, and an 
existing 115kV transmission line.  
 

v. BLM should consider a modification to the Least Impact Route, 
continuing to follow Hwy 54 towards Alamogordo 
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As shown in blue in Attachment 3 (Recommended Modification), there is potential for a 
modification to the Least Impact Route which would further limit impacts.  The Least Impact 
Route could be modified to continue to follow Hwy 54 where the Least Impact Route currently 
heads northwest roughly 15 miles southwest of Alamogordo.  In general, siting transmission 
lines along existing infrastructure provides the opportunity to limit impacts by concentrating 
development in areas which have already been impacted by existing development.  For this 
reason, BLM should consider the modification to the Least Impact Route shown in blue in 
Attachment 3. 
  
Recommendations:   In the Draft EIS, the BLM should thoroughly evaluate the potential for 
modifying the Least Impact Route to incorporate the Recommended Modification as another 
alternative or sub-alternative. BLM should thoroughly evaluate both the Least Impact Route and 
the Recommended Modification to identify their potential environmental benefits and should 
adopt one of these routes as the preferred alternative, due to the substantially reduced impacts to 
natural and cultural resources. 
 
In evaluating all alternatives, BLM should consult with local stakeholders in the area of these 
routes, including local communities and Native American Tribes, in addition to completing 
detailed analysis of potential impacts from these routes and requiring measures to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate those impacts.  
 

b. New Mexico route with second least environmental impacts, based on 
current knowledge: crossing Rio Grande River near Arrey and Derry, 
heading northwest along the existing 345 kV line at the southeast corner of 
Sierra County, turning east to the western border of WSMR and following 
the border north, then entering the WSMR to avoid the Antelope and 
Jornada del Muerto Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs). 

 
The New Mexico Route with the second least environmental impacts (Second Least Impact 
Route), based on current knowledge, is shown in yellow in Attachment 3.  The Second Least 
Impact Route crosses the Rio Grande River near Arrey and Derry, then heads northwest along 
the existing 345 kV line at the southeast corner of Sierra County, turns east to the western border 
of the WSMR and follows the border north, then enters the WSMR to avoid the Antelope and 
Joranada del Muerto WSAs.  This route appears to have the second least environmental impacts 
for the following reasons: 
 

i. Second least impacts to Rio Grande and avian migration routes 
 
As detailed in Attachment 1 and below, any crossing of the Rio Grande River will cause 
significant impacts to migrating bird populations and other wildlife.  The Second Least Impact 
Route decreases the effect on waterbirds and the migratory, wintering, and breeding bird 
populations that rely on the Middle Rio Grande Valley by avoiding the crossing near the Bosque 
del Apache National Wildlife Refuge. 
 

ii. Second least impacts to lands with wilderness characteristics 
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As shown in Attachment 3, the Second Least Impact Route would directly intersect several CWP 
areas, but would affect fewer CWP areas than the other alternatives west of the WSMR.  As 
described above and in Attachment 1, these areas require special management and should be 
carefully identified and protected from the impacts of transmission. 
   

iii.  Limited impacts to cultural resources 
 
The information in this section was produced by the National Trust for Historic Preservation and 
the Center for Desert Archaeology and is included with their consent.  The Second Least Impact 
Route would have relatively moderate impacts to cultural resources because it generally avoids 
historic trails and concentrations of prehistoric sites, such as those located along the northern 
crossing of the Rio Grande near the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge.  Still, BLM 
must ensure that any adverse physical and visual effects to nearby historic trails (e.g., the 
Mormon Battalion Trail/Cook’s Wagon Road) are ideally avoided, at the very least minimized 
or, as a last resort, mitigated.  
 

iv. BLM needs to ensure that this route truly does not intersect the 
Antelope and Jornada del Muerto WSAs and associated CWPs 

 
Though BLM’s apparent intention in moving this route east into the WSMR was to avoid 
intersecting the Antelope and Jornada del Muerto WSAs, GIS analysis indicates that the Second 
Least Impact Route may still intersect these WSAs, as well the CWPs in the same area.  BLM 
should adjust the route as necessary to truly avoid intersection with these sensitive areas, which 
would only require minor adjustments. 
 

v. Potential conflict with the Spaceport 
 
We understand that the Second Least Impact Route follows an existing 345 kV transmission line 
through the Spaceport that is currently under construction.  We trust that BLM will work with 
the Spaceport to avoid or otherwise limit to acceptable level the potential impacts to Spaceport 
operations.   
 
Recommendations:  In the Draft EIS, the BLM should thoroughly evaluate the potential for 
reducing damage to environmental and cultural resources by adopting the Second Least Impact 
Route.  
 
In evaluating all alternatives, BLM should consult with local stakeholders in the area of these 
routes, including local communities and Native American Tribes, in addition to completing 
detailed analysis of potential impacts from these routes and requiring measures to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate those impacts. BLM should also ensure that the Antelope and Jornada del 
Muerto WSAs and associated CWPs are not intersected by the route.  Further, BLM should also 
work with the Spaceport to avoid or minimize impact to operations. 
 

IV.   Route that should not be considered because of unacceptable impacts to avian 
migration routes and wildlife habitat (unless undergrounding in this area is 
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determined to be feasible and environmentally acceptable): crossing the Rio 
Grande River north of the Bosque Del Apache NWR   

 
As detailed in Attachment 1, any crossing of the Rio Grande River will entail significant impacts 
to migrating bird populations and other wildlife.  We have particular concerns about the impacts 
of the route (Unacceptable Route), shown in Attachment 3, which crosses the Rio Grande  River 
north of the Bosque del Apache NWR.  This route would have unacceptable impacts to migrating 
birds and wildlife habitat.  Unless analysis shows that running the lines underground in this area 
is feasible and reduces impacts to a level deemed acceptable by the Refuge, this route should not 
be brought forward for more thorough evaluation or adopted as the preferred alternative. 
 
The Socorro Valley has been identified as the most critical landscape in the annual cycle of the 
Rocky Mountain Population of Sandhill Cranes (approximate population 20,000 annually) due to 
the density of wintering birds in one location, the limited availability of foods (natural and 
wintering), and the small size of this wintering area.  
 

a. The Middle Rio Grande Valley – Critical for Migratory Birds 
 

The Unacceptable Route will cause impermissible harms to the migratory, wintering, and 
breeding bird populations that use the Socorro Valley and will compromise the establishment 
purpose of the Bosque del Apache NWR.  
 
Bosque del Apache NWR was established on December 18, 1936, with the acquisition of land, 
using the authority of the Migratory Bird Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 712d) of 1936, to provide 
refuge and breeding grounds for migratory birds and other wildlife as well as incidental fish 
and wildlife-oriented recreational development, the protection of natural resources, and the 
conservation of endangered species or threatened species.  Additional lands were added by 
Executive Order 82189 on November 22, 1939.  
 
Located on the southern end of the Central Flyway and along the key migration corridor of the 
Rocky Mountain Population of Sandhill Cranes, the Middle Rio Grande Valley, more 
specifically the Socorro Reach of the Valley, has been integral in the rebuilding and protection of 
this waterbird population.  During the early 1900’s the Rocky Mountain population of Sandhill 
Cranes numbers plummeted due to habitat alteration, land fragmentation, and human population 
growth (Taylor, 1999).  By the 1940’s, the Population was estimated to be fewer than 400 birds.  
Efforts to protect habitat, restore wetlands, and enhance existing natural and agricultural habitats 
in combination with sound population management practices helped the species recover to 
between 18,000 and 20,000 birds annually (Taylor, 1999).  Today along with the Rocky 
Mountain Population cranes, the Middle Rio Grande Valley plays host to hundreds of thousands 
of migrating and wintering waterbirds and countless breeding and migratory neotropical 
migrants and raptors. 
 

b. Collisions Highly Likely     
 

Managed agricultural crops are provided at Bosque del Apache NWR and the Ladd S. Gordon 
Waterfowl Management Area (managed by the State of New Mexico) approximately 40 miles 
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north of the Refuge.  Food and hunting management at each of these areas is designed to 
encourage daily movement between the areas to disperse the population of wintering cranes and 
snow geese and to reduce disease outbreak and spread (as shown on the chart reproduced below, 
which was provided courtesy of refuge biologists at the Bosque del Apache NWR).  Daily 
movements north out of Bosque del Apache NWR to Ladd S. Gordon or the surrounding 
agricultural lands expose birds to obstacles in their flight path.  Extreme weather conditions that 
create poor visibility, which are common along the river during the winter, further increase the 
likelihood of bird and transmission line collisions.   

Wintering sandhill crane (RMP and MCP) distribution in the MRGV, NM from 1999 to 2009.  Percentages 
based on weekly MRGV average. North includes state and private lands north of Hwy 380 and South 
includes BDANWR and private lands south of Hwy 380.
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Winter distribution of Sandhill Cranes throughout the Middle Rio Grande Valley in response to location of food and 
roost sites.   
 
 
In the San Luis Valley of Colorado, collisions with transmission lines were one of the 
contributing mortality factors to the experimental whooping cranes population.  On certain 
sections of transmission lines in the San Luis Valley where wetlands and agricultural foods are 
bisected by transmission lines, Sandhill Crane collision events have been as high as 75 birds a 
night (Mark Smith pers. comm.).  Historic bird and transmission line collisions at Bosque del 
Apache NWR and further north in Colorado stimulated the Refuge to work with the Socorro 
Electric Cooperative to bury all transmission lines on the refuge.   
 
The Socorro Valley is a narrow corridor that is used by hundreds of thousands of migrating and 
wintering waterbirds.  The Socorro Valley has been identified as the most critical landscape in 
the annual cycle of the Rocky Mountain Population of Sandhill Cranes (approximate population 
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20,000 annually) due to the density of wintering birds in one location, the limited availability of 
foods (natural and wintering), and the small size of this wintering area (Taylor 1999, Rod 
Drewien Pers. Comm).  Research across all Sandhill Crane populations indicates the single most 
important factor regulating Sandhill Crane populations is habitat availability (Tacha et al. 1992).  
Understanding the importance of the Valley in the context of population viability is essential 
when evaluating potential anthropogenic impacts.  In a 2005 USDA Forest Service Technical 
Report, Manville said that collisions with power transmission and distribution lines are estimated 
to kill as many as 175 million birds annually, and an additional tens to hundreds of thousands 
more birds are electrocuted.  The difficulty with quantifying the impact of these utilities is that 
due to great expanse of area they cover they are poorly monitored for both strikes and 
electrocutions (Manville 2005). 
 
The Socorro Valley is an important breeding area for numerous neotropical migrants including 
the endangered Southwestern Willow Flycatcher and the candidate species Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo.  Extensive alteration to the river and associated floodplain has reduced the available 
riparian habitat and constricted it to a narrow corridor.  This constriction increases the density of 
birds moving along the corridor increasing the likelihood of collisions.  The Socorro Valley also 
winters numerous Bald Eagles, with annual populations varying with wintering waterbird 
numbers, and hosts several species of raptors throughout the year.  
 

c. Negative Effects on the Local Economy 
 

Ecotourism for Socorro County is directly linked to the NWR and observation and photographic 
opportunities available to a wide audience, and anything that harms the wildlife or mars the view 
of this rural setting is going to have a negative impact on visitation.  Socorro County is the 
second poorest county in New Mexico, and the Festival of the Cranes, held annually at Bosque 
del Apache NWR is the single greatest income generating event.  Revenue from registered 
attendees of the 2004 20th annual Festival of the Cranes was $51,432 and the economic benefit to 
the local area was $2.2 million over the 6 days of the Festival.  Visitor recreation expenditures in 
the counties of Socorro, Bernalillo, and Sierra totaled $13.9 million of which $13.7 million came 
from non-residents resulting from visits to the Refuge.  The total tax revenue generated by 
Refuge recreation visits was $4.3 million for the region.  Local economic effects associated with 
recreational visits to the Refuge totaled more than $20.3 million in the local counties (Kerlinger 
1994, USFWS 2004). 
 
Recommendation:  Unless analysis shows that running the lines underground in this area is 
feasible and would reduce impacts to a level deemed acceptable by the Refuge, the Unacceptable 
Route should not be brought forward for more thorough evaluation or adopted as the preferred 
alternative, due to the harms to migrating birds and wildlife habitat caused by crossing the Rio 
Grande River north of the Bosque del Apache NWR, and the related negative effects on the local 
economy of this region of such harm to the birds’ habitat. 
 

V. Potential conflicts with military operations and possible solutions 
 
a. Least Impact Route 
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While the Least Impact Route is almost entirely outside the geographic boundaries of the 
military establishments it passes, there is still the possibility of interaction with military 
operations.  Specifically, the Least Impact Route passes directly under a Military Training Route 
(MTR) just north of Tularosa.  However, this MTR, designated VR176, is a visual route which 
has a floor of 1,500’ above the ground.  Since it is a visual route (pilots looking out the window), 
and the transmission towers will only extend approximately 130’ above ground, there should not 
be a conflict with the operations.  Towers in proximity to flight operations would be marked with 
high-intensity obstruction lighting to make them clearly visible from the air.  In addition, they 
would be depicted on aeronautical charts, and would ultimately become thoroughly familiar to 
pilots operating in the area as visual markers.   
 
Since the Least Impact Route also follows public roads, and is outside the fence of the bases 
along the route, it is highly unlikely that its existence would compromise any classified 
operations that the base would be conducting (since any operations in this area would already be 
in plain view of the public).  Also, it is unlikely that any weapon testing would be in proximity to 
these roads, due to the inherent risk to the public. 
 

b. Portion of Second Least Impact Route on north side of WSMR 
 
The portion of the Second Least Impact Route on the north side of WSMR passes directly 
through the full width of a Restricted Area.  This area is designated as R-5107C+H, which is a 
restriction that extends from the surface up to space.  There is an MTR (VR1233) that crosses 
almost perpendicular to the Second Least Impact Route.  This MTR is a low level route with 
segments less than 1,500’ above the surface. The construction of a transmission line crossing this 
MTR will certainly be of concern to the military.  One possible solution is burying the line across 
the portion which directly conflicts with the MTR.  This solution would eliminate the military 
conflict with this route. 
 

c. Additional comments on military issues 
 
Military flight operations in the area will definitely have to take into consideration the presence 
of the SunZia line.  However, the slight modifications that may be necessary to aircraft route or 
altitude, should not be used as justification to prohibit the delivery of renewable energy along 
this vital transmission corridor.  The Federal Aviation Administration, in 14 CFR Part 77, does 
not require notification for structures less than 200 feet tall.  Since transmission towers are in the 
130 foot range, the only time they would be a consideration is when they fall within a certain 
radius of an airport.  Our first hand observations of the entire eastern border of the White Sands 
range found that there were several radio towers in close proximity to the border of the base and 
to the proposed route which were not depicted on aeronautical charts.  These obstructions were, 
however, lighted and would be visible to military pilots in the area. 
 
It should also be noted that transmission lines, towers, wind farms and other obstructions are 
currently used by the military as checkpoints and turning points on MTR routes.  Following this 
logic, it is feasible that the presence of the SunZia line could be compatible with and perhaps 
even used in military navigation training in the southwest.   
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Finally, we believe it is important for energy independence to support renewable energy, 
including projects like SunZia, which should also be an important consideration for all parts of 
the government. 
 
Recommendations:  BLM should work with the Department of Defense and consider 
opportunities, including the potential solutions described above, to minimize conflicts with 
military operations along the routes with least environmental conflicts, which we recommend 
should be adopted as the preferred alternative. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  We would be happy to meet with you and 
further discuss any of our recommendations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Alex Daue, Renewable Energy Coordinator 
The Wilderness Society 
1660 Wynkoop St., Suite 850 
Denver, CO  80202  
 
Laura E. Sanchez 
Attorney, Air & Energy Program 
Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) 
PO Box 287 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
 
Karyn Stockdale, Executive Director 
Audubon New Mexico 
P.O. Box 9314 
Santa Fe, NM 87504 
 
Miranda Gray, GIS Specialist 
New Mexico Wilderness Alliance 
142 Truman Street NE Ste. B1 
Albuquerque, NM 87108 
 
Nathan Small, Wilderness Protection Coordinator 
New Mexico Wilderness Alliance 
275 N Downtown Mall 
Las Cruces, NM 88001 
  
Sandy Bahr, Chapter Director 
Sierra Club – Grand Canyon Chapter 
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277 
Phoenix, AZ  85004 
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Gary Graham, Transmission Project Director 
Western Resource Advocates 
2260 Baseline Rd., Suite 200 
Boulder, CO  80302 
 
Kevin Gaither-Banchoff, Executive Director 
Arizona Wilderness Coalition 
P.O. Box 40340  
Tucson, AZ 85717 
 
David Hodges, Policy Director 
Sky Island Alliance  
PO Box 41165 
Tucson, AZ 85717 
 
Carolyn Campbell, Executive Director 
Coalition for Sonoran Desert Protection 
300 East University Boulevard, #120 
Tucson, Arizona 85705 
 
Ruth Burstrom, President 
New Mexico Audubon Council 
Albuquerque, NM 
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202-429-3945 

Gianna Vaccaro 
852 Come Back Bay Lane , Sagle, ID 83860  
 

November 22, 2009   7:03 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Select an alternative that does not have adverse actions to wildlife and or wilderness. In addition, 
decide on an alternative that has no or very little impact to wildlife and or wilderness. It may also 
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need to be closely looked/analyzed if a no action alternative is best. That the routes need all 
together to be chosen elsewhere where there is minimal impact(s). 
 
Our resources are too important. Why is not one of the alternatives to be considered that who 
would receive this supply of energy is conserving even more - stricter regulations o conserving? 
Is this being considered. If not then an no action alternative will need to be decided.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gianna Vaccaro 
852 Come Back Bay Lane 
Sagle, ID 83860 
 
 

acorathers
Text Box
0839



144 
 

 
202-429-3945 

Lois King 
1445 Ashwoody Ct NE , Atlanta, GA 30319  
 

November 23, 2009   7:43 AM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
This is going to be tricky, meeting competing objectives. But, we're a creative and resourceful 
people. We can do it! 
 
