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BEFORE THE ARIZONA ON COMMISSION 
r - -  
c’^;j - I p 3: 15 JEFF HATCH-MILLER 

Chairman 

WILLIAM MUNDELL 
Commissioner 

MIKE GLEASON 
Commissioner 

KRISTIN K. MAYES 
Commissioner 

BARRY WONG 
Commissioner 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
DOCKETED 

SEP - 1  2006 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
COMPANY AND ITS ASSIGNEES IN 
CONFORMANCE WITH THE ) Case No. 130 

) 
) Docket No. L-00000A-06-0295-00130 

REQUIREMENTS OF ARIZONA REVISED 
STATUTES SECTIONS 40-360.03 AND 
40-360.06 FOR A CERTIFICATE OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY 
AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION OF A 
500kV ALTERNATING CURRENT 
TRANSMISSION LINE AND RELATED 
FACILITIES IN MARICOPA AND LA PAZ 
COUNTIES IN ARIZONA ORIGINATING 
AT THE HARQUAHALA GENERATING 
STATION SWITCHYARD IN WESTERN 
MARICOPA COUNTY AND 
TERMINATING AT THE DEVERS 
SUBSTATION IN RIVERSIDE COUNTY, 
CALIFORNIA 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
EDISON COMPANY’S 
NOTICE OF FILING OF 
SCOPING MATERIALS 

At the request of the Arizona Power Plant an( Transmission ,,,le Siting Committee 

(“Committee”), Southern California Edison Company (“SCE’) is filing the following 

materials from the Bureau of Land Management (“BLM”) scoping process. 

1.  Arizona Agency and Special District letters and comments; 

1765271.1 
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2. Written comments filed by private citizens 

Public Scoping Report Addendum dated February, 2006; 

isted on pages D4- 1,4-5 of the 

3. 

4. 

process. 

Summaries of the oral comments included in the Scoping Report; 

A list confirming the Arizona agencies consulted as part of the scoping 

The Committee also requested written comments or a characterization of oral 

statements taken at the June 8,2006 Arizona workshop. There were no comments 

received or oral statements recorded or summarized from that workshop. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this lSt day of September, 2006. 

LEWIS AND ROCA LLP 

h n  4-w 
Thomas H. CamDbell 
Albert H. Ackei 
40 N. Central Avenue, 19th Floor 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Attorneys for Applicant 

ORIGINAL and twenty-five (25) copies 
of the foregoing filed this lSt day of 
September, 2006, with: 

Docket Control - Utilities Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

COPY of the foregoing mailed 
this lSt day of September, 2006 to: 

Laurie A. Woodall, Chairman 
Arizona Power Plant and Transmission Line Siting Committee 
Office of the Attorney General 
1275 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
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William D. Baker 
Ellis & Baker P.C. 
7310 N. 16th Street 
Suite 320 
Phoenix, Arizona 85020-5276 

Timothy M. Hogan, Executive Director 
Arizona Center for the Law in the Public Interest 
202 E. McDowell Road 
Suite 153 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4533 

Christopher Kempley, Chief Counsel 
Keith Layton 
Legal Department 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Jay Moyes 
Steve Wene 
Moyes Storey 
1850 N. Central Avenue 
Suite 1100 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Court S. Rich 
Rose Law Group 
6613 N. Scottsdale Road 
Suite 200 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85250 

Scott S. Wakefield 
RUCO 
11 10 W. Washington Street 
Suite 220 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Donald Begalke 
P.O. Box 17862 
Phoenix, Arizona 8501 1-0862 

3 1765271.1 
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Thomas W. McCann 
Central Arizona Water Conservation District 
23636 N. 7~ Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85024 

Walter Meek 
Arizona Utility Investors Association 
2100 N. Central Avenue 
Suite 210 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Michael W. Patten 
Roshka DeWulf & Patten 
400 E. Van Buren Street 
Suite 800 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2262 

Patrick J. Black 
Fennemore Craig P.C. 
3003 N. Central Avenue 
Suite 2600 
Phoenix, Arizona 850 12 

Larry K. Udall 
Michael Curtis 
Curtis Goodwin Sullivan Udall & Schwab PLC 
2712 N. 7th Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85006 
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Janet Napolitano 
Governor 

Mark Winkleman 
State Land 

Commissioner 

Skate L a m d l  Department 

I 1616 West Adams Street Phoenix, AZ 85007 www.land.state.az.us 

January 3,2006 

Billie BlanchadJohn Kalish 
California Public Utilities Commission & BLM 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94 104-3002 

Re: Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project (DPV2) 
Application No. A.05-04-015 

Gentlemen: 

The Arizona State Land Department supports the Palo Verde Subalternate Route and 
believes that the Harquahala West Subalternate Route would create visual impacts on 
otherwise visually undisturbed lands owned by the State of Arizona. 

We do want to take this opportunity to remind all participants that processing of right of 
way applications thru our land holdings is typically a 18-24 month period from the date 
of initial application filing with our agency. 

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at 602-542-4041. My email 
address is igross@land.az.gov. 

Sincerely, 

---- 

James E. Gross 
Project Leader I1 

Cc: Greg Keller, Planner 

"Serving Arizona's Schools and Public Institutions Since 1915" 

mailto:igross@land.az.gov
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, THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
GAME AND FISH DEPARTMENT 

2221 WEST GREENWAY ROAD, PHOENIX, Az 85023-4399 
(602) 942-3000 AZGFD.GOV 

Yuma Office, 9140 E 28h Street, Yuma, AZ tES3596 (928) 342-0091 

GOVERNOR 
JANET NAPOLITANO 

CHAIRMAN, W. HAYS GILSTRAP, PHOENIX 
JOE MELTON, YUMA 
MICHAEL M. GOLIGHTLY, FLAGSTAFF 
WILLIAM H. M C L W ,  GOLD CANYON 

COMMISSIONERS 

BOBHERNBRODE,TUCSON 
DIRECTOR 

STEVE K. FERRELL 

DUANE L. SHROUFE 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

January 12,2006 

Billie Blanchard 
California Public Utilities Commission 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco CA 941 04-3002 

Re: Notice of Preparation Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Devers-Palo Verde No. 
2 Transmission line Project 

Dear Ms. Blanchard: 

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) has reviewed the above-referenced 
Notice of Preparation for a Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement 
(EI€UEIS) for the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project (DPV2). The following 
comments are provided fbr your consideration. 

The Department's Heritage Data Management System has been accessed and current records show 
that the special status species listed on the attachment have been documented as occurring in the 
vicinity of the project. General status information, county and watershed distribution Iists and 
abstracts for some special status species are also available on our website at 
httD:ffwww.azgfd.g;ov/hdms. 

The Department understands that the Southern California Edison (SCE) proposes to construct a 
500 kV electrical transmission line fiom the Harquahala Generating Station switchyard to Devers 
substation. The proposal includes four alternative routes across Arizona. 

The Department notes that one alternative is to construct the transmission line adjacent to the 
existing Palo Verde-Devers transmission h e .  The Department believes that constructing new 
transmission lines in existing utility corridors with existing lines will minimize new impacts to 
wild&. For this reason we prefer this alternative. We fixrther note that Subalternate Route 2 is 
through important wildlife habitat in the Plomosa and Dome Rock Mountains and will have 
significant adverse impacts to bighorn sheep and other wildwe species. Subalternate Routes 3 
and 4 may also have significant adverse impacts to wildlife, depending on details of the proposal. 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY REASONABLE ACCOMMODATIONS AGENCY 



Billie Blanchard 
January 12,2006 
2 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these scoping comments. Th- Department appreciates 
the opportunity to participate in this process and would appreciate an opportunity to review the 
draft EIR/EIS when it becomes available. If you have any questions, please contact me at 928- 
341-4047. 

Sincerely, 

b & C -  
William C. Knowles 
Habitat Specialist 
Region IV, Yuma 

Attachment 

cc: Russell Engel, Habitat Program Manager, Region IV 
Larry Voyles, Regional Supervisor, Region IV 
Bob Broscheid, Proj. Eval. Prog. Supervisor, Habitat Branch 

AGFD 12/30/05 (20) 



Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line (Preferred Route) 

Ardea alba Great Egret 'WSC 030N220W 
Empidonax fraillii exfimus Southwestern Willow Flycatcher LE S WSC 030N220W 
Xyrauchen fexanus Razorback Sucker LE S WSC 030N220W 
Gopherus agassizii (Sonoran Population) Sonoran Desert Tortoise sc WSC 040N210W 

Critical Habitat for the razorback sucker in project area: Colorado River. 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 

Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line (Harquahala 
Alternate Route) 

NAME COMMON NAME ESA USFS BLM STATE TOWNRANGE 
SC 020N110W IGopherus agassizii (Sonoran Population) /Sonoran Desert Tortoise ISC I I I 1 

No Critical Habitats in project area. 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 



Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line (Palo Verde 
Alternate Route) 

Gopherus agassizii (Sonoran Population) 
Opuntia echinocatpa 

Sonoran Desert Tortoise SC WSC OlON080W 
Straw-top Cholla SR 010S060W 

No Critical Habitats in project area. 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 

Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line (Subalternate 
Route 1) 

No Critical Habitats in project area. 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 



Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line (Subalternate 
Route 2) 

Critical Habitat for the razorback sucker in project area: Colorado River. 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 

Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line 
(Subalternate Route 3) 

NAME COMMON NAME ESA USFS Bull STATE TOWNRANGE 

Critical Habitat for the razorback sucker in project area: Colorado River 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 



Special Status Species within 2 Miles of the Devers Palo Verde Transmission Line (Subalternate 
Route 4) 

Gopherus agassizii (Sonoran Population) Sonoran Desert Tortoise SC WSC 040N170W 

No Critical Habitats in project area 

Gopherus agassizii (Sonoran Population) 

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Heritage Data Management System, January 6,2006. 

Sonoran Desert Tortoise SC WSC 040N180W 



January 6,2006 

Mr. Jeff Hatch-Miller 
Chalman, Arizona Corporation Comrnlsslon 
1200 West Washlngton Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

SUBJECT: Oeven - Palo Verda 500kV Transrnlssion Line No. 2 

Dear Chairman Hatch-Mlller, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provlde input regarding the above referenced 
electrlcal transmission project. Given the trememlous growth occurring In Arizona 
and California, we rmgnlze that new electrical transmlsslon llnes are necessary to 
deliver adequate and rellable power throughout the region. 

Based on the informatton we have received, It appears that there are two potential 
transmission line corrldors being consldered In western Marlcopa County. One of 
these routes, identifled as the "preferred" route, parallels the existing Devers - 
Palo Verde No, 1 50UkV transmission Itne north of Interstate 10 into neighboring La 
Par County. Another potential corridor, identified as an alternatlve transmission line 
route, proceeds dlrectCy west from the Harquahala Generating Station south of 
Interstate 10. Our understanding is that thls alternative would not parallel rsxisting 
Ilnes, but would rather eaQbllsh a new transmission line corridor through the 
Harquahala Valley. 

We strongly protest establishment of a new transrnkslon line. The Haquahala 
Valley has historically been a farming community but will rapidly develop as 
urbanleation approaches. The Impact of s new transmisslan line would have a 
devastating effect on the Harquahala community and fts future. We urge the 
Commission to approve the "preferred" route that parallels the exlsthg Devers- 
Palo Verde No, 1 north of Interstate 10. Thls wilt help mltlgate Impacts to the 
Harquahala Valley by Dtactng the new transmlsslon lines along a route where 
cornpara ble transmlsslon llnes already exlst. 