Development of renewable energy and its transmission must be a top priority or we'll be left in 
the dust of other countries already ahead of us! We must move to renewable energy to battle 
global warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, to decrease our dependence on foreign oil, 
and to create green jobs here at home. 
 
But, we can accomplish these objectives without sacrificing our best tourist assets, and the future 
of our biodiversity.  
 
Our transition to a clean energy future must not come at the expense of wildlife or our pristine 
wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines avoids sensitive areas 
and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
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- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lois King 
1445 Ashwoody Ct NE 
Atlanta, GA 30319 
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202-429-3945 

David and Susan Link 
9416 Skydome Court , Elk Grove, CA 95624  
 

November 20, 2009   7:39 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
PLACE THE TRANSMISSION LINES IN THE LEAST SENSITIVE AREAS WITH THE 
SMALLEST IMPACT. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
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202-429-3945 

Carla Yamauchi 
439 S Taylor's Trail , Sierra Vista, AZ 85635  
 

November 20, 2009   3:54 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
As a person who lives near America's first National Riparian Conservation Area, the San Pedro, I 
worry that some proposed transmission lines would affect my cherished river.  The San Pedro is 
a very important migratory bird corridor. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts, which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route that does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona that follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
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- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Carla Yamauchi 
439 S Taylor's Trail 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635 
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202-429-3945 

Linda Yow 
Route 1 Box 1650 , GlenAllen, MO 63751  
 

November 20, 2009   3:00 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I AM ENTHUSIASTIC ABOUT responsible development of renewable energy and needed 
means of transmission. 
 
However, we must ensure that the siting of transmission lines will do the least damage to natural 
areas.  You have done some good work in this direction, so keep up the good work.   
 
Please consider one route in Arizona which would follow I-10 and skirt Tucson by following the 
existing 345 kV line to the southwest.  Also, please make some rules that the enery transmitted 
on these lines, whether on top or buried, must come from clean renewable sources. 
 
Remember that hydro-power is renewable, tried and true, efficient, and a lake is no more 
unsightly than solar or wind machines.  Compromises are necessary; build some dams in the 
least conspicuous places possible.  
 
Continue to work with Native American tribes, local residents, and the environmental 
community. 
 
Thank you for your good work so far. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Linda Yow 
Route 1 Box 1650 
GlenAllen, MO 63751 
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202-429-3945 

Jonathan Dirrenberger 
403 Fair Oaks Apt 1 , San Francisco, CA 94110  
 

November 20, 2009   2:56 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. Using clean 
energy is no excuse to other trash the environment. We, as a civilization and a species, need to 
learn to consider all aspects of our actions, not just a handful in isolation. It makes little sense to 
switch to clean energy and solve one problem (reducing air pollution and global warming) while 
on the other hand causing another (massive destruction of habitat and degradation of what few 
wild places are left). 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and then 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
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- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jonathan Dirrenberger 
403 Fair Oaks Apt 1 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
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202-429-3945 

Bernard Kovalchik 
1885 E Ivy Ave , Colville, WA 99114  
 

November 20, 2009   2:53 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
NOTE -- see the bottom paragraph for a more personal perspective.  
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create 
green jobs here at home. 
 
However, I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
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Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
PS -- on a more personal NW USA note. Eastern WA has an abundance of solar and wind 
opportunities that have already seen considerable citing for new wind energy use. A lot more can 
be done. Yet I see almost all talk and energy (forgive the pun) directed at the SW and the east 
slopes of the Rockies. E WA and OR already have an immense power distribution grid that 
developed via water power over the past 60+ years. This grid needs to be modernized (10% + 
gain in energy savings alone) but is waiting for use. Minimal additional corridoring and the 
attending social problems are needed. Contact Senators Cantwell and Murphy for details and 
enthusiastic support. Don't bother with "GOP -- drill baby drill  -- no, no, no" McMorris-Rogers 
(she's a cave woman).  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bernard Kovalchik 
1885 E Ivy Ave 
Colville, WA 99114 
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202-429-3945 

Kamran Alavi 
3127 McCloskey Road , Rio Vista, CA 94571  
 

November 20, 2009   2:51 PM 
 
Bureau of Land Management 
  
 
Subject: SunZia transmission comments 
 
 
Dear Bureau of Land Management: 
 
I support responsible development of renewable energy to battle global warming by taking dirty 
coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create green jobs here at home. 
 
First, I think that green energy production should be decentralized. The most vulnerable part of 
the present system is the distribution. 
 
However, even having a centralized system that relies on renewable sources, is better than what 
we have. I insist that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of 
wildlife or our pristine wildlands.  We can and must ensure that the siting of transmission lines 
avoids sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of untouched natural areas. 
 
I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande 
River and its crucial bird migration corridor.  These southern routes would avoid the 
unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge would entail.  I urge you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande 
near Bosque del Apache.  Additional alternatives should also be considered in Arizona along 
existing highways and transmission lines. 
 
Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 
 
- Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in 
that area is an environmentally acceptable alternative; 
- Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by 
crossing the river further south; 
- Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects; we want 
assurances that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources; 
- To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows I-10 and 
skirts Tucson by following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest; 
- Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, 
local residents, and other stakeholders. 
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United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Post Office Box 1306 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103 

In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/R2/ES-HC/ECI043353 DEC 15 2009 

Memorandum 

To: State Director, Bureau of Land M~nagement, Santa Fe, New Mexico 

FromJ~·C1're~onal Director, Region 2 (i'L ~ ~ 
Subject: Bureau of Land Management Request for Scoping Comments on the Expanded 

Study Area for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

This responds to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) October 7, 2009, notice and request 
for comments on the expanded study area and additional alternatives for the New Mexico portion 
of the proposed SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. The proposed project involves the 
construction of up to two parallel 500 kilovolt power transmission lines across southern 
New Mexico and Arizona. The proposed transmission line route would be about 460 miles in 
length originating in Socorro or Lincoln Counties, New Mexico and terminating in Pinal County, 
Arizona. The purpose of the project is to transport electricity, generated primarily from 
renewable resources, to western power markets and load centers. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) provided comments dated September 14,2009, for 
the original scoping period for the preparation ofthe Environmental Impact Statement for 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. Those comments remain valid for the original project 
study area (New Mexico and Arizona). During the scoping process for the SunZia Project, the 
BLM received numerous comments regarding the proposed and alternative transmission line 
routes identified within the original study area. On October 7, 2009, the BLM announced an 
expanded study area for the New Mexico portion of the proposed project. 

Two general alternative routes were identified from public and agency comments on the original 
study area. These routes are located as follows: 1) along the eastern side and southern perimeter 
of the White Sands Missile Range (WSMR) and crossing the Rio Grande south of Las Cruces; 
and, 2) along the western boundary and in the northwest comer of the WSMR in combination 
with earlier alternatives and crossing the Rio Grande below Caballo Reservoir. The expanded 
study area and additional alternative routes appear to be in response to the numerous concerns 
expressed in the original scoping period regarding the Rio Grande crossing in the vicinity of the 
Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge (NWR). Service comments on alternative routes 
and the expanded study area are below. 
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Impacts in the Vicinity of Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge 

Service concerns remain with any alternative route that crosses the Rio Grande Valley just north 
of, or in the vicinity of, the NWR because migrating and wintering shorebirds and waterfowl 
flying in and out of the NWR could collide with transmission towers and/or lines. This 
geographic area has a high concentration of wintering birds. 

During the August comment period the NWR stated support for the development of Green 
Energy Alternatives and believed energy corridors that minimize negative environmental impacts 
could be determined. The alternative route with an alignment along the east side and southern 
perimeter ofWSMR would be the Service's preferred alternative route. This alignment would 
pose a minimal threat to birds using the Rio Grande for migration and wintering water birds that 
move daily along the Middle Rio Grande between the NWR in Socorro County and the Ladd S. 
Gordon Waterfowl Management Area to the north in Valencia County. This alignment would 
also preserve the views capes of the NWR. These scenic views attract over 170,000 visitors 
annually to the NWR, providing valuable economic input to one of the poorest counties in 
New Mexico. 

The Service's primary concern with any alignment across the Rio Grande is the impact to 
migrating birds. These concerns were outlined in the Service's September 14,2009, scoping 
comments. 

Migratory Bird Concerns in Expanded Study Area 

In our September 14, 2009, comments on the original project proposal study area; we expressed 
concerns for wildlife conflicts within the Rio Grande Corridor near the NWR, riparian habitats 
and the species dependent on that habitat as well as migratory bird concerns in the overall study 
area. Expansion of the originally proposed study area, primarily to the east and south, including 
alternative routes, introduces other species of concern, the gray vireo and grassland species, for 
consideration. 

Gray Vireo (Vireo vicinior): In New Mexico, gray vireos are locally distributed across the 
western two-thirds of the state. They may be found in appropriate habitat in the Guadalupe and 
southern Sacramento mountains; the Organ and San Andres mountains; the southern Peloncillo 
mountains; the Silver City area; the foothills of the Magdalena, Manzanita, and Sandia 
mountains; western Santa Fe county; a few canyons in the western Zuni mountains; and 
San Juan and Rio Arriba counties. The species may be more widespread within the state than is 
currently known (DeLong and Williams 2006). 

Gray vireos typically prefer open pinyon-juniper woodland or juniper savannah with a shrub 
component. In New Mexico, the species occurs in chaparral-juniper, pinyon-juniper and pinyon
madrone associations (Hubbard 1970, Barlow 1978). It also occurs in mid-elevation montane 
shrub habitats with rocky slopes and scattered conifers (Barlow et al. 1999). In northwest 
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New Mexico, gray vireos are found in broad-bottomed, flat or gently sloped canyons, in areas 
with rock outcroppings, or near ridgetops. In these areas, antelope brittlebrush, mountain 
mahogany, Utah serviceberry and big sagebrush are often present. Gray vireos are often found 
in areas of moderate shrub cover (35-45 percent) with large amounts of bare ground between 
herbaceous plants (Reeves 1999). In southern New Mexico, gray vireos may associate more 
with oak, madrone, or desert shrub species. 

3 

Habitat selection limits the distribution of gray vireos across altitudinal gradients. The species 
generally occurs at lower elevations than Plumbeous and Hutton's vireos, and at higher 
elevations than Bell's vireo (Oberholser 1974, Barlow et al. 1999). In the breeding season, the 
species is often patchily distributed, with areas of apparently good habitat left unoccupied. Nests 
are placed in small forks in low trees or shrubs, often less than 10 feet off the ground. In 
Colorado, 26 of27 nests were located in junipers (Barlow et al. 1999). In southern New Mexico, 
oaks are also often used (Hawks Aloft 2005). The species appears to show considerable 
breeding site fidelity. In Texas, 20 of 22 banded birds returned to the same site the following 
year, and in Colorado, a banded male occupied the same territory for 3 years (unpublished data 
cited in Barlow et al. 1999). 

Gray vireos arrive in New Mexico from mid to late-April, and generally depart by mid-August. 
They may raise one or two broods, with a clutch size ofthree or four. Nests are sometimes 
parasitized by brown-headed cowbirds, though information concerning effects of cowbird 
parasitism on this species is limited. Nests containing cowbird eggs are often abandoned. Gray 
vireos are mostly insectivorous during the breeding season, foraging on the ground and in shrubs 
and trees up to 16 feet. In winter, the species shifts to a predominantly fruit eating diet (Barlow 
et al. 1999). 

Gray vireo is a Species Conservation Concern, Levell species for New Mexico, with a 
New Mexico Partners in Plight (PIP) combined score of 18. Prom New Mexico PIP, it receives 
moderate vulnerability scores of 3 for threats to breeding in the state and local population trend. 
Gray vireo is a national PIP Watch List Species. It receives a maximum vulnerability score of 5 
from PIP for its small distributional range, and scores of 4 for population size and threats during 
the breeding and non-breeding season. Gray vireo is listed as threatened in the state of 
New Mexico. Gray vireo is also a U.S. Pish and Wildlife Service (2002) National Bird of 
Conservation Concern. 

Grassland Species: In addition to the gray vireo, there are several grassland bird species which 
may be negatively impacted by the project. Grasshopper (Ammodramus savannarum) and 
Baird's (Ammodramus bairdii) sparrows and Sprague's Pipits (Anthus spragueii) are known to 
occur (or have occurred) in the grasslands of Otero Mesa, Lower Rio Grande Valley, and the 
Tularosa Valley. All three species are either regional or National Birds of Conservation Concern 
for the Service. Pragmentation oflarge, contiguous grassland habitat will negatively affect these 
and other grassland specialist species. 
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4 

Service contacts for local/field level coordination on the SunZia project are as follows: 

Wally Murphy, Supervisor, New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office, at 505-761-4781; 
Santiago Gonzales, Deputy Supervisor, New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office, at 

505-761-4720; 
Dr. Patricia Zenone, Contact for northern aplomado falcon, New Mexico Ecological Service 
Field Office, at 505-761-4718; 

Steve Spangle, Supervisor, Arizona Ecological Services Field Office, at 602-242-0210; 
Sherry Barrett, Assistant Supervisor, Arizona Ecological Services Field Office, at 

520-670-6150; 
Jason Douglas, Project Biologist, Arizona Ecological Services Field Office, at 520-670-6150 
Tom Melanson, Refuge Manager, Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, at 

575-835-1828; 
John Vradenburg, Supervisory Refuge Biologist, Bosque del Apache National Wildlife 

Refuge, at 575-835-1828. 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the scoping process for the expanded study area 
for this project proposal. Please make inquiries about the Service's view of the overall project 
and the review of National Environmental Policy Act documents to the Regional Office on the 
letterhead address. 
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cc: Associate State Director, Bureau of Land Management, Phoenix, AZ 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager, SunZia Project, Bureau of Land Management, 

Santa Fe, NM 
Regional Chief, National Wildlife Refuges, Region 2, Albuquerque, NM, 
Chief, Migratory Birds, Region 2, Albuquerque, NM 
Supervisor, Ecological Services Field Office, Phoenix, AZ 
Assistant Supervisor, Arizona Ecological Services Sub-Office, Tucson, AZ 
Supervisor, Ecological Services Field Office, Albuquerque, NM 
Assistant Regional Director, External Affairs, Regional Office, Albuquerque, NM, 

Attention: Tom Buckley 

5 
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December 11, 2009 
 
 

Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Transmission Line Project  
P.O Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 
 
Re: Scoping Comments, SunZia Southwest Transmission Project EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Garcia: 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide additional comments on new alternative routes being 
considered for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project.  This letter is to supplement the 
comments provided in our letter dated July 13, 2009, and focuses primarily on new alternative 
routes in New Mexico and the San Pedro River Valley in Arizona as proposed in October 2009.  
We have appreciated the opportunity to meet with you and the project planning team to discuss 
these areas in both states.  We offer these additional comments as follow-up to those discussions. 
 
The Nature Conservancy generally recommends (1) avoiding critical wildlife areas and (2) siting 
the SunZia Transmission Project along existing transmission lines, distribution lines, interstates, 
and other areas of high disturbance.  In such cases, obstacles to wildlife are already in place and 
construction of new overhead structures would probably not increase the existing threat to a 
significant degree.  The exception to this is through the Muleshoe Ranch in Arizona, as described 
below. 
 
The Nature Conservancy also believes that the general framework introduced with our 
“Development by Design” policy may have direct application to assist with the process of siting 
the SunZia Transmission Project and associated geothermal and wind developments in New 
Mexico that will tie into the transmission line.  The basic principles of this approach are the 
hierarchal strategies of: (1) avoid, (2) minimize, and (3) mitigate.  While The Nature 
Conservancy realizes that mitigation will most likely be necessary for the SunZia Transmission 
Project, at this stage it is necessary to seek ways to avoid sensitive conservation areas and 
minimize wildlife impacts. Two publications describing the Development by Design framework 
are attached to our letter. 
 
Conservation Interests and Areas of Greatest Concern in New Mexico 

 

The Nature Conservancy in New Mexico has identified some of the major conservation interests 
in the areas corresponding to the proposed and alternative routes for the SunZia Transmission 
Project (Map 1).  While almost all habitats provide some wildlife value, TNC feels this map 
could be a useful tool to help avoid many critical conservation areas.  This map indicates some of 
the most important conservation interests likely to be affected by the project, although the  
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The Nature Conservancy SunZia EIS Scoping Comments 2 

conservation areas controlled by TNC through direct ownership or conservation easements 
remain largely unaffected by most of the proposed and alternative routes of the project.  
 
As we stated in our letter of July 13, the Rio Grande Valley is one of the most important wildlife 
corridors in the southwest.  The Middle Rio Grande Valley, in particular, provides one of the 
most important wintering habitats for migrating waterfowl in the region.  The Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge is the most iconic wildlife viewing area in the state.  Overhead 
transmission lines in the vicinity of Bosque del Apache could have devastating impacts on the 
vast populations of waterfowl, raptors and migrating birds that visit the area each year.  
 
The Lordsburg Playa is another important ecosystem in southwestern New Mexico.  In an area 
with very little open surface water, these ephemeral lakes provide critical migratory stopover and 
overwintering grounds for large numbers of shore birds and waterfowl.  Transmission lines in 
this area could interfere with flight paths and could result in mortality of large numbers of 
migratory birds.  
 
Another key conservation interest is the vast acres of intact Chihuahuan desert grasslands within 
the boundaries of the study area.  The Tularosa Basin, Nutt Grasslands, and Otero Mesa all 
contain significant large tracts of Chihuahuan desert habitat.  This ecosystem provides habitat for 
grassland birds, which are declining more than any other group of birds in North America.  The 
reason for this decline is not completely understood, but changes in vegetation type and 
fragmentation are thought to be likely causes. 
 