Fultom Brock Don Sraploy Anqy Kunasl Marc w. Wllsotl Mary Rose Garridc Wilcox 1 District 1 Distrh 2 Dlstrla 3 District 4 aisrritr 5 

Bp 301 W. Joftorsm. 10th Flow Pnoenix, Arizona 05003-2148 Pnaoc (602j 506-3015 - FA% 506-6402 TDO 506-2g66 I 



b -  

Please feel free to contact us If you would like to dlscuss our comments and 
recommendatlons In greater detall. Thank you agaln for the opportunlty to provide 
input on @Is project. We look forward to working with you and the Comnlssion to 
help identify a transmission corrldor that meets the electrical needs of the region, 
and reduces the economlc and envlronmental Impacts tn the Harquahala Valley, 

Chairman 
Board of Supervlsars 

Mary b e  Wllcox 
Supswisor, District 5 



John Kalish/ Billie Blanchard, BLMKPUC 
c/o Aspen Environmental group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94104-3002 
fax (800) 886-1 888 

Dear John Kalish/ Billie Blanchard: 

On behalf of the 2300 members of the Maricopa Audubon Society here in central Arizona, I am 
writing to you regarding Southern California Edison’s proposal to construct the Devers-Palo 
Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project. Our chapter objects to the proposal because of the 
proposed routes’ significant negative environmental impacts. We also question the need for this 
line. We greatly enjoy the untrammeled aspect and habitat of the Kofa NWR. 

First of all, putting this line through the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge is totally 
unacceptable. Our members spend many hours and days in the KOFA wildlife refuge in nature 
study, birdwatching and wildlife habitat studies. 

This proposal will further fiagment habitat and negatively impact desert tortoises and desert big 
horn sheep. Furthermore, it will open the area to possible invasion of non-native plants species 
and illegal off-road vehicle use. 

Second, I strongly question the need for this line. This project has been in a near “finalized” 
form for over 15 years and California seems to be getting along just fine without the new power 
line. Besides, Phoenix is the fifth largest city in the nation and one of the fasted growing areas in 
the nation. It is likely that in the near future, the Phoenix- metro area will consume all of the 
power generated in the area and therefore will not have any additional electrical energy to 
transport out of the area. Why then, is this line needed to bring power to California? 

Have any non-development alternatives been considered? Can California institute energy 
conservation programs equivalent to the amount of energy this line will carry? Can clean, 
renewable, and sustainable energy sources be implemented at a level where this transmission line 
is not needed? 

DEDICATED TO THE PROTECTION OF NATURAL WETLANDS IN AN ARID ENVIRONMENT 



' 

We encourage Southern California Edison and the California Public Utilities Commission to 
examine the implementation of conservation programs equivalent to the amount of energy this 
line will carry and to look to environmentally-friendly, renewable, and sustainable energy 
sources like solar, wind, or biomass, to offset the need for this line. 

Thank you for considering my comments. Please keep the Maricopa Audubon Society informed 
about any developments on this issue. 

v 
Robert A. Witzeman, M.D., Cons. Chair, Maricopa Audubon Society 602 840-0052, 
witzeman@cox.net 

mailto:witzeman@cox.net


Grand Canyon Chapter 0 202 E. McDoweU Rd, Ste 277 0 Phoenix, AZ 85004 
Phone: (602) 253-8633 Fax: (602) 258-6533 Email: grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org 

FOUNDED 1892 

January 20,2006 

John KalisWBillie Blanchard 
BLWCPUC 
c/o Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94 104-3002 
Sent via email dpv2(il,aspenerl.com and facsimile (800) 886-1 888 

Dear John Kalish and Billie Blanchard: 

I am writing these scoping comments on behalf of the Sierra Club’s Grand Canyon Chapter and our more than 
13,000 members in Arizona regarding the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project (DPV2) being 
proposed by Southern California Edison. Our members use and enjoy many of the public lands along the 
proposed route and the alternate routes. Our members also have long been involved in protecting the habitat 
and the wildlife and wildlands along these routes. The Sierra Club has a significant interest in this project. 

We strongly question the purpose and need for this transmission line. According to the scoping document, 
“. . .the proposed project is needed to create supply reliability and cost stabilization for electricity throughout 
California.” SCE goes on to assert in the document that the goals are to increase California access to low-cost 
energy, enhance competition among generating companies in California, provide an incentive for 
development of future energy suppliers, and provide increased reliability of supply. All of these could better 
be accomplished by investing in conservation, efficiency and renewables. We ask that this be analyzed in the 
draft Environmental Impact Statement for this project. 

This proposed transmission line has been on the books for over 15 years and California has gotten along just 
fine without the new power line. While some might point to the rolling blackouts in California several years 
ago. It is quite clear that those rolling blackouts in 2001 were not due to the lack of transmission, but were 
caused by manipulation of the energy market ala Enron. According to the Christian Science Monitor, “FERC 
investigators say Enron and other energy traders engaged in “gaming” the system in order to inflate prices. 
The agency found that Enron’s famously Byzantine strategies involved deceit and purposely false 
information.” (August 19,2002 edition) The New York Times indicated similar problems, “In the midst of the 
California energy troubles in early 2001, when power plants were under a federal order to deliver a full output 
of electricity, the Enron Corporation arranged to take a plant off-line on the same day that California was hit 
by rolling blackouts, according to audiotapes of company traders released here on Thursday.” (February 4, 
2005) 

We also question the purpose and need for this project, because we question whether there will be excess 
energy in Arizona to export to California. Phoenix is the fifth largest city in the nation and one of the fastest 
growing areas in the nation. It is likely in the near future that the metro area will consume all of the power 

mailto:grand.canyon.chapter@sierraclub.org
http://dpv2(il,aspenerl.com


generated in the area and therefore will not have any additional electrical energy to transport out of the area. 
Why then, is this line needed to bring power to California? 

We think that there are reasonable alternatives to this line that have not been considered. California can help 
meet its energy needs and provide more stability by focusing on energy efficiency and conservation programs. 
These are the least costly and most reliable ways to reduce demand. California can also consider additional 
investments in environmentally-friendly, renewable, and sustainable energy sources such as solar and wind. 
While an agency is not required to consider every possible alternative, it must consider reasonable alternatives 
“necessary to permit a reasoned choice.” Headwaters, Inc. v. Bureau of Land Management, 914 F.2d 1174, 
1180-81 (9th Cir. 1990). 

On Tuesday, Dec. 13,2005 the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) unveiled its version of the 
Million Solar Roofs program, called the California Solar Initiative. (See 
http://www.cpuc.ca.nov/PUBLISHED/COMMENT DECISIONI’S 1992.htm) The initiative proposes an 1 1 - 
year, $3.2 billion incentive program to install 3,000 megawatts of solar on a million homes, businesses, farms, 
schools and municipal buildings. This program and a future expansion of it could also help meet the needs of 
consumers in California. 

I 

Energy efficiency and clean renewable energy technologies are cheaper and better solutions than 
investing in more fossil fuel plants and long transmission lines. A recent study from UC Berkeley 
demonstrated that investment in renewable energy and energy efficiency creates more jobs than does 
investment in fossil fuel generation.’ 

According the U.S. Department of Energy, our total solar electricity generation capacity in the U.S. is 
approximately 1 million megawatts2. Wind can and must also be an important part of the mix. In reviewing 
wind maps, there are many places throughout the United States that are ideal for generating electricity from 
wind. This technology is currently providing reliable electricity at costs competitive (4-6 cents per kWh) with 
traditional energy generation throughout the U.S.3 Countries like Denmark already generate 20% of their 
electricity from wind.4 

The proposed route for this transmission line would cut through the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge. The 
KOFA (after King of Arizona Mine) National Wildlife Refuge was created in 1939 and contains 665,400 
acres of desert habitat. The KOFA Wilderness area was created in 1990, after the first line was installed, and 
is approximately 516,300 acres in size. While there was a clause in the Desert Wilderness Act that excluded a 
right-of-way for the second line to cross the KOFA Wilderness, the Sierra Club has always considered this 
incompatible with the wilderness and with the refuge. “The mission of the National Wildlife Refuge System 
is to administer a national network of lands and waters for the conservation, management and where 
appropriate, restoration of the fish, wildlife and plant resources and their habitats with the United States for 
the benefit of present and future generations of Americans.” Under no circumstances is this transmission line 
compatible with that mission. This should be evaluated intensely in any National Environmental Policy Act 
documents. 

~~ ~ ~ 

Daniel M. Kammen, Kamal Kapadia, Matthias Fripp (2004). “Putting Renewables to Work: How Many Jobs Can the 1 

Clean Energy Industry Generate?“ A Report of the Renewable and Appropriate Energy Laboratory, University of 
California, Berkeley. http://ist-socrates.berkeley.edu/-rael/renewables.jobs.pdf 

U.S. Department of Energy, www.eia.doe.gov/emeu/cabs/usa.html 
U.S. American Wind Energy Association, http://www.awea.orglpubs/factsheets/Cost2OO 1 .PDF 
Archer, Cristina L. and Mark Z. Jacobson, Evaluation of global windpower, Journal of Geophysical Research, Vol. 4 

110. 
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A second power transmission line would further fragment and reduce the quality and quantity of habitats on 
the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge. By that standard alone the proposed new 500 KV is incompatible with 
the mission of the refuge. The Right-of-way (ROW) through KOFA is prime desert big horn sheep and 
desert tortoise habitat. The line will also obstruct the natural view of the area which is pristine desert 
landscape. 

The KOFA National Wildlife Refbge is especially important desert tortoise habitat because it is contiguous 
with the Yuma Proving Ground and together they provide a larger protected habitat for Sonoran desert 
tortoise. 

Nearly 400 acres would be affected through the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge, by the measured right-of- 
way that is 130 feet wide and 24 miles long. More than likely, however, additional land will be affected as 
construction vehicles travel along the first line’s ROW and then across to the new ROW or completely out of 
the limits. This wide corridor, 560 feet wide, (130 + 300 + 130) could eliminate the necessary ground cover 
or protection needed by some species to traverse this area, making a boundary to limit their domain or an area 
of prey if they try to cross the ROW. This proposal would also open up the area to more invasive non-native 
plant species via the soil disturbance, increased traffic, etc. 

Mitigation of negative impacts to plant resources (i.e., transplanting cacti) was not successful during 
construction of the first power line. Major disturbances would occur at each of the 85 tower sites during 
construction for the pouring of the concrete footings and the equipment necessary to erect the towers and 
string the electric lines. Additional impacts would include establishment of invasive plant species in the 
disturbed areas and the increased probability of illegal use of the ROW by off-road vehicles. 

The primary route is not an environmentally friendly route to plan the ROW, but the alternative routes are not 
good routes either. The proposed routes destroy pristine desert views, cross critical desert habitat, go through 
populated areas, and would destroy desert environments. That is just another reason to question the need for 
this project. 

We are submitting these comments today as that is the posted deadline date, but would like to submit 
supplemental comments when we have had an opportunity to review this further. Thank you for considering 
our comments. Please keep us informed on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Sandy Bahr 
Conservation Outreach Director 
Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter 



Arizona Wilderness Coalition 
Working Together to Protect Arizona’s Wild Lands and Waters 
PO Box 2741 Prescott, AZ 86302 - (928) 717-6076 - www.azwild.orq 

1-20-06 

RE: Comments for proposed Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 

Dear John Kalish and Billie Blanchard: 

Thank you for this opportunity to offer comments on the proposed Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 
Transmission Line Project. The Arizona Wilderness Coalition’s (AWC) mission is to 
permanently protect and restore Wilderness and other wild lands and waters in Arizona for the 
enjoyment of all citizens and to ensure that Arizona’s native plants and animals have a lasting 
home in wild nature. The AWC has a membership of about 1,000 people. 

In general the Arizona Wilderness Coalition is opposed to new projects that impact our natural 
desert landscape. The existence of the Devers-Palo Verde No. 1 line already has significant 
impacts to the native flora and fauna and recreational resources in AZ. The construction of more 
lines will surely further impact these resources and we hope that an alternative that does not 
construct more power lines can be found. 