Finally, riparian ecosystems provide habitat for many threatened and endangered species and are 
vitally important to biodiversity in the arid Southwest.  The Gila, Mimbres, and San Francisco, 
and Animas drainages are the most important stream systems in the southwestern part of New 
Mexico.  These streams are habitat for several threatened fish species such as the Chihuahua 
Chub and the Gila Trout.  Other species of critical concern associated with these riparian habitats 
are the Chiricahua Leopard Frog, Lowland Leopard Frog, and Narrow-headed Garter Snake.  
While these areas seem largely unaffected by both the proposed and alternative routes of the 
SunZia project, there are likely small, unmapped riparian habitats that should be avoided in the 
detailed planning stages of the proposal because they may provide important corridors from the 
Animas drainage to the Gila and Mimbres drainages.     
 
  
Recommendations Regarding Proposed and Alternate Routes in New Mexico 

 
Referencing the BLM map labeled “Proposed and Alternative Routes Oct09,” we have identified 
that the alternative route with the least overall threat to wildlife and conservation values is the far 
eastern route that runs along the eastern border of White Sands Missile Range and crosses the 
Rio Grande just north of the Texas border.  This route avoids impact with Bosque del Apache 
and bird habitat, and the currently intact grasslands of the Northern Jornada Basin, Tularosa 
Basin, Otero Mesa, Nutt Grasslands, and the Ladder Ranch.  The Nature Conservancy’s only 
major concern with this alternate route is that it directly crosses the Lordsburg Playa in Hidalgo 
County.  If this portion of the transmission line could be directed either north to connect to the 
original proposed route or possibly south to follow along I-10, the impacts to these important 
playa lakes could be greatly reduced.   
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The Nature Conservancy SunZia EIS Scoping Comments 3 

The Nature Conservancy would also recommend that on-site biological assessments may play an 
important part in reducing impacts to wildlife.  Within the general route identified as having the 
least impact, there may be numerous opportunities to reduce impacts by adjusting siting 
recommendations on a relatively smaller scale. The Rangeland Ecological Assessment developed 
by TNC for BLM is a tool that allows fine-scale differentiation of the grassland conditions as 
pertains to the relative health and degradation of grasslands.1  We are currently working to 
expand this assessment into the boot heel area of southern New Mexico, and additional data may 
be available in a timeframe that will allow it to be used during preparation of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. 
 

Conservation interests in the Lower San Pedro and Aravaipa Watersheds 

 
In Arizona, we continue to have strong concerns about routes across the Galiuro Mountains and 
Aravaipa watershed or lengthwise along the Lower San Pedro River Valley due to the important 
ecological values of these areas and potential impacts to extensive conservation land holdings. 
We continue to support a route along existing rights of way through Tucson as a way to avoid 
these sensitive areas.  We provided comment on these values, potential impacts from this project 
and site-specific concerns about the first set of proposed routes in our July letter.  We now offer 
additional site specific comments. 
 
The new proposed routes through the Muleshoe Ranch Cooperative Management Area are 
inconsistent with the Bureau of Land Management’s Safford District Resource Management Plan 
which identifies the Muleshoe as a right-of-way avoidance area.  The route along the existing 
pipeline corridor through the Muleshoe should be avoided due to the sensitivity of Hot Springs 
and Bass canyons.  This route would cross these streams in an area being actively managed for 
native fish recovery. These include Gila chub (Gila intermedia, Endangered), Speckled dace 
(Rhinichthys osculus), Longfin dace (Agosia chrysogaster), Desert sucker (Catostomus clarki), 
and Sonora sucker (Catostomus insignis), along with reintroduced populations of Spikedace 
(Meda fulgida, Threatened), Loach minnow (Rhinichthys cobitis, Threatened), Desert pupfish 
(Cyprinodon macularius, Endangered) and Gila topminnow (Poeciliopsis occidentalis, 
Endangered). 
 
We have provided EPG with updated maps showing protected lands along Hot Springs Canyon 
between the Muleshoe and the San Pedro River.  This includes several properties just recently 
protected by conservation easements granted by the landowners to The Nature Conservancy.  
These easements do not allow the granting of rights of way for utility lines. 
 
Regarding our previous comment to consider following the existing 345 kV line between Vail 
and Winchester substations, we would add that if the proposed SunZia line cannot utilize the 
existing Vail/Winchester right of way then it would need to avoid the conservation property 
known as Three Links Farm.  The existing line crosses the southern end of this property in a 
parcel that is owned by The Nature Conservancy and protected by a conservation easement held 
by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation.  This easement prohibits all uses in a designated riparian 
zone other than those specifically allowed as consistent with the purposes of the easement. 
 

                                                 
1 The Rangeland Ecological Assessment is available at the TNC-NM website:  
http://nmconservation.org/projects/rangeland_ecological_assessment/ 
 

http://nmconservation.org/projects/rangeland_ecological_assessment/
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The Nature Conservancy SunZia EIS Scoping Comments 4 

As noted above, desert grasslands form another natural community in need of conservation in the 
Southwest, and several of the routes cross a significant grassland area called Allen Flat, southeast 
of the Galiuro Mountains. As part of a statewide assessment we conducted for the BLM in 
Arizona2, Allen Flat was identified as an “A” class grassland, the best condition (Map 2). If the 
transmission line includes a continuous maintenance road or continuous fencing, it will fragment 
this grassland patch and may reduce its habitat value for wildlife such as grassland birds and 
pronghorn.  Also, replanting of disturbed areas should be with only native species. 
 
Summary 

 

The Nature Conservancy is eager to cooperate with the Bureau of Land Management, the 
Environmental Planning Group, and SunZia and the Southwestern Power Group in addressing 
the substantial conservation issues involved with this project.  We appreciate the invitation to 
provide input and fully realize the importance and complexity involved in such a large endeavor.  
The Nature Conservancy is available to discuss the issues in this letter further as needed.  
 
 
Sincerely, 

   
Terry Sullivan     Patrick Graham 
New Mexico State Director   Arizona State Director 
 
Enc.: 
 
 Kiesecker, J.M., H. Copeland, A. Pocewicz, B. McKenney. 2009. Development by Design: 
Blending Landscape Level Planning with the Mitigation Hierarchy. (In Press Frontiers In 

Ecology and the Environment) 
 
 Kiesecker, J.M, H. Copeland, A. Pocewicz, N. Nibbelink, B. McKenney J. Dahlke, M. Holloran 
and D. Stroud. 2009. A Framework for Implementing Biodiversity Offsets: Selecting Sites and 
Determining Scale. BioScience 59:77-84. 
 
Map 1: Conservation Interests in New Mexico Along Proposed SunZia Transmission Line 
 
Map 2:  SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Study Corridors and Grasslands (Arizona) 

                                                 
2 Document available at http://azconservation.org/projects/grasslands/ 

acorathers
Text Box
0851



OTERO MESA

TULAROSA BASIN 
DESERT

SA
N A

ND
RE

S -
 OS

CU
RA

 M
TN

S

FRANKLIN
MTNS

NORTHERN 
JORNADA 

BASIN

NUTT GRASSLANDS

LORDSBURG PLAYAS
& GRASSLANDS

LADDER RANCH

LANGFORD MOUNTAINS

KNIGHT CANYON/
              THOMPSON CANYON

BOSQUE WILDERNESS AREA

BOSQUE DEL APACHE
NWR

ROBLEDO & LAS 
UVAS MTNS

FLORIDA MTNS

CABALLO MTNS/
SO. JORNADA

Conservation Interests in New Mexico
Along Proposed SunZia Transmission Line

Legend
TNC Conservation Area

National Wildlife Refuge

SunZia Transmission 
Proposed Route

Alternative Routes

TNC Properties

Water Body

Perrenial Stream

0 10 20 30 40 505
Miles ²

acorathers
Text Box
0851



! !
!!

!
!

!!

!

!

!
!

! !

!

!

!!

! !

!
!

! ! ! !

!
!

! ! ! !

!
!

!
!

!

! ! ! ! ! ! !

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!

!
!

!
!

!

!!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!!!

!
!

!

!!!!
!
!

!

!

!!

!
!

!!!!!!
!
!

!
!

!

!!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!!
!

!
!
!

!!!!!!!
!

!
!

!
!

!
! !

! !
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!
!

!

!
!
!

!
!

!!

!!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!!

!
!

! ! ! ! ! !

!
!

!!

!
!

!!

! ! ! !

! !

!
!

!

!

!

! !!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!
!!

!

!!

!
!

!!!

!!
!

!!!!

!
!

! !

! !

!

! ! !

!
!

! ! ! ! ! ! !
!

!
!

!

!

!!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!!!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

! !

!
!

!!
!

!

! ! ! !

!
!

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !

!
!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!!
!!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!!!!!!!!

!
!

!!

!!

!!!!!!!
!

!
!

!
!

! !
! !

!
!

!!!!

!
!

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! !
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!!!!!!!!

!!!!!!

!
!

!
!

!
!

! !
! !

!

!

!

!

! !

!
!

!! ! ! ! !

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

! !
!

! !

!!!!

!
!

!!!!!
!

!!

! !

!
!

!

!
!!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!
!!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!
!

!!

!
!

!!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!!!

!

!

!!

!!

! !

!
!

!
!

! !

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!

!

!
!

!!

! !

!
! ! ! ! ! ! !

!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!

! ! !!
!

!
!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

! ! ! ! ! ! !

!!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!!

!
!

!
!

!

! ! !!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!

!!
!

!

!!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

CASCABEL

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Study Corridors and Grasslands

Sunzia Potential Routes

The Nature Conservancy

ACEC

!
!

! ! !!

!
!

!!!!

Wilderness

A = Native grass dominated; < 10% shrub cover

B = Native grass dominated; 10-35% shrub cover

C = Sacaton riparian grassland

D = Exotic grass dominated; < 10% shrub cover

E = Exotic grass dominated; 10-35 % shrub cover

F = Shrub cover > 35%; historical grassland

0 2 4 6 81
Miles

acorathers
Text Box
0851



Between one-third and one-half of Earth’s land
surface has been altered by human action (Vitousek et

al. 1997), resulting in an unprecedented loss of biodiversity.
As a result, some 10 to 30 percent of all mammal, bird, and
amphibian species are threatened with extinction (Levin and
Levin 2004, Kiesecker et al. 2004). Looking forward, such
impacts could increase dramatically: the global economy is
expected to double by 2030 (World Bank 2007), and un-
precedented investments are being made in resource devel-
opment to support this growth, especially in developing
countries (IEA 2007). Given the importance of economic
development for improving humanwell-being, there is greater
pressure to findways to balance the needs of developmentwith
those of biodiversity conservation.

Biodiversity offsets are one important tool for maintain-
ing or enhancing environmental values in situations where
development is sought despite detrimental environmental
impacts (ten Kate et al. 2004, McKenney 2005, Gibbons and
Lindenmayer 2007).Offsets are intended to be an option for
addressing environmental impacts of development after
efforts have been undertaken to minimize impacts on-site
through application of the three other steps of the mitigation
hierarchy: avoid, minimize, restore (40 C.F.R. 1500.2). They
seek to ensure that inevitable negative environmental impacts

of development are balanced by environmental gains,with the
overall aimof achieving a net neutral or positive outcome (see
figure 1).

Offset policies for environmental purposes have gained
attention in recent years (e.g., Environmental Defense Fund
1999,Government of New SouthWales 2003; see McKenney
2005 for a review). Although the use of offset activity re-
mains relatively limited, offsets are increasingly employed to
achieve environmental benefits, including pollution control,
mitigation of wetland losses, and protection of endangered
species (ten Kate et al. 2004, McKenney 2005). Offset activ-
ity is most active for US wetlands, where methods and pro-
grams have been under development for the past two decades.
Wetland offsets in the United States have increased dramat-
ically, with 6000 hectares (ha) per year in the early 1990s
growing to an average of more than 16,000 ha per year since
1995 (Environmental Law Institute 2002). Offset programs
have also been established or are developing in other parts of
the world, including Australia, Brazil, and the European
Union (McKenney 2005, Gibbons and Lindenmayer 2007).

Offsets offer potential benefits for industry, government,
and conservation groups alike (ten Kate et al. 2004). Benefits
for industry include a higher likelihood that permission
will be granted from regulators for new operations, greater
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A Framework for Implementing
Biodiversity Offsets: Selecting
Sites and Determining Scale

JOSEPH M. KIESECKER, HOLLY COPELAND, AMY POCEWICZ, NATE NIBBELINK, BRUCE MCKENNEY,
JOHN DAHLKE, MATT HOLLORAN, AND DAN STROUD

Biodiversity offsets provide a mechanism for maintaining or enhancing environmental values in situations where development is sought despite
detrimental environmental impacts. They seek to ensure that unavoidable negative environmental impacts of development are balanced by
environmental gains, with the overall aim of achieving a net neutral or positive outcome. Once the decision has been made to offset, multiple issues
arise regarding how to do so in practice. A key concern is site selection. In light of the general aim to locate offsets close to the affected sites to ensure
that benefits accrue in the same area, what is the appropriate spatial scale for identifying potential offset sites (e.g., local, ecoregional)? We use the
Marxan site-selection algorithm to address conceptual and methodological challenges associated with identifying a set of potential offset sites and
determining an appropriate spatial scale for them. To demonstrate this process, we examined the design of offsets for impacts from development on
the Jonah natural gas field in Wyoming.
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societal support for development projects, and the opportunity
to more effectively manage environmental risks. Offsets
provide governmental regulators with the opportunity to
encourage companies to make significant contributions to
conservation, particularly when legislation does not require
mandatory offsets. Conservation organizations can use bio-
diversity offsets to move beyond piecemeal mitigation,
securing larger-scale, more effective conservation projects.
Offsets can also be a mechanism ensuring that regional con-
servation goals are integrated into governmental and business
planning.

Although offsets have great potential as a conservation
tool, their establishment requires overcoming a number of
conceptual and methodological challenges (Burgin 2008).
One of the key questions is how offsets should be located rel-
ative to the affected site. When on-site impacts warrant the
use of offsets, there is often a tension between choosing sites
as close to the impact site as possible (ensuring that benefits
accrue to the same area) and choosing sites likely to provide
the greatest conservation benefit (with less regard to spatial
position). To date, no one has found a way to determine ap-

propriate distances for off-
sets. Here we propose a
framework to address this
need.Our proposed frame-
work for offset site selec-
tion includes two major
components. First, we de-
velop a series of rules (off-
set goals) for selecting offset
sites that meet the conser-
vation needs of potentially
affected biological targets
(i.e., size, condition, land-
scape context).Next,we use
a site-selection algorithm
developed forMarxan (Ball
2000, Ball and Possingham
2000, Possingham et al.
2000) to search for sites at
increasing spatial extents.
Offset sites can then be
chosen from the closest ex-
tent at which impact goals
are met.

Our objective is to de-
sign an approach ensuring
that offsets are ecologically
equivalent to impact sites
and will persist at least as
long as on-site impacts, and
that they will achieve net
neutral or positive out-
comes. We propose five
steps for this approach: (1)
assemble a working group,

(2) compile a list of representative biological targets, (3)
gather spatial data for biological targets, (4) set impact goals
for each biological target, and (5) use the Marxan algorithm
at increasing spatial extents to identify potential offset sites.
To demonstrate the approach, we present a case study from
the Jonah natural gas field located in southwesternWyoming.
British Petroleum,one of the principal operators on the field,
expressed the need for a structured framework to guide the
disbursement of mitigation funds and invited the Nature
Conservancy to design such a plan.

Study area description: Jonah natural gas field
Located inWyoming’s Upper Green RiverValley, the 24,407-
ha Jonah natural gas field is considered one of the most sig-
nificant natural gas discoveries in the United States in recent
times, with an estimated 7 trillion to 10 trillion cubic feet of
natural gas (USDOI 2006).During the last 10 years, the field
has becomeone of the nation’s richest gas fields, currentlywith
approximately 500 wells. The Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) granted regulatory approval in 2006 to infill the
existing 12,343-ha developed portion of the field with an
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Figure 1. The role of offsets in achieving no net loss (or better) for biodiversity. Impacts to bio-
diversity are represented here as surface disturbance. Avoided impacts to the project area are in
accord with the surface disturbance cap of 5677 hectares (ha), or 46 percent of the project area.
Additional surface disturbance will be minimized through the use of drilling mats on 25 percent
of the 3100 wells. Wells in the Jonah Field are projected to result in approximately 1.6 ha of sur-
face disturbance per well. Drilling mats reduce approximately 0.81 ha of surface disturbance,
resulting in a reduction in approximately 627 ha or about 5 percent reduced surface distur-
bance. We estimated about 5 percent residual surface disturbance would remain after produc-
tion activities ceased and restoration was completed in 30 to 50 years. The size of the offset
(17,031 hectares) was based on an estimated 3 to 1 ratio of on-site impact to offset (USDOI
2006). The inset is an aerial view of the Jonah Field taken before the infill project that prompted
the offset requirement (image courtesy of NASA/GSFC/METI/ERSDAC/JAROS and the US/Japan
ASTER Science Team).
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additional 3100wells (USDOI 2006).As a requirement of the
infill project, an off-site mitigation fund of $24.5 million
dollars was established (USDOI 2006).

The Jonah Field is located in a high-desert sagebrush
ecosystem that provides critical habitat for migratory big
game, songbirds, and raptors,within the southern reaches of
the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem. Some of the world’s
largest herds of large game species (pronghorn antelope,
Antilocarpa americana) winter here, relying on the valley’s
snow-free forage to get them through harsh winter weather.
Migratory pathways lace the area, connecting the winter
rangewith alpine terrain in five nearbymountain ranges.This
area is also a stronghold for the greater sage-grouse (Centro-
cercus urophasianus), an emblematic native game bird now
being considered for listing under the Endangered SpeciesAct.
Because wildlife in the field had already incurred significant
impacts before the infill (TRC MariahAssociates Inc. 2004),
off-site mitigation was considered an appropriate tool for
the anticipated additional disturbance.