The Arizona Wilderness Coalition would like the EWEIS to address the following issues: 

1. The transmission of power from AZ to CA has numerous social, environmental, and 
economic impacts that should be addressed. 

a. Is it socially fair to create power in AZ only to ship it to CA, while AZ 
residents suffer the impacts to air quality, visual resources, and wildlife 
habitat? 

b. What about AZ’s continued population growth and our need for power? Will 
selling power to CA just force AZ to construct more powerplants in the future 
because we have already agreed to sell power to CA. What are the longterm 
impacts to AZ’s  air quality by needing more power generating facilities. 

c. CA is often seen as a state that has a high regard for the environment and 
closely regulates industry to protect it. If CA’s regulations make it easier to 
create power in AZ because of environmental compliance issues, then CA 
must address its power needs within its own boundaries through conservation 
and development of new sources within its own borders, not simply go next 
door and harm AZ’s environment. This issue must be fully explained in the 
EIS as it relates to environmental and social justice 

2. Can SCE implement new conservation measures and renewable energy sources to 
account for CA’s power needs? 

3. Please address the impacts to areas of BLM that are currently being considered for 
protection of wilderness characteristics in the Ranegras Plain region east of the Kofa 
NWR. 
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4. How will SCE ensure that no part of the project impacts existing wilderness through 
trespass during construction? 

5. How will SCE ensure that construction activities stay within the designated ROW. 
6. The Kofa NWR is a place that should be protected from destructive projects, such as 

new powerlines, how does this project help achieve the protection of the outstanding 
natural resources in the Kofa NWR? 

7. In the event that the line is constructed please consider the following options 
a. Is it possible to upgrade the existing towers to carry additional lines? Why or 

why not? 
b. Can the corridor be smaller to limit impact on the desert landscape? 
c. How many miles of new road will be constructed? Roads have significant 

impact on wildlife and natural hydrologic cycles. How will SCE mitigate 
these impacts? 

i. The existence of roads encourages the spread of noxious weeds, 
specifically Saharan mustard. 

1. SCE should analyze and propose implementation of a plan to 
deal with the spread of noxious weeds. 

a. Yearly monitoring and eradication should occur to 
mitigate the impacts caused by the existence of roads to 
construct and maintain the power lines. Please outline 
how this will be done. 

ii. How will temporary roads and disturbances be restored? 
1. How much money will be allocated to restoration activities? 

d. What assistance will SCE give to BLM, USFWS, and AZ Game and Fish to 
maintain existing wildlife population levels? 

i. How will this be monitored? 
8. What mitigation measures will be used to limit the impactddeath of birds perching on 

the power lines and towers? 
9. The impacts of the existing and new power line to wildlife migration are present. 

a. Can SCE assist BLM in acquiring and enhancing other wildlife corridors to 
help mitigate the impacts of this project? 

b. Saddle Mtn is between the Harquahala switching yard and PVNGS. 
Can SCE purchase private lands to the south of Saddle mtn to help BLM maintain this valuable 
wildlife corridor? 

10.The Harquahala West alternative seems to be the most logical alternative to reach the 
switch yard. Why is this not the proposed route? 
1 1. Placing the entire power line in the 1-10 corridor should be considered as an alternative as it 
already has significant impacts to wildlife movement. 

Thank you for this opportunity to offer comments on this project. If you have any questions 
regarding the Arizona Wilderness Coalition comments please feel free to call. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Williams 
AZ Wilderness Coalition 
Regional Director 
PO Box 2741 
Prescott, AZ 86302 

jwilliams@,azwild.org 
928-717-6076 

mailto:jwilliams@,azwild.org


',FRDM :,ELLIS & BAKER FRX NO. :6022249663 Jan. 20 20E16 11:31FIM P2 

(E- U.S. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Scoping Comments 
Proposed Davem-irala Verda No. 2 Transmimian Line Projwk 

Name*: William D. B a k e r ,  Bsq. 

AtfilOa~ion (aanfi:* I l a r q u a h a l a  V a l  Icy lrrigxtion District 

Address:* 7310 North 1 6 t h  S t r e e t ,  Suitc!  320 

Ci, State, Zip Code:* Phoen ix ,  AZ 8 5 0 2 0  

_I_ 

I___ 
I.l_..j 

- 
Telephone Number:* fi 0 2 9 5 6 - 88 7 8 

wclb 0 e 11 is b aker . coin Email : * -"" ' W."' 

Camment! 

I__.... . . 

- .  .. ~ ~~ _ _  

Yleare either deposit this sheet at the rlgr-in table befme you Icavc today, or fold, shmp, and mail. insert 
additinnd sheets if rrcetled. Comments mus2 be ma?*lverl by January Zli, ,2086. Comments may aQo be faxed 
to the project hotlinc at (SOO) 886-1888 or emsiled to dpv2@aapeneg.com. 

mailto:dpv2@aapeneg.com
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To supplcment mmentw at the Public Scooping Meeting at Estrclla Mountain Community 
College on January 18, 2006 and to supplement my cumments of November 28, 2005, 

limquahalla Valley Irrigation District ~WVXD**) owns a substantid nmbw of miies of' irrigation 

distribution systam constructed of reinfixad concrete. If the Harquahala West Alfmnntive routG 

is  choscn. this high voltage transmission line could, Uwough its clcctmmagnetic force, adversely 

interact with the reinforcing steel embcdded in thic Districl irrigation s t u u c ~ s .  Further, we do 
not believc that this alternative route i s  financially viable because, evcn if it is shortm than the 

proposed route thereby elirninntiing a number of towcrs, the cost of land acquisition would rduce 

those saving8 considerably. In addition, I note from the Dcvers Pa10 Verde No. 2 Projoct ZJpdak 
of August 2004. and the Fact Sheet put out by Southern California Edison, this sub-alternative 
route is not even show or mentioned in eithcr of those publications. Since this altmmtive routc 

was rcjectd what DPV #1 was being proposed tznd since Southm Cal, Ed. has n utility conidor 

for DPV # I  that is wide enough to accommodate DPV #2, it would s e m  that the DPV # I  

routing should be adopted. By not accepting this dtanutive route, it wiIl save the landowners 

and tax payers in Hurquahala Valley and Southeni Cd. Ed. EL considerable umount of mcmcy in 
having to rwfight the 1978 battle, which Southern CaI. Ed. Iost the first time mound. 
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Message ._.. . 
. .  Page 1 

William D. Baker 

From: William D. Baker [wdb@ellisbaker.oom] 
Sent: Monday, November 28,2005 3:17 PM 
To; 'SLee@aspeneg.corn' 
cc: 'nnrarren@isp.com'; '~marlorr~martar~arms.cpm'; 'wfefguson@cmx.net'; 'Jack Doughty'; 'Jay 

Moyes'; 'mark@marWewts corn' 

Subject: Application A . D ~ - Q ~ - Q I  5 DPV-2 50OkV line 

.-_l__m__ - " - v . - - - P  _l_--__l__________* -.MI*- .-.--- 

To Whom It May Concern: 

of Arizona (HVID), this office submits the following comments for the CPUC CEW . 
On behalf of Harquahala Valley Irrigation District, a municipal corporation and political subdivision of the State 

First of all, we deplore the lack of notlce given to affected entities in Arizona concerning this proposed project. 
We only learned of this on November 23,2005 and requested an extension of the comment period, which wa6 not 
granted. To our knowledge, none of the affected landowners h this District were notified of thfs matter, whlch we 

-find uncomprehensible sfnce one of the alternative rbutings goes east to west through the middle of the District, 
bifurcating the District and interferring with its operations. 

HVlD is an active irrigation district comprised of approximately 33,400 gcres. It supplies Irrigation water to these 
acres. These acres are productive agricultural lands located 60 miles west of Phoenix. Its remoteness benefits its 
agricultural knds because there are no impediments to farming. The scenic dews of the mountains surrounding 
the valley am breath, taking because of the dean air. 

The Harquahala Generating Station is located an the eastern boundary af HVID. One the proposed alternative 
routes, dubbed "Harquahala West Subalternate Route" , is an anethema to HVlD and its landowners. This 12 mile 
mute would impact the residents of the valley by destroying the rural atmosphere of the valley, impair visual 
impacts and destroy scenic quality; it would remove cropland from pruductlon; interfere with tilling and irrigation 
practices; cause interference with crop dusting and defoliating operations; it would adversely impact endangerad 
species and other wildlife, and would devalue the lend in the district. 

All of these adverse impacts to the valley muld be avoided If the HGC line to PVNGS was utilized and then the 
new line could use the already existing corridor from FVNGS that is used for the existing DPV-1 500 kV line. 

We appreciate this opqorturrity to submit these comments even if they are submitted an such short notice: 

Respecffully submitted, 

Wlllism D. Baker 
Ellis & Baker 
Attorneys at Law 
7310 N. 18th St. M21) 
Phoenix, AZ 85020 
Tele, (602) 956-81378 
Fax; (802) 224-6683 

wdb_($elli&.&eIAmm 

' Ellis a B a k r  
Attorneys at Law 
731 0 N. 16th St. #320 
Phoenix, AT 85020 
Tele. (602) 958487~. 

' I  



Water Resources 

9388 E. San Salvador Dr. 
Scottsdale. AZ 85258 

PHONE 480-312-5685 
FAX 480-31 2-561 5 

January 20,2006 

Aspen Environmental Group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 941 04-3002 

Re: Proposed Devers-Harquahala 500 kV Transmission Line 

The City of Scottsdale Water Resources Department is providing the following comments 
regarding the above referenced transmission line. Our comments are limited to the transmission 
line alignments in Arizona in the vicinity of the Harquahala Valley Irrigation District, which 'include 
the Proposed Alignment and the Harquahala Subalternate Route. 

The City of Scottsdale owns 1,215 acres of agricultural land within the Harquahala Valley 
Irrigation District. This property is currently under lease for agricultural purposes and is in 
production. The farmland was provided to the City of Scottsdale by private developers for its 
water rights. In the future, water from this farmland will be transported to the Central Arizona 
Project (CAP) canal through a new pipeline. 

The City of Scottsdale has identified the pipeline corridor to transport the water from the farmland 
to the CAP canal. Easements and/or rights-of-way are in-place for a majority of this pipeline 
corridor.. Our identified pipeline corridor south of Interstate 10 (1-10) runs in a northlsouth 
direction along Harquahala Valley Road from 1-10 to about 9 miles south of the interstate. Our 
identified pipeline corridor north of 1-10 runs in a west-northwesterly direction along Salome Road 
fopabbut 8 miles,-ending at the GAP canal. The final selected alternative must not impact our 
future ability toutilize the identified pipeline corridor. Based on available maps, it appears that 
the Harquahala Subalternate Route would cross our pipeline corridor at Harquahala Valley Road 
(south of the 1-10), It is unclear whether the Proposed Alignment would cross our pipeline 
corridor along Salome Road (north of 1-10). 

In addition, the final selected alternative must not interfere with, or have a negative impact on, the 
following: 

0 

Continued farm uses on the City of Scottsdale property 
Continued water deliveries to our property from irrigation canals 
Existing and future property values 

If you have any question on this information, please contact Mr. Greg Crossman of my staff at 
(480) 312-5319. 

Sincerely, 

David M. Maisfield 
General Manager, Water Resources Dept. 