Assembling a working group
A mitigation-design working group was formed to guide de-
velopment of the process of offset designation and integra-
tion of spatial data into the site selection process. All
participants had expertise and involvement with the biolog-
ical systems affected by the Jonah Field development; the
group included representatives from state agencies (Wyoming
Game and Fish Department, Wyoming Department of En-
vironmental Quality), federal agencies (BLM, US Fish and
Wildlife Service), universities, biological consulting firms,
and the local agricultural production community.This group
helped secure the most current spatial data on species of
concern, assessments of the predictivemodels being developed,
and insights into the process being developed.We sought to
apply rigorous, objective measures of conservation value
whenever possible, recognizing that a quantitative assess-
ment would have to be supplemented by expert opinion.

Compiling a list of representative biological targets
Biological diversity cannot easily be completely and directly
measured. Thus, practitioners are forced to select a set of
components of biological diversity that can be measured
effectively, given existing resources, components that ade-
quately represent the range of biological phenomena in the
project area and contribute the most to the overall biologi-
cal diversity of a project area. Selecting a set of focal targets
with sufficient breadth and depth can be done through the
coarse-filter/fine-filter approach, as applied, for example, in
ecoregional planning by the Nature Conservancy (TNC
2000).“Coarse filter”generally refers to ecosystems; in amore
practical sense, it refers to mapped units of vegetation. The
basic idea is that conserving a sample of each distinct vege-
tation type, in sufficient abundance and distribution, is an
efficient way to conserve the majority of biological phe-
nomena in the target area.An oft-cited statistic is that coarse-
filter conservation will conserve 80 percent of all species in
a target area (Haufler et al. 1996).“Fine filter”generally refers
to individual species with specific habitat requirements or en-
vironmental relationships that are not adequately captured
by the coarse filters. Narrow endemic species and extreme
habitat specialists, species with restrictive life histories, or
those species that have lost significant habitat or are partic-
ularly sensitive to human perturbations fall into this category
(i.e., IUCN Red List species).

The Nature Conservancy’s ecoregional planning uses both
coarse- and fine-filter guidelines to identify biological targets.
Therefore, for our case study we used the biological target list
from the Wyoming Basins Ecoregional Plan (Freilich et al.
2001) crosswalked with information gathered as part of the
environmental impact assessment (EIA; USDOI 2006). We
selected all ecoregional conservation targets identified within
the bounds of the field area as a biological target to be in-
cluded in the offset design. We selected nine species and
one ecological system to represent the biodiversity on the
Jonah Field (table 1).
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Table 1. Information on targets selected to represent biodiversity on the Jonah natural gas field.

Impact goal Assessment goals Assessment goals
Biological target (hectares) Data source met at smaller scale? met at larger scale?

Burrowing owl 13,690 Deductive model No Yes

Cedar-rim thistle 3433 Inductive model No Yes

Mountain plover 1390 Deductive model Yes Yes

Pronghorn migration routes 7738 Wyoming Game and Fish linear data Yes Yes

Pygmy rabbit 7436 Deductive model Yes Yes

Sage grouse leks 6 Wyoming Game and Fish point data Yes Yes

Sage grouse winter habitat 21,043 Deductive model Yes Yes

Sage sparrow 8813 Deductive model No Yes

White-tailed prairie dogs 1705 Deductive model Yes Yes

Wyoming big sagebrush steppe 22,573 US Forest Service Landfire data Yes Yes

Note: Small-scale assessment goals come from analyses for the Pinedale Bureau of Land Management Field Office Boundary; larger-scale assessment
goals come from analyses for the Wyoming Landscape Conservation Initiative Boundary.

http://www.biosciencemag.org
acorathers
Text Box
0851



Spatial data for biological targets
Spatial data were used to quantify impacts associated with
development on the Jonah Field and to guide selection of off-
set sites. We used a combination of point survey data, vege-
tation cover estimations, and predictive model estimations
(table 1). If survey data were sufficient for estimating occur-
rence patterns, we relied on these data. For example, for
pronghorn, we created one-kilometer buffers (Berger et al.
2006) around linear pronghorn migration routes from the
Wyoming Game and Fish Department (WGFD 2006). To
estimate occurrence patterns of theWyoming Big Sagebrush
Steppe community,we relied on theUS Forest Service’s Land-
fire project data of existing vegetation height, type, and
percentage cover (USFS 2006).

If survey data were insufficient to estimate occurrence
patterns across the study area,we developed predictive mod-
els based on species occurrence, observation, and survey data
from the Wyoming Natural Diversity Database, Wyoming
Wildlife Consultants,Wyoming Game and Fish Department,
and the BLM.We initially tried using an inductive modeling
approach by developing aCART (classification and regression
tree) model (Breiman et al. 1984) with the random forests al-
gorithm through a GIS (geographic information system)
tool developed at the University of Georgia called the EDM
(element distributionmodeling) Tools forArcGIS (Nibbelink
2006),but our expert biologists were dissatisfiedwith themod-
els we produced—the models lacked sufficient survey data to
generate adequate models. As an alternative, we settled on a
simpler approach using deductive models,wherein we iden-
tified each species’ habitat preferences and created binary
models of suitable habitat through a series of GIS overlays
based on slope; aspect; topographic roughness; elevation
(digital elevation models); stream buffers; and vegetation
type, height, and percentage cover. The topographic features
(elevation, aspect, slope, roughness) were all derived from the
30-meter National Elevation Dataset assembled by the US
Geological Survey (USGS). Vegetation data were obtained
from Landfire (USFS 2006), and streams data were based on
the National Hydrologic Dataset (USGS 1997). To convert
aspect to a continuous linear data set, we calculated the co-
sine of the aspect multiplied by –100 to produce values rang-
ing from –100 to 100.Topographic roughness was calculated
using a 3-by-3 moving-window neighborhood calculation
of the standard deviation of the elevation.We validated our
habitat models with expert review and survey data. For cedar
rim thistle (Cirsiumaridum),we relied on statewide rare-plant
predictive models developed by Fertig and Thurston (2003).

Offset goals for biological targets
Our intention with this analysis was not to reinvent the EIA
process, as the literature on this subject is extensive (Sadar et
al. 1995, Canter 1996); rather, we intended to provide an
approach that could complement existing EIAs. Thus, for
this assessment,we used a simple approach to quantify field-
level impacts. Spatial data assembled for each of the bio-
logical targets were overlaid onto the field boundaries, and

estimated acres of habitat within the bounds were included
as impacts (table 1). Since it was obvious that impacts asso-
ciated with development extend beyond areas of surface dis-
turbance, we used the full-field, 24,407-ha boundary, even
though the infill project was limited to a 12,343-ha area.
These full-field impacts became the input goals for theMarxan
algorithm, representing the minimum offset spatial goals.

Selecting potential offset sites with Marxan
When the decision to use offsets is made, there is often a de-
sire to keep them as close as possible to the impact site so ben-
efits accrue to the affected area. The choice of offset location
that best balances proximity to the impact site with effectively
achieving conservation benefits is often unclear. Here, we
used the Marxan (version 1.8.2) site-selection algorithm de-
veloped by Ball and Possingham (2000) to illustrate how this
tool can be used to determine an appropriate location and spa-
tial extent for offset design. We developed criteria to ensure
offsets would serve to mitigate on-site impacts (see below),
then we ran analyses at progressively broader spatial extents,
with the intention of selecting offsets at the smallest spatial
extent at which goals could be met.We chose a nested set of
areas in accordance with both biological and political con-
straints. The first area was limited to the Upper Green River
Basin, focusing on the BLM’s Pinedale Field Office boundary
(figure 2).The second, expanded area included theWyoming
Landscape Conservation Initiative boundary (figure 2) com-
ponent of the Healthy Lands Initiative of the Department of
the Interior.

Marxan, a siting tool for landscape conservation analysis,
explicitly incorporates spatial design criteria into the site-
selection process.Marxan operates as a stand-alone program
and uses an algorithm called“simulated annealing with iter-
ative improvement” as a heuristic method for efficiently se-
lecting regionally representative sets of areas for biodiversity
conservation (Possingham et al. 2000).Marxan allows inputs
of target occurrences represented as points or polygons in a
GIS environment, and makes it possible to state conservation
goals in a variety of ways, such as percentage area or numbers
of point occurrences.The program also allows the integration
of many available spatial data sets on land-use patterns and
conservation status, and enables a rapid evaluation of alter-
native configurations. The ultimate objective is to minimize
the cost of the reserve system (i.e., cost = landscape integrity,
conservation cost in dollars, size of the reserve, etc.) while still
meeting conservation objectives.

For both the fine-scale and broadscale analyses, the work-
ing group selected 500-ha hexagons (derived from a uni-
formgrid) as the unit of analysis for runningMarxan,because
this spatial resolutionwas sufficient to represent biological tar-
gets and also large enough to permit efficient analyses across
broad landscape scales. The effectiveness of a contiguous set
of hexagonal units for defining natural variability, especially
among spatially heterogeneous data sets, is well documented
(White et al. 1992).Use of hexagons resulted in 12,159 analy-
sis units (6,079,500 ha) for the larger study area and 1834
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analysis units (917,000 ha) for the
smaller area. Each hexagon was
populated by summing the area of
suitable habitat for the targeted com-
munity or species.

In addition to the biological in-
formation used to select potential
offset sites, we incorporated a series
of additional rules. First, we guided
site selection to areas of high biolog-
ical integrity (per Copeland et al.
2007).This is equivalent to the“cost”
function used by Marxan (Ball and
Possingham 2000). Given the diffi-
culty of restoration in this dry sage-
brush system (Monsen and Shaw
2000), the team felt it necessary to
select areas with high integrity and
allow mitigation funding to keep
these systems from becoming de-
graded. Second,we blocked out areas
(using status = 3 function; Ball and
Possingham 2000) of high oil and
gas development potential (based on
USGS estimates of undiscovered tech-
nically recoverable resources, Energy
InformationAdministration–proved
reserve calculations, and a predictive
model developed by one of the au-
thors of this article [H.C.]).The team
felt that this last rule was critical,
given the commitment to maintain-
ing the integrity of the offset for at
least as long as impacts are incurred
on-site. Because of the high degree of
oil and gas activity in this area, we
thought it would be prudent to forgo
selection of areas with high future
development potential for offsets, to
prevent the possibility of establishing
offset sites that may themselves need
to be offset. Moreover, the high cost
and regulatory uncertainty associ-
ated with working in areas with high
resource potential constituted an-
other reason to avoid selecting these
areas.

Goals achieved
At the smaller spatial extent, we selected 76,517 ha that were
consistent with our offset goals. However, for several targets
we were unable to meet even the minimum offset goals at
the smaller extent (table 1). To achieve no net loss at this
smaller spatial extent, given the constraints our team placed
on selecting off-site sites (e.g., high intactness, low oil and
gas potential), it would be necessary to reduce offset goals by

mitigating impacts on-site using a step higher up the miti-
gation hierarchy. For example, on-site impacts and, in turn,
the needs for offsets could be reduced by further avoiding
or minimizing the footprint associated with development.
Although the selected areas would not be sufficient to achieve
nonet loss because of the scope of on-site impacts, the selected
areas could still be used as offsets when combined with areas
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Figure 2. Use of the Marxan algorithm to select suitable offset sites as part of the Jonah
natural gas field infill project. Spatial data layers were used both for assessing impacts
resulting from development on the field and for selecting suitable offset sites. Land-
scape rules: “Intactness” (Copeland et al. 2007) and “Oil and Gas Potential” (based
on US Geological Survey estimates of undiscovered technically recoverable resources,
Energy Information Administration–proved reserve calculations, and a predictive
model developed by H. C.) guided the selection of sites to areas of high habitat quality
and low oil and gas development potential. Areas in green (smaller spatial extent) and
red (larger spatial extent) represent the best fit of the Marxan algorithm based on these
specific targets and specified rules. The inset map shows the location of Wyoming
within the conterminous United States, as well as the location of theWyoming Land-
scape Conservation Initiative and the Pinedale Bureau of LandManagement Field
Office Boundaries.
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from the larger spatial extent. At the larger spatial extent, we
selected 62,499 ha, and in contrast to the smaller spatial ex-
tent, we found ample opportunity to meet offset goals for all
targets (table 1, figure 2). Both the small and larger spatial ex-
tents sites selected included a mix of public and private land,
and a mix of potential restoration and protection offsets.

Discussion
Biodiversity offsets, the last step in the mitigation hierarchy
(avoid,minimize, restore, offset), are conservation actions that
seek to counterbalance residual impacts resulting from de-
velopment with measurable conservation outcomes, with
the aim of no net loss for biodiversity. Our study illustrates
some general principles in offset design and site selection
for mitigating impacts from development on the Jonah nat-
ural gas field in southwesternWyoming.Offsets are intended
to provide an additional tool to achieve the no-net-loss goal
after efforts have been made to avoid and minimize impacts.
To achieve no net loss, offsets—in addition to having a sys-
tematic selection process—must ensure that offset actions are
genuinely new and additional contributions to conservation,
and they will have to quantify ecological quality rather than
simply use acreage units. The selection process we have out-
lined can incorporate these additional requirements.

To trade project impacts for offset benefits,we need to de-
velop an appropriate currency (i.e., area, habitat quality) to
ensure that offsets are sufficient. The framework we have de-
veloped starts this process by selecting a set of sites that have
value for their ability tomeet the biologically based offset goals
within a landscape context, including consideration of land-
scape integrity and future potential impacts. As on-the-
ground projects are considered, practitioners can establish a
finer currency that incorporates the size of the impact and off-
set, as well as values associated with ecological functions,
quality, and integrity.However,most offset programs meth-
ods for assessing currency are in their infancy. The exception
is wetland offsets, for which methodological developments
have been ongoing for more than two decades. Indeed, esti-
mates of the number of available wetland assessment meth-
ods range upward of 100 individual tools (Bartoldus 1999).
Despite the proliferation of assessment methods, all are sub-
ject to criticism, and few are actually used because of the
high cost and complexity of application (Kusler 2003). In a
study of more than 200 wetland mitigation banks through-
out the United States,more than 60 percent of the banks de-
fined credits simply by acreage (Environmental Law Institute
2002).

The framework we have developed will be integrated with
the use of an assessment tool, although such a tool is not a key
component of our current analysis. For the sagebrush eco-
system, several site assessment tools are available for use (i.e.,
USFWS 1980, habitat evaluation procedures; USNRCS 1997,
ecological site descriptions; Parkes et al. 2003, habitat hectares
approach).However, the lessons of wetland mitigation bank-
ing show that assessment tools will need to balance time and
cost with scientific rigor.By incorporating a valuation process

into a site selection framework,we streamline the assessment
process.Moreover, if mitigation replacement ratios are adopted,
as they are inwetlandmitigation banking (see King and Price
2004), then our framework can easily incorporate this by ad-
justing the goals that are put into the Marxan algorithm.

The majority of offset policies (McKenney 2005) agree
that compensatory actions must result in benefits that are
additional to any existing values. For our offset design, we
guided site selection toward areas with high-quality habi-
tats. These areas may require minimal or no restoration, but
they are at risk from future impacts (i.e., residential subdivi-
sion, invasive weeds). For example, since the 1970s, rural
areas with desirable natural amenities and recreational
opportunities throughout theUnited States have experienced
a surge in rural development (Brown et al. 2005),with growth
in the mountainous West during the 1990s occurring faster
than in any other region of the country (Hansen et al. 2002).
Home building in our project area reflected these national
trends in the period between 1990 and 2001 (Gude et al.
2007).

We recommend the use of mitigation funds to maintain
habitat quality by abating future impacts (i.e., residential de-
velopment) as well as standard habitat improvements. Al-
though this is different from the emphasis on habitat
restoration or creation associated with wetland mitigation
(Federal InteragencyMitigationWorkgroup 2002),we feel that
as long as mitigation action prevents the decline of habitat
quality, the averted decline can be measured; and offset plan-
ning provides for adaptive management, should conditions
or threats change, which can be a practical use of mitigation
funds. Given the flexibility of our site-selection framework,
offset projects conducted in different ecological or political
settings can easily use it to adjust site selection toward areas
with more potential for restoration, if that is desired.

Reaching no net loss will come from on-site actions that
minimize impacts or restore habitat, combined with off-site
actions that provide additional benefits. The appropriate
temporal scale should be used when valuing the role of off-
sets in achieving no net loss. Offsets will need to persist for
at least as long as impacts persist on-site, and their value will
have to be assessed within a similar temporal framework. For
our case study, we use a 30- to 50-year time frame to assess
on-site impacts and value on-site restoration and offset value.
We recognize, however, that without requiring offset benefits
to precede impacts on-site, there may be a temporal lag in
achieving no net loss. Offset projects associated with im-
pacts on the Jonah Field will consist of both restoration and
protection projects.Valuing restoration projects as a function
of habitat improvement is a relatively straightforward process.
Valuing protection projects intended to maintain existing
quality will involve assessing the background rate of change
that necessitates protection (e.g., residential subdivision) and
asking what the quality of habitat would be during the time
on-site impacts persist if the protection did not exist.

Moving forward, we hope that our study prompts offset
practitioners to think strategically about site selection, and to
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develop practical guidelines for when and how to guide this
process. Site selection for offsets will obviously be an exercise
in landscape analysis. Quantitative site selection tools (e.g.,
Arponen et al. 2007) such as Marxan provide a transparent,
flexible, and rule-based approach to guide site selection.
Where political pressures constrain practitioners to some
extent, site-selection algorithms will allow them to deter-
mine whether it is possible to meet goals within those con-
straints. The framework we have developed can be applied
if offsets have been selected as an appropriate tool; failure to
systematically select suitable sites could reduce the potential
benefits for conservation.Moreover, knowing when and how
offsets can be applied—and knowingwhere they cannot—can
be difficult to determine; offset use must be complemented
by a rigorous process that ensures themitigation hierarchy has
been followed.
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There is widespread consensus that the world is currently
experiencing a mass extinction event (Wilson 1992;

Novacek and Cleland 2001). The biodiversity loss associated
with this process is the result of several factors, including:
land-use change and habitat destruction, invasive species,
overexploitation of resources, pollution, and climate change.
Of these factors, habitat destruction is by far the most detri-
mental, with infrastructure development playing a key role
(Hardner and Rice 2002). It is estimated that an unprece-
dented US$22 trillion will be invested, to support increased
infrastructure development by 2030, mostly in developing
countries (IEA 2006; World Bank 2007). With the mounting
pressure on natural resources as human populations grow,
there is increasing urgency to find ways to balance these
growing needs with those of biodiversity conservation.

Environmental impact assessment (EIA) is a systematic
process that examines the environmental consequences of
planned developments (Lawrence 2003). Since its inception
in the US in 1969, the concept of EIA has spread worldwide.

The emphasis of EIA is on prediction and prevention of
environmental damage (Lawrence 2003). The mitigation of
environmental impacts is therefore a key stage of the EIA
process, and lies at its heart (Pritchard 1993). EIA practi-
tioners seek to minimize impacts through the application of
the “mitigation hierarchy”: avoid, minimize, restore, or offset
(CEQ 2000). In theory, this process provides a mechanism
to balance development and conservation; however, in prac-
tice, EIA is applied on a project-by-project basis, which can
underestimate the cumulative impacts of multiple current or
projected development projects within an area and also limit
flexibility in applying the mitigation hierarchy. 

Offsets are an increasingly popular mechanism for
achieving environmental benefits (Gibbons and
Lindenmayer 2007), by providing a mechanism for main-
taining or enhancing environmental values in situations
where development is being planned, despite the fact that
such development is likely to cause detrimental environ-
mental impacts (ten Kate 2004). Biodiversity offsets seek
to ensure that the inevitable negative environmental
impacts of development are moderated by environmental
gains, with the overall aim of achieving a net neutral or
positive outcome (ten Kate 2004; McKenney 2005).
Offsets are generally intended as an option for addressing
any residual environmental damage, after efforts have been
undertaken to avoid and minimize the impacts (Figure 1). 

Although the potential benefits of biodiversity offsets are
numerous – including benefits for industry, government,
and conservation groups alike – establishing offsets
involves overcoming several conceptual and methodologi-
cal challenges. A major problem with this approach is that
it implies that all habitats can be offset. A key question
concerning the use of offsets therefore centers on when
and where they can be used as an appropriate tool. If offset
use continues to increase, how do we know that impacts to

CONCEPTS  AND QUESTIONS

Development by design: blending landscape-
level planning with the mitigation hierarchy
JJoosseepphh  MM  KKiieesseecckkeerr11**,,  HHoollllyy  CCooppeellaanndd22,,  AAmmyy  PPoocceewwiicczz22,,  aanndd  BBrruuccee  MMccKKeennnneeyy33

Compensatory mitigation, or biodiversity offsets, provide a mechanism for maintaining or enhancing envi-
ronmental values in situations where development is being planned, despite detrimental environmental
impacts. Offsets are generally intended as an option for addressing any remaining environmental impacts of
a development plan, after efforts have been made to avoid, minimize, or restore on-site impacts. Although
offset programs require that developers adhere to the mitigation hierarchy to avoid, minimize, and restore
biodiversity on-site before considering an offset for residual impacts, no quantitative guidelines exist for
this decision-making process. What criteria are needed to require that impacts be minimized or avoided
altogether? Here, we examine how conservation planning can provide a way to address this issue. By blend-
ing landscape-level conservation planning with application of the mitigation hierarchy, we can ensure that
the use of biodiversity offsets is consistent with sustainable development practices.     

Front Ecol Environ 2009; doi:10.1890/090005

1The Nature Conservancy, Fort Collins, CO *(jkiesecker@
tnc.org); 2The Nature Conservancy, Lander, WY; 3The Nature
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IInn  aa  nnuuttsshheellll::
• Balancing growing resource needs with biodiversity conserva-

tion requires an approach beyond traditional project-by-project
mitigation for impacts resulting from development

• We show how conservation planning, in combination with the
mitigation hierarchy, can guide decision making on where
impacts to biodiversity can be offset and where they should be
avoided or minimized

• This framework not only guides the use of mitigation strategies,
but also provides a structure for funding conservation
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biodiversity will continue to be offset? Regulatory agencies
often require that developers follow the mitigation hierar-
chy (CEQ 2000) of seeking to avoid, minimize, and restore
biodiversity on the site, before considering an offset for the
residual impacts. However, no quantitative guidelines exist
to guide this decision-making process.

Conservation planning (eg Groves 2003) provides a
framework to ensure that mitigation efforts are consistent
with conservation goals; this often includes the mainte-
nance of large, resilient ecosystems to support both healthy
wildlife habitats and human communities. Blending the
mitigation hierarchy with conservation planning offers
three distinct advantages over a traditional project-by-pro-
ject approach. The mitigation-planning combination (1)
takes into account the cumulative impacts of current or
projected development projects; (2) provides regional con-
text to better guide which step of the mitigation hierarchy
should be applied (ie avoidance versus offsets); and (3)
offers increased flexibility in choosing offsets that maxi-
mize conservation returns, by providing resources for the
most threatened ecosystems or species.

� Systematic conservation planning

Landscape-level conservation planning is the process of
locating, configuring, and maintaining areas that are man-
aged to maintain viability of biodiversity and other natural
features (Pressey and Bottrill 2008). A conservation port-
folio (composed of priority sites), the end product of con-

servation planning, is made up of a selected
set of areas that represent the full distribu-
tion and diversity of these systems (Noss et
al. 2002). Plans often optimize (Ball and
Possingham 2000) the design of the portfolio
to meet the minimum viability needs of each
biological target, but in a way that minimizes
the area required (Pressey et al. 1997; Ball
and Possingham 2000). Thus, even though
areas outside of the portfolio have not been
selected, they may still help to meet biodi-
versity goals. The key feature of a conserva-
tion plan is the clear articulation of a biodi-
versity vision that incorporates the full range
of biological features, how they are currently
distributed, and what minimum viability
needs each biological target requires to per-
sist in the long term (Lovejoy 1980;
Armbruster and Lande 1993; Doncaster et al.
1996). The creation of this vision and the
implementation of the conservation strategy
depend on the active involvement of host
governments, experts from many disciplines,
development organizations, and local resi-
dents. The ultimate goal is a peer-reviewed
conservation strategy with specific action
plans that are widely embraced and imple-
mented by stakeholders.

�Mitigation planning 

We envision two ways in which conservation plans could
be used to guide the application of the mitigation hierar-
chy. First, where plans have already been completed, pro-
posed developments can be mapped and assessed relative
to the conservation portfolio and the minimum viability
needs of the target species. Overlap between the portfolio
and the proposed development may result in a “redraw-
ing” of the portfolio to recapture habitat needed to meet
biodiversity goals impacted by development. However, if
minimum viability needs cannot be met elsewhere within
the study area, the development plans would need to
minimize impacts to the degree that maintains the viabil-
ity of the biological targets or development should not
proceed (Figures 1 and 2). Second, where future develop-
ment activities (eg oil and gas development, wind/solar
development, residential development, some types of
mining) can be estimated, these projections can be either
mapped in association with an existing portfolio or used
as part of the creation of a new conservation plan (Figure
2). The portfolio should be designed to avoid conflict
with potential development. Areas where such projects
could hinder conservation goals would again be identi-
fied and examined in greater detail and categorized as
“avoidance/minimization” areas, as needed. If adopted,
this framework would provide an opportunity to avoid
conflict between potential development and areas that are
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critical for biodiversity conservation, and pro-
vide a structured framework to guide deci-
sions regarding which step in the mitigation
hierarchy should be applied (Figures 1 and 2).

Landscape-level plans can also maximize
the benefits to conservation of applying the
mitigation hierarchy, in particular where off-
sets are used. Most biodiversity offset legisla-
tion and policies presume “like-for-like” or
“in-kind” offsets (ie offsets that conserve
biodiversity of a similar kind to that affected
by the development). At times, however,
better conservation results may be obtained
by placing the offset in an ecosystem of
higher conservation priority. A regional
landscape perspective can provide opportu-
nities for identifying situations where “trad-
ing up”, or “out-of-kind” offsets may offer
valuable alternatives. Consider, for example,
development that results in impacts to a
widely distributed or highly conserved tar-
get. Requiring in-kind offsets could limit the
potential benefit that an offset might pro-
vide. For example, losses of a particular com-
mon habitat type could be offset in a habitat
of higher priority in the region, because it is
under great threat (ie vulnerable) or because
it is the last remaining example of its kind,
and is therefore irreplaceable. Out-of-kind
offsets may also be preferable where there is
an opportunity to take advantage of existing
conservation management to locate the off-
set, or consolidating several offsets in one
location. Of course, alternatives to strict in-
kind criteria would need to be clearly benefi-
cial to biodiversity conservation or might
only be adopted after proper consideration of an in-kind
offset, and should not simply be driven by cost reduction.

� The Wyoming Basins ecoregion: a case study in
mitigation planning

The Wyoming Basins ecoregion (WBE) comprises 13.3
million hectares of basin, plain, desert, and “island” moun-
tains in Wyoming, Montana, Idaho, Colorado, and Utah
(Bailey 1995; Figure 3). The area is a stronghold for the
greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus), an
emblematic native game bird now being considered for list-
ing under the Endangered Species Act (Figure 4). The
ecoregion provides critical habitat for migratory big game,
songbirds, and raptors within the reaches of the Greater
Yellowstone ecosystem. Some of the world’s largest herds of
mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus) and pronghorn antelope
(Antilocarpa americana) winter here, relying on the snow-
free forage to get them through harsh winter weather
(Figure 5). In an attempt to identify areas that would main-
tain long-term persistence of representative biodiversity for

the ecoregion, The Nature Conservancy, together with key
state and federal land management and wildlife regulatory
agencies, universities, and other conservation organiza-
tions, set out to conduct an ecoregional plan for the WBE
(Freilich et al. 2001). The portfolio of sites chosen during
the WBE ecoregional assessment totals 3.5 million ha, or
27% of the total area in the ecoregion (Figure 2a). The
WBE is also home to some of the richest oil and gas deposits
in the western US (US DOI 2006; Figures 2b and 5),
including some that intersect areas selected in the ecore-
gional assessment (Figure 2c). In fact, the number of pro-
ducing oil and gas wells in the ecoregion has nearly tripled
since the 1980s and is expected to increase further over the
next 30 years (Copeland et al. 2007; Doherty et al. in press).
Conservation of the biological diversity in this area is in
question, in part because the US Federal Government has
authorized exploration and development on over 4 million
of the 8 million ha (52%) of the federal mineral estate
within the ecoregion (Doherty et al. in press).

Here, we use the portfolio of sites selected in the plan
(Freilich et al. 2001; Figure 2a) to demonstrate how we can

FFiigguurree  22.. Landscape-level recommendations for the application of the mitigation
hierarchy in the Wyoming Basins ecoregion. (a) Portfolio of conservation sites
selected by the Wyoming Basins ecoregional assessment (Freilich et al. 2001).
(b) Oil and gas potential, based on estimates of undiscovered, technically
recoverable resources (US DOI 2006; Copeland et al. 2007; Kiesecker et al.
2009; Copeland et al. in review). (c) Sites that overlap areas with high probability
of development outlined in black. Labeled sites – Ace-in-the-Hole Draw, Calamity
Ridge, and Flaming Gorge – are discussed in more detail in the text.
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apply the mitigation hierarchy to balance conservation
objectives with impacts associated with future oil and gas
development. Given that only 27% of the ecoregion was
selected as part of the conservation portfolio, conflicts
could potentially be resolved by simply redesigning the
portfolio to meet the minimum viability needs of the bio-
logical targets in areas with lower oil and gas potential
(Figure 2c; WebTable 1). We examined the intersection
between these conservation areas and the land with the
highest 25% of oil and gas potential, based on estimates of
undiscovered, technically recoverable resources (US DOI
2006; Copeland et al. 2007; Kiesecker et al. 2009; Copeland
et al. in review). A total of 27 conservation areas intersect
with areas considered to have high development potential
(Figure 2c). Sites would receive different mitigation recom-
mendations, depending on the nature and distribution of
conservation targets that the sites attempted to conserve. In
our example, 22 of the 27 sites could use offsets to mitigate
impacts resulting from development (WebTable 1). Of
these 22 sites, nine have target goals that could be met com-
pletely elsewhere. For example, the Calamity Ridge site,
located in northwestern Colorado, contains four wide-
spread ecological systems (as per Freilich et al. 2001) for
which goals could be met by substituting areas with low oil
and gas potential currently outside of the portfolio. Eight of
the 22 sites where offsets could be employed have localized
occurrences of rare plants or animals that overlap with high
oil and gas development potential. After attempts are made
to avoid and/or minimize impacts to these target species,
the remaining impacts could be offset. For example, the
Ace-in-the-Hole Draw site contains only one rare plant
(Nelson’s milkvetch, Astragalus nelsonianus) that is critical
in meeting ecoregional goals. As a first step, direct distur-
bance to the rocky outcrops and highly saline soils that
serve as habitat for Nelson’s milkvetch should be avoided
and indirect impacts of development (ie spread of invasive
plants) minimized. Second, any unavoidable impacts to the
three ecological systems also present within the site could

be offset. The remaining five sites where offsets could be
used also have localized occurrences of rare plants or ani-
mals, but these occurrences do not overlap with high oil
and gas development potential; therefore, unavoidable
impacts to the widespread ecological systems found in these
sites can be offset. 

At the sites where conflicts can be resolved, development
could proceed with a greater degree of flexibility in applying
the mitigation hierarchy, so that residual impacts are man-
aged through the use of on-site restoration and offsets
(Figure 1). For example, a development proposed within
the Calamity Ridge site that would result in residual
impacts to its ecological systems could be offset. Applying
the “no-net-loss” concept, as prescribed by Kiesecker et al.
(2009), to impacts associated with development at this site
and offsetting any residual impact would be consistent with
the ecoregional goals. Moreover, the ecoregional perspec-
tive provides the opportunity to maximize offset benefits.
Because irreplacability scores can be calculated for each
biological target across the ecoregion (Ferrier et al. 2000),
decisions regarding offsets can maximize benefits when
made at this scale. For example, consider impacts to juniper
woodlands at the Calamity Ridge site. Offsets could be
directed at other juniper woodlands (in-kind offsets) or
directed toward targets of greater conservation value (out-
of-kind offsets). Juniper woodlands are widespread, highly
conserved, and occur in areas not judged to be at great risk
(Freilich et al. 2001; Copeland et al. 2007), so that directing
offsets at targets considered to be irreplaceable (ie sagebrush
systems) will result in a higher conservation return. 

In sites containing irreplaceable targets, however, greater
emphasis will be given to avoidance or minimization
(WebTable 1). For example, of the 27 sites that overlap
areas of high development potential, five contain occur-

FFiigguurree  33.. Scenes from the Wyoming Basins ecoregion. (a)
Killpecker Sand Dunes, Sweetwater County, Wyoming. (b)
Sage brush community, Natrona County, Wyoming.

(a) (b)
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rences of both rare plants and animals that are critical to
meeting ecoregional goals and are distributed across most of
the site. This means that avoidance or minimization strate-
gies should be considered, in order to maintain viability of
the target species. The Flaming Gorge site, located in south-
western Wyoming, contains 37 separate rare plant targets,
20 rare animal targets, and 27 individual ecological systems.
The site is critical to meeting the ecoregional goals involv-
ing six of the rare plants – Uinta greenthread (Thelesperma
pubescens), Cedar Mountain easter daisy (Townsendia micro-
cephala), Wyoming tansy mustard (Descurainia torulosa),
Green River greenthread (Thelesperma caespitosum),
Nelson’s milkvetch (Astragalus nelsonianus), and Uinta draba
(Draba juniperina) – and three of the rare animals – roundtail
chub (Gila robusta), flannelmouth sucker (Catostomus latip-
innis), and bluehead sucker (Catostomus discobolus). These
target species are critical, as they are extremely rare (often
5–20 known populations), are experiencing very steep popu-
lation declines, or face other factors that place them at risk.
Because there is limited flexibility in where these target
species can be conserved, impacts in this site would make
meeting ecoregional goals difficult. Proposed developments
at these sites would either be rejected or could only proceed
if combined with efforts to minimize impacts, leaving little
or no residual impact (Figure 1).

�Mitigation funding fuels conservation 

Offsets represent an opportunity to mobilize billions of
dollars for conservation (McKenney 2005; Burgin 2008).
When mitigation is a normal part of project costs, the
level of funding available for conservation can greatly
exceed other funding sources. For example, in Wyoming,
$24.5 million was established as a mitigation fund for a
single oil and gas field; compare this to the $4 million
available for wildlife conservation from the Wyoming
Wildlife and Natural Resource Trust (Kiesecker et al.
2009). Although this was the first application of offsets
associated with oil and gas development in the WBE, the
Bureau of Land Management, which oversees the man-
agement of over 260 million acres of land in the US, and
administers the mineral estate for over 700 million acres,
has recently adopted a change to its offset policy and now
allows projects to include offsets associated with impacts
resulting from development (US BLM 2008). Given the
extensive amount of oil and gas development projected
for the WBE, a requirement that development projects
achieve no-net-loss could be the impetus that is needed
to conserve biodiversity across the ecoregion as well as
other energy-rich ecoregions. This may be important, as
the US moves to exploit more of its domestic energy
resources, in particular renewable energy. Internationally,
several countries (eg Australia, Brazil, South Africa, and
Colombia) are developing policies to improve the mitiga-
tion process by making planning more proactive and by
including offsets as a stronger component for mitigating
impacts (Gibbons and Lindenmayer 2007; Burgin 2008). 