. _  
C: Greg Crossman, Sr. Water Resources Engineer 
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Scoping Comments 
Proposed Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 

Date: /-/7-0 6 

Telephone Number:* clze $4 5-- a790 % I 3 c  

~~ ~ ~~~ ~~ 

*Please print. Yow name. address. and comments become public i$orination ami mqy be released to inrerestedpariies grequested 

Please either deposit this sheet at the sign-in table before you leave today, or fold, stamp, and mail. Insert 
additional sheets if needed. Comments must be received by January 20,2006. Comments may also be faxed 
to the project hotline at (800) 886-1888 or emailed to dpv2GJaspeneg.com. 

http://dpv2GJaspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: Sosa, Ivan [Ivan.Sosa@yuma.arrny.rnil] 
Sent: 
To: 'dpv2@aspeneg.corn' 
cc: English, Randy 
Subject: DPV2 Project PEA 

Tuesday, January 24,2006 655 PM 

Thanks f o r  your qu ick  and d e t a i l e d  response. 
we c e r t a i n l y  do n o t  have any issues.  
HOWeVer, Randy had t h e  sug e s t i o n  o f :  having t h e  l i n e s  be const ructed i n  

e l e c t r o c u t i o n  hazards t o  perch i  ng/nest ing rap tors ) .  
accordance w i t h  " rap tor -sa  7 e" speci f i  ca t i ons  (i . e be bu i  1 t t o  minimize 

I v a n  



"Greg Glassco" 
q g l m y p i t . c o m >  
1 111 8/2005 01 :20 PM 

T~ cRolla-Queen@ca.blm.gov> 

cc 
bcc 

Subject new transmission lines 

Good Afternoon Ms. Queen, 

The Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe has received a notice on three proposed transmission lines, 
(Blythe, Desert Southwest, and bvers  to w), (CACA-19705/8120 (CA66O)P) 
As the Arizona portion of the project is within the boundaries of traditional Yavapai territory, 
we would like to participate in the cultural resources and environmental review portions of the project. 
You can contact us as you make progress, have documents for us to review, 
Or when the time comes for us to try and identify TCPs in the project area. 

Thank you for consulting with us on this project and we look forward to working with you. 

Sincerely, 

Greg Glassco 
Director, Cultural Resource Department 
Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe 
(928) 445-8790 x135 



"Greg Glassco" 
<gglassm@ypit.corn* 
11/21/2005 09:02 AM 

to cRolla_Queen~.ca.blm.gov> 

cc 
bcc 

S b j e d  RE: new transmission lines 

Hi Rolla, 
I think from looking at the maps of the project, 
that the Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe is interested in only the Devers-Palo 
Verde I1 project, and NOT the other two projects in California, we defer to 
the closer tribes on those projects. 
Look forward to working with you. 

Sincerely, 
Greg 

----- Original Message----- 
From: Rolla-Queen@ca.blm.gov [mailto:Rolla~Queen@ca.blm.gov] 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2005 8:15 AM 
To: Greg Glassco 
Cc: John-Kalish@ca.blm.gov 
Subject: Re: new transmission lines 

Greg, 

Thanks €or responding. We are still in the early stages for the Devers-Palo 
Verde I1 Project. I we will be back in touch soon about this project. Can I 
clarify that the Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe only has an interest in 
consultation on the Devers-Palo Verde 11, or do you also want to be kept 
apprised of the other two transmission line projects in California? 

thanks 

Rolla 

Rolla Queen, Archaeologist/Heritage Programs 
Palm Springs and South Coast Field Areas 
Bureau of Land Management 
22835 Calle San Juan De Los Lagos 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 
Phone: 951.697.5386 
Facsimile: 951.697.5299 
email: rqueen@ca.blm.gov 

"Greg Glassco" 
<gglassco@ypit.co 
m> To 

11/18/2005 01:20 cc 
PM 

Subject 

<Rolls-Queen@ca.blm,gov> 

mailto:Rolla-Queen@ca.blm.gov
mailto:John-Kalish@ca.blm.gov
mailto:rqueen@ca.blm.gov


new transmission lines 

Good Afternoon Ms. Queen, 

The Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe has received a notice on three proposed 
transmission lines, 
(Blythe, Desert Southwest, and Devers to PV). {CACA-19705/8120 (CA660)P) 
As the Arizona portion of the project is within the boundaries of 
traditional Yavapai territory, 
we would like to participate in the cultural resources and environmental 
review portions of the project. 
You can contact us as you make progress, have documents for us to review, 
Or when the time comes for us to try and identify TCPs in the project area. 

Thank you €or consulting with us on this project and we look forward to 
working with you. 

Sincerely, 

Greg Glassco 
Director, Cultural Resource Department 
Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe 
(928)  445-8790 ~ 1 3 5  



White Mountain Apache Tribe Historic Preservation OEce 
PO Box 507, Fort Apache, A 2  85941 

l(928) 338-3033 I fax: 338-6055 

To: 
Date: January 5,2006 
Proposed projeck Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project. 

John Kalish I Billie Blanehard, BLWCPUC 

The White Mountain Apache Tribal Historic Preservation Office (TMPO) appreciates 
receiving information on the proposed project, dated Januarv 03,2006 . In regards to 
this, please attend to the checked items below. 

b There is no need to send additional information - unless project planning or 
implementation results in the discovery of sites or items having known or suspected 
Apache cultural affiliations. 
0 
importance to the White Mountain Apache Tribe (Wh4AT). As part of the effort to 
identifj. historical properties that maybe affected by the project we recommend an 
entnohistorical study and interviews with Apache elders. Ramon Riley, the Cultural 
Resource Director is the contact person at (928) 338-4625. 
CI 
cultural or historical importance to the WMAT and will most likely result in adverse 
affects to said property. Please refrain from further steps in project planning or 
implementation. 

The proposed Project is located within an area of probable cultural or historical 

The proposed project is located within or adjacent to a known historic property of 

NOTES: We have reviewed the information rep;ardinrz the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 
Transmission Line Prsiect and we feel it mses no threat to the White Mountain Amche 
Tribe’s traditional c u 1 W  properties andor important religious places. The proiect may 
proceed with a hdina of “Nu hhturie wove& eflected”. In light of an inadvertent 
discoverv all project implementation efforts shall cease and the txo-per authority notified 
to address such issues. 