� Conclusions

Predictions suggest that there will be increasing pressure on
natural resources as human populations grow (World Bank
2007). In order to balance these growing demands with bio-
diversity conservation, a shift from “business as usual” is
clearly needed. By blending a landscape vision with the mit-
igation hierarchy, we move away from the traditional pro-
ject-by-project land-use planning approach. By avoiding or
minimizing impacts to irreplaceable biological targets and
then ensuring that damaged ecosystems are restored on site,
using the best available technology, and finally offsetting any
remaining residual impacts, we can provide a framework
that is consistent with sustainable development (Pritchard
1993; Bartelmus 1997). A landscape vision is essential,
because it helps us to move beyond a business-as-usual
approach to conservation. It ensures that the biologically

© The Ecological Society of America wwwwww..ffrroonnttiieerrssiinneeccoollooggyy..oorrgg

FFiigguurree  44.. Greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus),
a sagebrush obligate now under consideration for listing under the
Endangered Species Act.

FFiigguurree  55.. Pronghorn antelope (Antilocarpa americana) in a
Wyoming Basins gas field. Part of the greater Yellowstone
ecosystem, the Wyoming Basins ecoregion contains some of the
world’s largest herds of mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus) and
pronghorn.
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and ecologically important features remain the core conser-
vation targets throughout the process. Without this vision,
the overarching conservation targets are lost, prioritization
becomes difficult, and scarce resources are wasted.
Determining appropriate areas to preserve as habitat, as part
of a conservation plan, is a challenging exercise; however, in
reality, this is the easy part. The real challenge is identifying
funding mechanisms to underwrite the conservation of these
areas. By adopting the approach outlined here and requiring
the application of the no-net-loss framework (Kiesecker et
al. 2009), not only do we balance development with conser-
vation, but we also provide the funding to support conserva-
tion commensurate with impacts from development.

To see the benefits of a comprehensive approach to miti-
gation we need look no further than at existing oil and gas
development in the WBE. If a landscape-level plan had
been used, this might have included recommendations to
avoid or minimize impacts from the ten gas fields currently
in production within the Flaming Gorge site. Out of more
than 550 individual fields and 31 750 producing oil and gas
wells in the WBE, the developers of only one field have
been required to include offsets to mitigate for impacts.
Although most individual fields do not represent substan-
tial impacts, the cumulative damage is considerable, with a
combined footprint of over 300 000 acres. If the no-net-
loss goal had been required as part of each of these devel-
opments and offsets used to mitigate impacts where appro-
priate, the development that has already occurred could
have resulted in a substantial benefits to conservation. 
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WebTable 1. Portfolio sites from the Wyoming Basins Ecoregional Assessment that overlap with high oil and gas
potential 

Conservation targets
Size Area with high oil Ecological Rare Rare Mitigation

Portfolio site (acres) and gas potential systems animals plants recommendation

Ace-in-the-Hole 1283 1235 x x Offset after 
Avoid/minimize impacts to rare plants

Bear Lake 188 061 36 570 x x x Avoid/minimize 

Calamity Ridge 7825 4447 x Offset

Cherokee Basin 309 302 100 569 x x x Offset after 
Avoid/minimize impacts to

rare animals and plants 

East Cody 66 671 2223 x x x Offset

Ferris Mountain 33 804 4942 x x x Offset

Flaming Gorge 716 947 192 985 x x x Avoid/minimize

Flat Top Mountain 4908 667 x x Offset after 
Avoid/minimize impacts to 

rare plants

Green Mountains 23 767 1235 x x Offset

Greybull River Basin 317 387 16 308 x x x Offset

Lower Green River 505 129 250 065 x x x Avoid/minimize

Muddy Creek Basin 180 281 247 x x Offset

No Wood River 287 281 47 690 x x x Offset 

Overthrust Belt 431 830 124 291 x x x Offset after 
Avoid/minimize impacts to

rare plants

Pine Butte 83 129 94 639 x x x Offset, area of potential impact does
not overlap with targets of concern

Red Desert 34 302 17 888 x Offset

Seedskadee 40 405 5436 x x x Avoid/minimize 

Shirley Basin 1 356 701 12 602 x x x Offset, area of potential impact does 
not overlap with targets of concern

Sugarloaf 187 929 17 791 x x x Offset after
Avoid/minimize impacts to 

the one rare plant

Sweetwater River 997 775 141 094 x x x Offset, area of potential impact does 
not overlap with targets of concern

Table Mountain 8935 8895 x x x Offset

Uinta Benches 161 909 149 495 x x x Offset after
Avoid/minimize impacts to 

rare plants

continued
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WebTable 1. – continued

Conservation targets
Size Area with high oil Ecological Rare Rare Mitigation

Portfolio site (acres) and gas potential systems animals plants recommendation

Upper Green River 473 708 254 760 x x x Avoid/minimize

Walton Canyon 7180 6918 x x x Offset after
Avoid/minimize impacts to 

rare animals

Western Wind River 607 425 73 141 x x x Offset, areas of potential impact do not 
overlap with rare targets

Wind River Canyon 409 386 26 192 x x x Offset, areas of potential impact do not 
overlap with targets of concern 

Yampa River 528 690 85 496 x x x Offset after
Avoid/minimize impacts to

rare animals

Notes: Included are the sizes of the sites, areas of high oil and gas potential within the sites, conservation targets within the sites (ecological systems, rare animals, and rare
plants, as defined in Freilich et al. 2001) and mitigation recommendation. Complete target lists are provided for the three sites used as examples: Ace-in-the-hole Draw
targets: Ecological systems (Basin big sage, Gardner saltbush flats, juniper woodland). Rare plants (Nelson’s milkvetch). Calamity Ridge targets: Ecological systems (decidu-
ous oak, Basin big sage, juniper woodland, pinyon–juniper woodland). Flaming Gorge targets: Ecological systems (foothills grassland, mixed grass prairie, mesic upland shrub,
deciduous oak, mountain mahogany shrubland,Wyoming big sage, mountain big sagebrush, Basin big sage, black sage, salt desert scrub, Gardner saltbush flats, greasewood, aspen,
sub-alpine forest, ponderosa pine, lodgepole pine,mountain fir, limber pine, juniper woodland, pinyon–juniper woodland, aspen/conifer forest riparian, grass riparian, and meadow
shrub-dominated riparian wetland, barren). Rare animals (Uinta ground squirrel, black-footed ferret, white-tailed prairie dog, Idaho pocket gopher, ferruginous hawk, burrowing
owl, sage grouse, roundtail chub, pygmy rabbit, flannelmouth sucker, peregrine falcon, dwarf shrew,Virginia’s warbler, northern plateau lizard, northern tree lizard, midget faded
rattlesnake, bluehead sucker, and important bat roosts). Rare plants (Crandall’s rockcress, Daggett rockcress, Selby rockcress, Moab milkvetch, Starveling milkvetch, Nelson’s
milkvetch, precocious milkvetch, fullstem Ownbey’s thistle, erect cryptantha, Echo spring-parsley,Wyoming tansy-mustard, Uinta draba, single-stemmed wild buckwheat, Utah
greasebush, compact gilia,Watson’s prickly-phlox, narrowleaved bladderpod, tufted cryptanth, Rollins cryptanth, Maybell locoweed, stemless beardtongue, Sheep Creek beard-
tongue, Payson beardtongue, Garrett’s beardtongue, desert glandular phacelia, western phacelia, opal phlox, persistent sepal yellowcress, Sphaeromeria argentea, Sphaeromeria
capitata, Green River greenthread, Uinta greenthread, Cedar Mountain easter daisy).

� Reference
Freilich J, Budd B, Kohley T, and Hayden B. 2001. The Wyoming

basins ecoregional plan. Lander, WY: TNC Wyoming Field
Office.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
us ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND 

HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES ARMY GARRISON, FORT BLISS 
1 PERSHING ROAD 

REPLY TO 
ATT'8'ITIONCf: 

FORT BLISS, TX 79916-3803 

November 20, 2009 

Office of the Garrison Commander 

Mr. Adrian Garcia 
Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 
SunZia Southwest, Transmission Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502-0115 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

Fort Bliss has reviewed the routes under consideration pursuant 
to scoping for the SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Environmental 
Impact Statement the Bureau of Land Management is preparing. While 
recognizing the importance of the project and the need to transmit 
renewable power in New Mexico to markets in the western united States, 
Fort Bliss has serious concerns about the impacts to our mission if 
you select the alternate eastern route. 

Power lines of the anticipated height with the required rights-of
way and spacing could restrict training and readiness and could pose 
safety hazards to the Combat Aviation Brigade coming to Fort Bliss as 
part of the 1st Armored Division. 

Power lines on Fort Bliss potentially reduce the maneuver area and 
the ability of mechanized units to maneuver in an unconstrained 
manner. Lines constructed west of the existing power line on Dona Ana 
North Training Area, or to the east of Highway 54, would restrict 
training at the battalion and brigade level. This would reduce the 
training area east of US Highway 54 by at least 36 square kilometers. 

Any line on the east side of US Highway 54 would likely increase 
choke points potentially impacting the use of our ranges, reduce an 
already constricted corridor, and undermine Fort Bliss' training 
strategy as well as the Army's investment in the range complexes. The 
area immediately east of US Highway 54 is a critically important 
north-south maneuver corridor for battalion-size units. 

Lines in the vicinity of Highway 54 could be problematic for 
unmanned aviation systems (UAS) organic to the maneuver brigades 
flying east and west during battalion and brigade level exercises. 
The potential would exist for UASs to impact the power lines. 
Battalion maneuver boxes are adjacent to both sides of US Highway 54. 
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Power lines in the vicinity of orogrande, NM, could disrupt the 
flight pattern for Army aviation (helicopters) moving from the Base 
Camp airstrip to the Digital Air Ground Integration Range (DAGIR). 
Attack helicopter crews train at the DAGIR in support of units on the 
ground. Lines adjacent to the Union Pacific right-of-way north of 
Orogrande may also have an impact if units need to integrate 
helicopters into scenarios for the Combined Arms Collective Training 
Facility (an urban operations training complex). This facility is 
approximately one kilometer east of the rail line. This would present 
significant planning and risk mitigation issues. 

Depending on the location, lines in the immediate vicinity of the 
Orogrande Range Camp could pose a significant safety hazard to 
helicopters moving from the Orogrande Base Camp airstrip to the 
aviation gunnery range on the east side of Highway 54. The safety 
risks could be particularly serious at night when aircraft are using 
night vision systems. We estimate the Combat Aviation Brigade will 
train on the DAGIR at least 200 days per year with 50% of operations 
occurring at night. 

I recommend you include an in-depth analysis of the impacts to the 
military from the routes proposed in the EIS. Fort Bliss will 
continue to assess potential impacts from the proposed alternate 
eastern route, but the initial assessment at the landscape level is 
the eastern route you are analyzing would be detrimental to the 
expanding Fort Bliss mission. 

I am providing a copy of this letter to Ms. Linda Rundell, New 
Mexico state Director, and Mr. Bill Childress, Las Cruces District 
Manager. 

My points of contact for this project are Mr. Keith Landreth, 
Chief, Environmental Division, (915) 568-3782, 
keith.landreth@us.army.mil and Ms. vicki Hamilton, Chief Conservation 
Branch, Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works, (915)-
568-2774, vicki.g.hamilton@us.army.mil. 

~ /}f~~·~r.f·· ') 1,,1 
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Colonel, us rm~ 

Commanding 

acorathers
Text Box
0852



 

111 Sutter Street  NEW YORK  ⋅  WASHINGTON, DC  ⋅  LOS ANGELES ⋅  CHICAGO  ⋅  BEIJING   
20th Floor   
San Francisco, CA 94104 
TEL 415 875-6100   FAX 415 875-6161 

www.nrdc.org 

 
November 27, 2009 
 
Laura E. Sanchez 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
PO Box 287 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 
 
Re: Comments on SunZia Southwest Transmission Project’s New Proposed Alternative Route in New 
Mexico 
 
Dear Mr. Garcia: 
 
Attached you will find a letter by one of Natural Resources Defense Council’s (NRDC) Consultants, Mr. 
Stephen Schoenleber, addressing the military airspace concerns regarding the proposed Sunzia Transmission 
line.  NRDC has contracted with Mr. Schoenleber due to his extensive military and aviation experience.  
Specifically, his qualifications include: 
 

- 8 year U.S. Navy Veteran, certified Enlisted Aviation Warfare Specialist 
- Airline Transport rated pilot, qualified in 4 different jet aircraft. Flew for United, U.S. Airways, and 

America West. 
- Bachelor’s of Science in Professional Aeronautics, Minor in Aeronautical Science.  Embry-Riddle 

Aeronautical University, Prescott, Arizona. 
- Former Arizona State University Professor teaching Undergraduate Aviation 

 
NRDC believes that Mr. Schoenleber is uniquely qualified to comment on these routes and would therefore 
request your consideration of the attached comments. 
 
Regards, 
 
/S/ 
Laura E. Sanchez 
Attorney, Air & Energy Program 
 
Encl: Letter from Stephen Schoenleber on New Proposed Alternative Route and Military Base Operations 

NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL  
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November 27, 2009 
 
Delivered via electronic mail and U.S. mail. 
 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 
 
Re:  New Proposed Alternative Route and Military Base Operations 
 
Dear Mr. Garcia: 
 
I appreciate the opportunity to provide comments to you on the new alternative route for the SunZia 
Southwest Transmission Project. After considering the proposed routes for SunZia in New Mexico, 
and based on currently available information, I recommend that the eastern route along the White 
Sands Missile Range be purused due to its lower potential for environmental impacts and its potential 
benefits for renewable energy development in that area.  More specifically, this route follows 
Highway 54 to Holloman Air Force Base, then continues north, taking the easternmost route when 
the routes diverge, and continues around Carrizozo and into the SunZia East substation.  This route 
appears to have fewer environmental conflicts than other routes and could provide potential benefits 
to military installations and property owners along the route 
 
When compared to the routes which parallel the Rio Grande, this routing appears to have less of a 
chance of conflicting with bird habitats and migratory bird patterns, the Bosque del Apache National 
Wildlife Refuge, other wildlife habitat in the Rio Grande corridor, and pristine scenic views.  While 
the easternmost route may raise potential challenges with siting adjacent to Holloman Air Force Base 
and Ft. Bliss, the majority of the “western” or Rio Grande routes also penetrate Restricted Areas of 
the White Sands Missile Range.  These restricted areas can contain hazards such as low flying 
aircraft, unmanned drones, explosives detonation and various classified operations.  Thus, any 
potential route through New Mexico that ends at the SunZia East substation will require the 
cooperation of the military.  However, for most of the eastern route, the line will parallel existing 
roads and powerlines, rather than crossing wildlife habitat.  The easternmost route is much more 
favorable for construction, access and maintenance of the line than routes along the Rio Grande and 
I-25, and also eliminates the hazards presented by the penetration of a Restricted Area.  
 
Eastern Route and Military Operations 
 
While this route is almost entirely outside the geographical boundaries of the military establishments 
it passes, there is still the possibility of interaction with military operations.  Specifically, the route 
passes directly under a Military Training Route (MTR) just north of Tularosa.  However, this MTR, 
designated VR176, is a visual route which has a floor of 1,500 feet above the ground.  Since it is a 
visual route (pilots looking out the window), and the transmission towers will only extend 
approximately 130 feet above ground, there should not be a conflict with the operations.  Towers in 
proximity to flight operations would be marked with high-intensity obstruction lighting to make them 
clearly visible from the air.  In addition, they would be depicted on aeronautical charts, and would 
become thoroughly familiar to pilots operating in the area. 
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Since this route also follows public roads, and is outside the fence of the bases along the route, it is 
highly unlikely that its existence would compromise any classified operations that the base would be 
conducting—since these operations would be in plain view of the public.  Also, any weapon testing 
would not be in proximity to these roads, due to the inherent risk to the public. 
 
Northern Route 
 
The proposed Northern route would cross due east from the Rio Grande to the SunZia terminus north 
of Carrizozo.  This route passes directly through the full width of a Restricted Area.  This Restricted 
Area is designated as R-5107C+H, and it extends from the surface up to space.  There is an MTR 
(VR1233) that crosses the proposed route almost perpendicular.  This MTR is a low level route with 
segments below 1,500 feet above the surface.  Given this low level designation, construction of a 
transmission line crossing this MTR would likely cause some concern for the military.   
 
One possible solution would be burying the line across the portion which directly conflicts with the 
MTR.  Burying the line here would eliminate the military conflict with this route, however, burial has 
been stated to be cost prohibitive in addressing the migratory bird patterns in the Rio Grande 
corridor. Nevertheless, we would suggest a thorough evaluation of the feasibility of burying lines in 
the Northern route to address military airspace concerns, as well as a full consideration of burying 
lines in areas that could potentially impact bird habitat in the Rio Grande corridor. 
 
FAA Notification  
 
Military flight operations in the area will definitely have to be notified of the presence of the SunZia 
line.  However, the slight modifications that may be necessary to aircraft route or altitude are minor, 
compared to the potential for delivery of renewable energy along this vital transmission corridor.  
The Federal Aviation Administration, in 14 CFR Part 77, does not require notification for structures 
less than 200 feet tall.  Since transmission towers are in the 130-foot range, the only time towers 
would be a consideration is when they fall within a certain radius of an airport.  Several radio towers 
in close proximity to the border of White Sands Missile Range and next to the proposed alternative 
route are not depicted on aeronautical charts, based on my visual observation of the field area and 
comparison with relevant charts.  These obstructions are, however, lighted and would be visible to 
military pilots in the area. Similarly, the SunZia line would provide visual orientation for pilots in the 
area, and would also most likely be noted in aeronautical charts. 
 
Renewable Energy Potential 
 
In New Mexico, military land and airspace occupies a substantial amount of the state's real estate.  
The military has understandably been traditionally resistant to civilian presence on or near their bases 
and operations. However, in the context of renewable energy development, cooperation between the 
military and other stakeholders is vital to developing many of our best renewable resources which are 
located near military land. Building a cleaner energy portfolio for the United States directly supports 
national security goals for energy independence. Collaboration on transmission and generation of  
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Page 3 
Letter to Mr. Adrian Garcia, BLM Project Manager 
Re: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
November 27, 2009 
 
 
renewables around defense facilities will be critical to achieving energy independence and reducing 
our reliance on hostile and oppressive regimes abroad. 
 
Siting the SunZia line along the Eastern route could be mutually beneficial for both the military, 
private renewable energy developers and landowners.  Presidential Executive Order 13423 has 
directed defense organizations to make better use of renewable energy.1

 

  Following this order, a 
renewable transmission line running adjacent to a military base can assist that base in becoming 
“greener” by putting renewable energy, literally, at the front door. Additionally, this routing has the 
added benefit of being in an area that the BLM has identified as having significant renewable energy 
potential - the Red Sand Solar Energy Study Area. This route provides a good opportunity for 
development of renewable energy generation sources that have been identified in the area. Thus, both 
the military and the private sector can benefit from responsible siting of the SunZia line along this 
route.  

Recommendation 
 
While there may be concerns initially with building a new transmission line so close to various bases, 
the SunZia transmission line will not be able to avoid crossing near military operations, regardless of 
the route. This project will enable new American renewable energy developed in the Southwest to be 
delivered to emerging markets, thus reducing our country’s dependence on foreign energy products. 
We urge the Bureau of Land Management to thoroughly evaluate the potential threats to wilderness 
and refuge areas along the Rio Grande corridor, and that the Easternmost route adjacent to the White 
Sands Missile Range be pursued.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
/S/ 
Stephen D. Schoenleber 
Consultant to NRDC and Pilot 
PO Box 287 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
stephenschoenleber@gmail.com  
480-231-4432 
 
      

                                                 
1 Executive Order 13423, signed by the President on January 24, 2007  

mailto:stephenschoenleber@gmail.com�
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Email: oteroadm@co.otcro.nm .us 
COMMISSION I ADMlNISTRATION 

(575) 437-7427 
FAX (575) 443-2904 

886-986-8376 

November 2 4 , 2009 

~tnte of ;N em ;!Hllexico 

QInuntt! oJ @i£rn 

Adrian Ga r c ia , Project Manager 
Bureau of Land Manag ement 

New Mexico State Office 

SunZia Southwest Transmission Project. 
P . O_ Box 27115 

Santa Fe , New Mexico 87502-01 15 

Re : SunZia Transmi ssion Project Comment 

Dea r Mr . Garcia , 

IIOI NEW YORK AVE. 
ALAMOGORDO, NM 883 10-8935 

:": ;) !. ·'I;I ') ~ ,. ': 'f"'I , . 
J ... ' r. · I .. , , I I ' 0 J .... . ' .. 

This lette r i s written in response to the ELM request for publ~c 
comme nts concerr'ing the proposed SunZ ia Tr-ansmissior. · Project. 

Wh ile Oter6 County re cognizes that this 'pr~ ject wo~ldprovide 

numerous benefits to the state and the region , we have some 
concern s with respect to ' t h e alterna t e ea2tern power line route 
in the expanded .study area and provide the following commer,ts . 

1) The p lacement o f transmission towers along the 
proposed route adjacent to US Highway S4 wi ll introduce a 

visua l impa irment to the scen i c beauty of the area. 

2) There may b e a negative effect ~o the health of those 
citizens who live in proximity to the tra nsmission lines . 

3) Placement of the transmi ssion li nes as proposed wou ld 
in all likel i h ood present a safety issue to the air 

operations at Holloman Air Focce Base wit h r e gard to the 
two bombing ra nges that lie a d j acent [0 the pr o posed r o ute . 

4 ) In the same mann e r , t he p l acement of che l ines as 
pro posed would in all likel ihood presEnt a safe ty j$sue t o 

t h e U, S', Army air. ope r a tions a l onq lL!? so u thern ['o rti.o n-- ol 
. t he proposed route . : ,. 

5) Fina~ly , Ot ero County wishes to go on record a s 
supporti ng the opposition to the eas'ern power line route 
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SunZia Transmission Project Comment 
November 24, 2009 
Page 2 

in the expanded study area as presented by both the U. S. 
Air Fo rce and Holloman Air Force Base and the U. S . Army and 
the Ft. Bliss / McGregor Range complex. 

Thank you for providing t he opportunity f or Otero County to 
voice our concerns regarding the p r oposed SunZia Transmission 
P.roj ect . 

Respectfu ll y , 

, Q", (l L 
, ', \ . -~~~ 
~A'-- STROM 
I~county Manager 

x c : Otero County Commissioners 

RJB/msw 
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GOVERNOR 

Bill Richardson STATE OF NEW MEXICO 

DEPARTMENT OF GAME & FISH 

One Wildlife Way 
Post Office Bo;<; 25 I J 2 

Santa Fe. NM 87504 

Phone: (505) 476-8008 

Fa;{: (505)476-8 124 

STATE GAME COMMISSION 

Jim McClintic. Chairman 
Albuquerque, NM 

Sandy Buffett, Vice-Chairman 
Santa Fe, NM 

;--.;D;.;;',.T,om Arvas, Commissioner 
querque, NM 

AI edo Montoya, Commissioner 
... IJI . aide, NM 

DIRECTOR AND SECRETARY 

TO THE COMMISSION 

Tad Stevenson 

- - ...... ""-,(..L.J.,ti:.::.:;;l.~K nl A. Salazar, Commissioner 
buquerque, NM 

Robert S. Jenks, Deputy Director 

November 25, 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 

SunZia Transmission line Project 

301 Dinosaur Trail 

Santa Fe, NM 87508 

Visit our website at www.wi ldli fc .slatc _n m.us 

For information call . 505f476-8000 

To order free publications call: J -800-862-9310 

M.H. "Dutch" Salmon, Commissioner 
Silver City, NM 

Leo V. Sims, II, Commissioner 
Hobbs, NM 

(,f) C> '- "'" -. 
CJ 

)'- ' r r1 
n 

", 

~: -, 

Re: SunZia Southwest Transmission Project Expansion Scoping; NMDGF Project No.13Q.S9 

DearBLM: 

In response to the announcement of the extended scoping period for an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS), dated 07 Oct 2009, the New Mexico Department of Game and Fish (NMDGF) has 
reviewed information pertaining to the above referenced project. A consortium of energy companies 
proposes to develop two 500kV transmission lines. The proposed route will traverse approximately 
460 miles in New Mexico and Arizona. A substation will be constructed at the eastern terminus in 
either Socorro or Lincoln County, New Mexico. Intermediate substations may also be constructed, A 
right-of-way up to 1000 feet in width will be required. NMDGF submitted comments on preferred 
and alternative routes presented earlier this year (NMDGF Project No. 12739, dated 13 JuI2009). Our 
comments below address only the expanded study area portion of the proposed transmission route, 
east of White Sands Missile Range. 

Transmission lines can present direct a physical hazard to birds, in the form of electrocution or 
collision. NMDGF strongly recommends that the SunZia powerlines and substations be designed and 
constructed in full conformance with the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee publications 
Suggested Practices for Raptor Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006, and Mitigating Bird 
Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the Art in 1994 (both available at http://www.aplic.orgO. 

Specific concerns on the expanded project area are two Bird Habitat Conservation Areas (BHCAs) 
published by the Intermountain West Joint Venture. The Chupadera Mesa BHCA, near the northern 
substation origin of the proposed transmission project, is a grassland migratory corridor for long
billed curlew and other grassland birds, and an important area for ferruginous hawks, The 
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Bureau of Land Management Page -2- 25 November 2009 

Sacramento Mountains and Drainages BHCA includes the Holloman Lakes, which are important for 
shorebird breeding and migration. We recommend the EIS analysis include any potential impact to 
birds in those locations, in particular addressing collision hazard and mitigation. Project planning 
should include a project specific post-construction Avian Protection Plan (see APLIC Sllggested 
Practices document for guidance), with mortality monitoring and adaptive management provisions. 
Bird diverter devices should be installed on the lines at potential collision hazard locations, and 
support towers should be lighted only where required by law, using red or red-and-white blinking or 
strobe lights. Towers should be erected without guylines if possible; if a guyed design is necessary, 
the guy wires should be provided with bird diverters. 

The southern portion of the expanded project area may cross important habitat for mule deer and 
bighorn sheep; potential adverse impacts to those species should be mitigated through project design 
and construction planning. We have enclosed a list of special status species for Otero County, no part 
of which was included in the original study area. The EIS should evaluate potential impact on each of 
these species. 

NMDGF is not recommending a specific route for the project at this time, however it does appear that 
the expanded project area east of White Sands Missile Range may have less potential for adverse 
impact to wildlife. In general, we recommend the use of existing transportation and/or utility 
corridors. Thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping comments on the expanded study area. 
If there are any questions, please contact Rachel Jankowitz at 505-476-8159, or Ijankowitz@state.nm.us. 

Sincerely, 

~A.... ~LL/)tLYOr 
Matthew Wunder, Chief 
Conservation Services Division 

xc: Wally Murphy, Ecological Services Field Supervisor, USFWS 
Pat Mathis, SW Area Habitat Specialist, NMDGF 
George Farmer, SE Area Habitat Specialist, NMDGF 
Dutch Salmon, New Mexico Game Commission 
Deb Hahn, Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 

. . c; 
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NEW MEXICO WILDLIFE OF CONCERN 
OTERO COUNTY 

For complete up-dated information on federal-listed species, including plants, see the US Fish & Wildlife Service NM Ecological 
Services Field Office website at http ://www.fws.govlifw2eslNewMexico/SBC.cfm. for information on state--listed plants, contact 
the NM Energy, Minerals and Natural Resources Department, Division of Forestry, or go to http://nmrareplants.unm.eduJ. If your 
project is on Bureau of land Management, contact the local BlM Field Office for information on species of particular concern. If 
your"project is on a National Forest, contact the Forest Supervisor's office for species information. 

critical 
Common Name Scientific Name . NMGF USFWS habitat 
Rio Grande Cutthroat Trout Oncorhynchus clarki s SOC 
Rio Grande Chub Gila pandora s 
White Sands Pupfish Cyprinodon tularosa T SOC 
Sacramento Mountain Salamander Aneides hardii T SOC 
Bleached Earless Lizard Holbrookia maculata ruthveni s 
Southwestern Fence Lizard Sceloporus cowlesi s 
Little White Whiptail Aspidoscelis gypsi s 
Mottled Rock Rattlesnake Crotalus lepidus lepidus T 
Brown Pelican Pelecanus occidental is E 
Neotropic Cormorant Phalacrocorax brasilianus T 
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus T T 
Northern Goshawk Accipiter gentilis s SOC 
Common Black-Hawk Buteogallus anthracinus T SOC 
Aplomado Falcon Falco femoralis E Exp 
Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus T SOC 
Mountain Plover Charadrius montanus s SOC 
Least Tern Sterna antillarum E E 
Black Tern Chlidonias niger surinamensis SOC 
Common Ground-Dove Columbina passerina E 
Yellow-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus american us s SOC 
Mexican Spotted Owl Strix occidental is lucida s T Y 
Burrowing Owl Athene cunicularia SOC 
Black Swift Cypseloides niger s 
Broad-billed Hummingbird Cynanthus latirostris T 
White-eared Hummingbird Hylocharis leucotis T 
Elegant Trogon Trogon elegans E 
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus E E Y 
Loggerhead Shrike Lanius ludovicianus s 
Bell 's Vireo Vireo bel Iii T SOC 
Gray Vireo Vireo vicinior T 
Baird 's Sparrow Ammodramus bairdii T SOC 
Varied Bunting Passerina versicolor T 
Western Small-footed Myotis Bat Myotis ciliolabrum melanorhinus s 
Occult Little Brown Myotis Bat Myotis lucifugus occultus s 
Cave Myotis Bat Myotis velifer s 
Long-legged Myotis Bat Myotis volans interior s 
Fringed Myotis Bat Myotis thysanodes thysanodes s 
Spotted Bat Euderma maculatum T 
Pale Townsend's Big-eared Bat Corynorhinus townsendii pallescens s SOC 
Big Free-tailed Bat Nyctinomops macrotis s 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Tuesday, December 15, 2009 1 :07 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: Power line through Wildlife Refuge 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia/NMSO/NM/BLM/DOI on 12/15/2009 01:07 PM 

Rick Scarborough 
<rickscarborough@ 
yahoo. com> 

12/14/2009 04:37 
PM 

NMSunZiaProject@blm.gov 
To 

cc 

Subject 
Power line through Wildlife Refuge 

To whom it may concern: 

The Bosque Del Apache Wildlife refuge was established to protect a place and eco-system used 
by migrating birds for thousands of years. 

It is already a balancing act for the refuge management to fulfill it's mandate concerning 
the wildlife while dealing with the thousands of visitors that care about the birds and 
appreciate watching and photographing them. 

Please do not route power lines through this Wildlife refuge. If the options are too limited 
elsewhere, please consider a corridor to the West of Interstate 25 that won't impact the 
wetlands on the East side of 1-25. 

Thanks for your consideration. 

Rick Scarborough 
Durango, Colorado 

1 
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November 22, 2009 

The U.S. Department ofInterior, Bureau of Land Management 
Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 

c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32nd Street 
Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Chester F. Phillips 
924 N. 6th Avenue 
Tucson, AZ 85705 

(520) 235-2020 
cfp@email.arizona.edu 

I m'~ii-;;;:·-:::·~~.~ _,,---
4';", -, 
~~ 

DATli)/ E'VED 

Please include these comments in the Scoping phase of the SunZia Southwest 
Transmission Project process: 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I write to express my grave concerns about the proposed routes for the SunZia high 
tension transmission lines through the Lower San Pedro Valley. I also request that I be 
kept closely informed as the process develops. 

I write as a Ph.D. student in riparian ecology and environmental policy, former rancher, 
and full or part-time resident of Cascabel, Arizona for the past 13 years. I own 130 acres 
across the mouth of Hot Springs Canyon near its confluence with the San Pedro River. I 
purchased this property as a conservation land deal, working with the BLM, The Nature 
Conservancy, and the Center for Desert Archaeology. The canyon serves as a wildlife 
migration corridor that connects the Galiuro Mountains with the San Pedro River. The 
uplands contain the site of a large Sobaipuri village visited by Father Eusebio Kino in the 
late 17th Century. One of SunZia's favored routes, following and expanding the existing 
115k V corridor through Segment C390, would potentially cross my land and would 
certainly run directly adjacent to it on state land that the Saguaro-Juniper Ranch, which I 
co-own, leases for grazing. 

o 

The BLM holds a conservation easement on my property and others in the area to protect 
its ecological and cultural values. Avoiding electrical lines on INC and Cascabel 
Hermitage Association lands in the area will nonetheless jeopardize the goals of both 
organizations by fragmenting habitat they work with public agencies and private 
landowners to keep intact. Running a 1000 ft. utility corridor through the area is therefore 
inconsistent with the BLM's own stated conservation goals in the San Pedro Watershed. 
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While only the 115kV route runs adjacent to my property, I strongly oppose and will 
work to prevent any route, including along the existing TEP 345kV corridor, that enters 
the Lower San Pedro Watershed. The TEP corridor route along the west side of the San 
Pedro would cross TNC and Pima County held conservation properties and require many 
miles of road construction in a very narrow and ecologically vulnerable river valley. 
Among my conservation and cultural concerns are the following: 

• Additional roads and infrastructure will fragment core habitat areas for several 
threatened and endangered species in the San Pedro River, its watershed, and its 
major tributaries, including Hot Springs Canyon. Several properties in the watershed 
are used by state and federal agencies for mitigation projects for several bird and fish 
specIes. 

• The Lower San Pedro Watershed provides habitat for over 350 species of birds and 
over 70 species of mammals, making it a hotspot for species diversity in North 
America and an area in need of further protection, not further habitat fragmentation 
and ecosystem disruption. 

• There are more than 500 known archaeological sites between Benson and 
Winkelman. Many others likely remain undiscovered. The Center for Desert 
Archaeology and other organizations have worked to identify and protect these sites, 
but new roads and electrical infrastructure could damage or destroy both known and 
unidentified sites in the watershed. 

• The uplands in the San Pedro watershed provide habitat for the SonoranDesert 
tortoise, currently under consideration for listing by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service. 

• Water quality in the river and its tributaries could deteriorate due to erosion of upland 
soils caused by new or expanded access roads for the SunZia project. 

• Invasive piimt and animal species often spread along new roads and could disrupt 
critical ecosystem processes in the watershed. 

• Public land managers and ranchers throughout the western states have had problems 
dealing with environmental and infrastructure damage done by A TV users. SunZia 
service roads would facilitate ATV access and off-road abuses that lead to additional 
soil erosion, plant destruction, and damage to wildlife habitat. 

o The Saguaro-Juniper Ranch has worked with The Nature Conservancy and public 
land agencies in the past to restore desert grassland habitat using prescribed fire. 
Future options for prescribed burning would have to prioritize avoiding new power 
lines rather than being managed solely for ecosystem health. 

• In addition to environmental and cultural damage, the economic and scenic value of 
my property, and that of others in the area, would be negatively affected by new or 
expanded roads, electromagnetic fields, and high profile electrical lines and towers 
that mar the viewshed. 

The Lower San Pedro River Watershed remains ecologically intact, with a relatively 
unfragmented landscape rare in an arid and rapidly growing region. There are no 
sufficient mitigation options for the damage new roads and infrastructure development 
could do to a singular and fragile area with few parallels on the continent. The SunZia 
lines can and should run along existing highway and railroad corridors. I have devoted 
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much of my personal and professional life to protecting the Lower San Pedro Watershed. 
In the past, I have been grateful for the BLM as a partner in my work, and I hope that our 
partnership can continue. Please carefully consider my comments in this light. 

Sincerely, 

Chester F. Phillips 

Withhold personal information? _ no 
Add to the SunZia mailing list? --"yes 
Receive notification of EIS availability? --"yes 
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November 20, 2009 

Bureau of Land Management 
SunZia Transmission Line Project 
P.O. Box 27115 
Santa Fe, NM 87502-0115 

RE: SunZia Transmiss ion Comments 

, . 

ro " '1 \1 '>7 1I .J . . . ..,. (_ P ! ",> , Ou-1-.: I v ' 

";1 \ " , ." , .. .. . .. " '. J 
I am writing because J support responsible development of renewable energy and needed transmission to battle global 
warming by taking dirty coal plants offline, decrease our dependence on foreign oil, and create green jobs here at home. 

However, it is imperative that our transition to a clean energy future does not come at the expense of wildlife or our 
pristine wildlands. 

We can and must ensure that the sites of transmission lines avoid sensitive areas and minimizes the disturbance of 
untouched natural areas. 

I am encouraged that you have identified new routes that minimize impacts to the Rio Grande River and its crucial bird 
migration corridor. 

These southern routes would avoid the unacceptable impacts which the potential river crossing near the Bosque del 
Apache National Wildlife Refuge would entail. 

I urgently ask you to select a route which does not cross the Rio Grande near Bosque del Apache. Additional alternatives 
should also be considered in Arizona along existing highways and transmission lines. 

Because of the unacceptable impacts from some of the potential routes, I recommend that BLM: 

• Remove consideration for the route which crosses New Mexico's Rio Grande River near the Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge, unless it is determined that burying the lines in that area is an environmentally 
acceptable alternative. 

• Select one of the alternative routes which minimizes impacts to the Rio Grande Corridor by crossing the river 
further south. 

• Ensure that priority for capacity on the line is given to renewable energy projects and there must be assurances 
that this line will actually deliver energy from renewable energy sources. 

• To minimize impacts, consider an additional alternative in Arizona which follows 1-10 and then skirts Tucson by 
following the existing 345 kV line to the southwest. 

• Continue to prioritize engagement with the environmental community, Native American tribes, local residents, 
and other stakeholders. 

The Bosque del Apache Wildlife Refuge, the Rio Grande River Valley, the Sonoran Desert - Arizona and New Mexico 
are rich in storied places of beauty, wilderness and wildlife. The new SunZia transmission line for renewable energy 
should be located and built in such a way that impacts to wi ldlife and wilderness are kept to a minimum. Areas that should 
be protected include the Rio Grande River Valley and the Bosque del Apache National Wildlife Refuge, key migration 
areas for tens of thousands of Sandhill Cranes and other waterbirds. 

Thank you for your consideration of my comments and your help on behalf of America's irreplaceable lands and wildlife. 

Yours truly, 
J. Capozzelli ?f/ 
New York 
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Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
SunZia Southwest Transmission Project 
Bureau of Land Management c/o EPG, Inc. 
4141 N. 32"d Street, Suite 102 
Phoenix, AZ 85018 

Dear Mr. Garcia, 

I am writing out of deep concern regarding one of the possible routes for the proposed 500kv 
Sun Zia transmission line. The area of concern is the San Pedro Valley in southeastern 
Arizona, between the villages of Pomerene and San Manuel. The future of this unique 
porti on of the San Pedro Valley area stands at a crossroads, the possibilities of which could 
not be more starkly contrasting. It is likely that the next decade will see this area 
transformed into either a federally designated conservation area, or a utility corridor. Allow 
me to explain: 

The above mentioned area is by any measure the wildest portion of the approximately 100 
mile long San Pedro Valley. Within this area lie a national park, a national forest , 3 federally 
designated wilderness areas and one of the Nature Conservancy's largest U. S. preserves . In 
addition, a large and growing number of conservation and archeological easements are held by 
the Bureau of Land Management, The Nature Conservancy and the Center for Desert 
Archeology. Furthermore, it is important to understand that the entire area functions as an 
ecological whole. As such, it contains the highest diversity of mammal species in North 
America and is also the main flyway for migratory birds in the American West. 

Much of the reason for its ecological integrity lies in the fact that infrastructure is minimal. 
Just one county-maintained dirt road passes through it and it is home to only a few hundred 
people. 

An increasing number of local land owners, conservationists and researchers are coming 
together to seek federal conservation status for this unique environmental treasure--status 
that would protect the irreplaceable natural features of the area while allowing for time 
honored land uses such as grazing and hunting. 

This vision is endangered by another vision in which the area could simply become a utility 
corridor. There are already several precedents for this. A 345KV transmission line currently 
passes through the area's southern boundary and a 115KV transmission line travels through 
the heart of it, as does a gas pipeline. In 2007, this portion of the San Pedro Valley was 
targeted by the Arizona State Transportation Board as a possible route for an interstate 
highway. The cogency and vehemence of the opposition defeated this proposal. 

I will suggest that opposition to the Sun Zia proposal will be equally as daunting. 

Fortunately, there is an alternati ve, which is to follow the 1-10 highway and rail corridor, 
which is already disturbed by infrastructure. This would obviously be a somewhat longer and 
more costly route to install, but would avoid the considerable environmental, legal and public 
relations costs that a San Pedro Valley route will most certainly incur. 
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We all need a future that embraces both renewable energy and ecological integrity. I urge you 
to make the decision that offers both. 

Sincerely, 

David Omick 
5780 N. Cascabel Rd. 
Benson, AZ 85602 
520-212-4628 
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Amy Corathers 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adrian Garcia 

Adrian_ Garcia@blm.gov 
Wednesday, January 20, 20103:44 PM 
Amy Corathers 
Fw: SunZia and the BLM 

Project Manager / Realty Specialist 
Bureau of Land Management 
New Mexico State Office 

Telephone: (505) 954-2199 
Fax: (505) 954-2010 

Forwarded by Adrian Garcia / NMSO/ NM/ BLM/ DOI on 01/20/2010 03:43 PM 

Dear BLM: 

Gilbert Urias 
Living Pictures 
<gulpimages@gmail 
.com> 

11/ 19/2009 11:34 
AM 

Adrian Garcia 
<Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov> 

SunZia and the BLM 

To 

cc 

Subject 

Thanks for extending your comment period again. You have probably read my comments before, 
but I wanted to reiterate some thoughts that still concern me and my family. 

The BLM helped me to secure a conservation easement on my 38.58 Acre little place at 
Cascabel . The Hot Springs Wash runs through my proper ty . I have done some erosion control 
work to help restore and stabilize the banks there. My father recently passed away, but he 
used to take us hunting out there in the Middle San Pedro Valley, back in the 60's, that's 
why I bought property out there, because I was familiar the area. My great Great Great 
Grandfather came from Switzerland to enlist in the US Infantry, in the late 1800s. Among the 
outposts he was stationed were: Fort Bowie, Fort Lowell and Agua Caliente. During hi s years 
as a soldier, he spent a good portion of his life in the San Pedro Va lley. He helped stave 
off Apac he raids, as settlers came into the area. After his military career, he eventually, 
would build a smal l brewery, then became one of the fir st school teachers in Tucson . His name 
was John Spring. He wou ld marry a Mexican lady who was my Great Great Grandmother. I am an 
eight generation Tu csonan. I fee l I have the right to voice a st rong opinion here. So please 
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forgive me if I sometimes sound a bit passionate or sentimental when I write about thi s 
territory. 

My place out there at Cascabel already has electric power lines r unning through it, North & 
South to a distant place called Hayden. 
There are no other offshoots all along the 100 ft wide easement, it goes only to Hayden, 
Arizona. Recently I asked to meet with Southwest Transmission officials to discuss the 
erosion problems which exist, due to their "regular maintenance". They were polite and 
cordial, but that was over a year ago. All they said was, the erosion may not have been 
caused by their regular maintenance crews, and it would be too expensive to restore the land 
anyway. I have aerial photographs from before and after, these photos clearly document what 
has happened . I had a similar bad experience when SSVEC replaced two power poles, they went 
off their easement and left the place in a mes s. A mess I would never leave on another man's 
prope rty. This was inside a federal conservation easement! The BlM said they would 
investigate. I am waiting to present my evidence. I truly would rather get along with these 
entities, but they so far give me no reason to reciprocate. I bring up this negative stuff to 
remind you of what you are proposing. 
This will definitely, absolutely, have a major impact on the Middle San Pedro Va lley. I know 
FIRST HAND! It will lower property values. 
Why in the hell did the BlM promote the preservation of my property? 
In perpetuity? This SunZia proposed 500 kV transmission line is AGAINST EVERYTHING the BlM 
initially wanted. The BlM would be a very convenient conduit to provide access through a good 
portion of our lands, no doubt about it, it would even save certain entities a lot of money. 
However, I feel this might turn out to be a case of MU LTIPLE ABUSE, NOT MULTIPLE USE. SunZia 
will profit - no doubt about it! This proposed project route, t hrough the Middle San Pedro 
valley, would open the door for serious exploitation. It makes no sense; to compromise the 
values of one valley, so profits will be made in distant places. Will you want to take your 
children, or grandchildren, camping in an area divided with huge transmission lines? Think 
about it. This proposed SunZia route would devastate our community. It would have severe long 
term detrimental effects on our thriving ecotourism. 
Virtually no resident wants this to go through . The Middle San Pedro Proposed Route is not 
the place for this type of infrastructural industrialized development. Find another way -
like along existing freeways and highways. To push this proposed route through one of the 
r ichest and diverse remaining Sonoran Desert riparian habitats, would be ludicrous. 

Gilbert Urias, Jr. 

Gilbert Urias living Pictures 
gulpimages@gmail.com 
520-721-6966 
13332 E Speedway Blvd. 
Tuc son , Arizona 85748 
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BMC <bme@plateautel .net> 

08/29/2009 11 :29 PM 

To NMSunSlaProjeet@btm.gov, Adrian_Garcia@blm.gov, Kate 
Hoover <Hoover@azbar.org> 

ce 

bce 

Subject PUBLIC COMMENTS ON SUN ZIA PROJECT 

TO: Mr. Adrian Garcia, Project Manager 
New Mexico State Office - BLM 
P.O Box 27115 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 

FROM: Bette Majewski 
2943 U.S. Highway 380 
Bingham, New Mexico 87832 

RE: SUN ZIA PROJECT, MY "PUBLIC" COMMENTS 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

I do not know if you remember me, but I met you July 8th this year at the Carrizozo 
municipal school at a "presentation" & "public comment" forum for the SUN ZIA 
PROJECT and you gave me your card. While there, my partner Montie Thedford gave 
comments on some of our concerns to the court reporter; I'm not certain that my 
interjections as owner of this property were noted. 

I would like to go on record here, to let you know that, although I closed on the purchase of 
this place in Bingham on June 30th, 2008 , I never received any official notification in any 
form about the Sun Zia Project plans and/or proposals and it's potential, if any, to 
adversely affect the use, enjoyment and/or the value of my property here. 

In fact, the first inkling that I got about the SunZia Project was when our neighbor at the 
"Rock Shop" (about a quarter of a mile east of us) came over on July 7th, to inform me 
about "a meeting" that was to be held i'n Socorro 'that evening and that it had "something 
to do with" installation of "high voltage Ijnes & stibstation(s)" in Bingham. 

Since she was not forthcoming with sufficient information, I had to get on the telephone to 
Socorro Electric Coop to find out what, precisely, the meeting was about, as well as the 
time and location. The public relations man there gave me a Sante Fe number to call to get 
the meeting details. That's when I learned about the SunZia Project and the meeting 
that evening in Socorro, and the one in Carrizozo the next afternoon on July 8th. 

I rather suspect that the failure to inform land owners most affected by such a project 
extended to others in the Bingham area as well, for the public comment period was 
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extended to allow all of us time to learn more about it and make our concerns known to 
you. 

At the Carrizozo forum, my partner scrutinized all of the mapping displays and noted that 
none of them had a mileage scale legend, and SunZia's "proposed" routing was nebulous 
at best ... We still haven't a clue as to the proposed exact routing for the project. 

We have been working very hard here to clean up the place and make needed repairs and 
improvements in order to restore what at one time was a general store, and to establish a 
few camp sights with minimal impact on the environment and natural resources, in order 
to attract RVers, bicycle clubs, hunting/fishing clubs and campers generally who 
appreciate nature as our creator intended it ... and to enjoy the" great outdoors" in what 
little is left of the "Old West" and it's historic mining and "cowboy" eras... I understand, 
too, that this place is historically significant enough to be listed on the National Register. 

It would be a shame to despoil the naturally scenic beauty of central New Mexico and 
particularly Bingham and adjacent areas with the eyesores of humongous transmission 
towers and the associated web-like network of high voltage power lines across it's 
landscape. I have seen such (completed) projects to the west of New Mexico and to the 
east; most recently, within the past couple of weeks, when I traveled across the country 
by way of Highway 380 & then southeast, (south of the Lubbuck) to Interstate 20 & on 
through the Dallas-Ft. Worth area ... 

I have made that journey a number of times & generally travel the back road farmland 
and undeveloped areas as much as possible and I've noticed within the past few years 
what appears to be an exponential growth in both the wind generator "fields" <i.e. 
acreage> and in the miles of (ugly) high voltage towers and lines, north, south, east and 
west ... like so many mushrooms popping up after a rainstorm in the forest. 

Aside from the eyesore considerations, the adverse health and other detrimental effects on 
people, farm and other domestic animals and on wild life have been well studied and 
documented. One could spend years visiting internet sources alone, for expert "testimony" 
on those subjects. 

Prior to coming to New Mexico I took !lly RV to a campground in southeaste,rn Colorado 
and parked it in order to use as "home base" to scout around the western and ~d-western 
States... - , 

During my travels while in that area, I quickly learned to avoid the south outbound road to 
visit other areas, where there are acre after acre of the huge wind generators associated 
with such projects; more often than not, the traffic would be backed up for miles while 
extra long flatbed trucks moved in and out of those vast fields removing and replacing the 
blades, as well as heavy equipment and crews moving in and out to repair and/or erect 
more of them. 
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Since Highway 380 is a major tourist corridor east and west, & provides access to 
southeastern resort areas and attractions <as well as those to the west> it makes!1Q sense 
to me whatsoever to hazard the interruptions of economic inflow to the State of New 
Mexico, by approving a project that may very well discourage visitors from traveling 
Highway 380 on their way westward; or eastward. 

The undesirable effects of such a project would more than likely economically impact the 
State adversely one way or another . I have witnessed a steady flow of RVers and other 
tourists on this highway nearly year round because of the generally favorable weather 
conditions. Many of them have stopped here for one reason or another (flat tire, low on 
"petrol" , need water, mechanical assist, telephone, or cider, etc), although we are not 
"open" yet. 

So I've had an opportunity to chat with some of them, to learn where they traveled from, 
their destinations & their interests particularly in this area. All of them with an interest 
in camping told us that they would like to return here when we are in a position to 
accomodate campers, --"dry" (self contained) camping or other. Two or three groups of 
bicyclers gave us their contact information to let them know when we have campsites 
available. We even had one visitor traveling on horseback from OK to AZ! 

I would venture an educated "guess" that the vast majority of such recreational or other 
travelers and tourists would avoid the traffidroad block congestion associated with such a 
project, rather than entering the kind of congested traffic conditions that they left "back 
home," in more populated places. They come here, or through here, to experience the 
relatively untainted "wide open spaces" and, for the most part, favorable driving 
conditions. High voltage lines from such a project, visible from this east-west 
thoroughfare would RUIN the scenic appeal! and traffic blocks will, in my opinion --from 
my own experiences at a similar project in Colorado, discourage future visitors or travelers 
to the area, or through it. 

Additionally, from my observations and experiences in SE CO, as well as in conversations 
with the local folks there, it became apparent to me that very few, if any, "locals" benefit 
from the "job market" associated with those concerns; contractors or otherwise. 
Apparently, most of the technicians as well as the managerial personnel, or staff, were i 
mported from other areas in the country; one of them with whom I became acquainted 
was an RV "neighbor" of mine at the campground; he was an import from Arizona, all 
expenses paid while on the project. 

Moreover, may I suggest, that if this project, which I hereby object to, must proceed, then 
at the very least, an alternative route be chosen for the towers, the lines, the substations 
and related paraphenalia from Bingham and it's ranch lands, to the other (south) side of 
the mountains, south of Bingham and out of sight through the White Sands Missile 
Range where they will not be visible to travelers and will not adversely affect the people 
who live and work here; then of course, there remain the problems of adverse effects on 
wildlife and the traffic associated with such projects. 
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Also Mr. Garcia, I was completely unaware until AFTER attending the Carrizozo SunZia 
Project forum, that the intended recipients of the power generated by SunZia are not even 
New Mexicans! Instead, it will be those in States to the west of us. Why doesn't SunZia 
set up their "Projects" in each of those other _States that they intend to "serve?," rather 
than visually polluting and otherwise negatively impacting the people who live and work 
here as well as the wildlife and the environment? I believe that you would be doing the 
people of New Mexico a grave disservice by allowing such a project to proceed as it is now 
proposed. 

I thank you Mr. Garcia for your graciousness in greeting us at the forum and answering 
our questions; I pray that the good LORD will guide you and your staff in making the 
right decisions with regard to the SunZia Project, it's routing and all other matters 
concerning it, so that whatever the outcome will be, it will be done in the best interests of 
the people and wildlife potentially most affected as well as the public lands. 

Sincerely, Bette Majewski, Bingham, New Mexico 
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