We look forward to continued collaboration in the preservation of places of cultural and 
historical significance. 

Sincerely, 

Mark T. Altaha 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
White Mountain Apache Tribe 



Public Comment Materials 
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Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: George Alderson [george7096@comcast.net] 

Sent: 
To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 
Subject: Mailing list 

Tuesday, December 27,2005 1 :06 PM 

Dear BLMKPUC: 

Please keep us on the mailing list for the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 transmission line project. We 
received your notice of public scoping meetings and the enclosed Notice of Preparation by 
California PUC. 

We notice there is no mention of the California Desert Conservation Area in these materials, 
although it appears the route crosses CDCA lands. This should be addressed in future maps and 
narratives, because there is a specialized mandate from the US Congress for the management of 
the CDCA. 

Sincerely, 
George & Frances Alderson 
112 Hilton Ave. 
Baltimore, MD 21228-5727 
Tel. 410-788-7096 
Email: peorge7096@comcast.net 

12/27/2005 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com
mailto:peorge7096@comcast.net


KrishanKnoles 
281 0 4m St 
Flagstaff AZ 86004 

December 31,2005 

Aspen Environmental Gmp 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

I reder 40 a total f a i h  of your proposed project under CEQA appendi G - VI1 - Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. Your notice of preparation fails to take into considersrtion the generation of power 
by the Pal0 Verde Nuclear- station (PVNGS) - and haw the complefion ofthis proiect 
increases the importance of, and demand upon, the PVNGS in the elecMly needs o f c a l i i i .  

not only becoming possible but may well become an ermimmental imperative. 
WeareiivinginalimewhentheprasuAdlesspolkrtkrg,dbmalm * f a n a o r v g e n e r a t K n r a r e  

Your proposed projectwould onlyfuthertie our paww needs@ nuclear generation -ata time when 
the USA is at an emergency level of nudearwaste stiwage; at atimewhen the Yucca Mountain 
Seaage depot proiect is being mimed; at a tkne when the United states has NO nudear waste 
reprocessing facilities (for fear of plutonium theft). 

Even if the Yucca Mountain stufage facaii comes on line, is it redly in the best inbests of the 
environment to be producing even more nudear waste that will have to be tmmported thiwgh 
communities on its way to storage? 

It is not stmtchrng the point to say that your project banspds a hazmbus maaerial - namely- 
electricity that is generated by nuclear means - and that the impkmntabon - ofthiiprojeddemandsan 
inaeaseinthepmdudimofnudearenergyandtheredorean~ofnudew~.Theseeffects 
are not secondary effiects of your Project- they are primary, direct effects -and your Notice of 
Prepamtion FAILS to even mention them. 

Yourpmjecteievabs the importanoe ofthe PVNGS ata tkne when tt.le v d d  is finally technologiiHy 
ready to make itself dependant on far safer forms of energy - forms that are abundant in Arizona and 
W i i  - sun and wind. This piuject instead, mdces us more dependent on a deadly, mutagenic 
form of energy and is therefore environmentally impomible. 

Apawerconidw,aspmposedin#ispmject,isakngdwmpieceafnatkrrdkrfrasbuclu &?.@=t-itS 

energy demand to nudeargenerabion formany yeam to cane. This is NOT emhmmWy dekate- 
the end user to be permanently connected to the source. You are proposing to further cammit our 

it is instead an Environmental Impact of the highest order - it is thoughtless, dange~~s,  and 
backwards. We need to look to the future - nuclear generation is old, deadly, outdated technology. 

Thecreationofinfl&N& re thatties us to such significantly hatardous and foreseeaMy dangerous 
methods of power generation is environmentally incompetent 

Tt#creationofinfrasbuGtwe that will ldlh&dy INcRu\sE the output of DEAMY, MUTAGENIC 
waste produced by that reactor is environmentally treacherpus. 

It isdear to methatAspen Envi~~mental Grarpand the Sta&ofCdibmia kdenying am&mbon ‘ o f  
the direct correlatjon between completion of the Transmission Line Project and the resulting incmse in 
nuclear waste production. This can only be viewed as deceii - better known in this country as business. 



You are scared to do a REAL environmental impacts&ownentthattakesthii issue into consideration 
because Californians and humanily in geneml do not want more nudear waste - in fact they want non 

connects us to "clean" power - not deadly power. 
p o i M i n g a n d t e s s ~ ~ o f ~ ~ - ~ t h a t m m n s ~ i n g ~  IE that 

NEWGENERATlON/NON-7RANSMISSlON/NO PROJECT 

RatherthancorrsidecingthesealoemaQNe . o p t i o n s ~ h ~ k - w h y n O t b O k a t t h e ~  issuesat 
stake here - making long term choices for the safety of the environment and humanity. The New 
Generation option ties usto pawersoumsthatm without question cheaper, sak, enviromnen&l ly 
conscious and modeled to the type of world that we all want to l i i  in. The project should be massivety 
reconsidered in light ofthis - you are designing the future - design wisely. 

Sincerely, 

Krishan Knoles 

P.S - I would like to be informed of receipt ofthii letter and ofthe induskn of 
my comments in the scoping report 



Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: michael colbert [mrcolbert2003@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Monday, January 16,2006 502 PM 

To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 

Subject: [DPV2]: 

I am strongly opposed to the proposed power line that will run through the Kofa W. R.- leave 
this place alone- let's all CONSERVE in our daily lives and leave what's left alone. 
thanks, 
Mike R. Colbert 
3509 east canter rd 
tucson. az 85739 

Yahoo! Photos - Showcase holiday pictures in hardcover 
Photo Books. You design it and we'll bind it! 

1/16/2006 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Don Steuter [dsteuter@hotmail.com] 
Monday, January 16,2006 9:43 PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
[ DPV21: 

IS t h i s  t ransmission l i n e  across the  Kofa's r e a l l y  necessay? 
spaces and w i l d  places l e f t  undisturbed as much as poss ib le .  
should pursue more d i s t r i b u t e d  energy sources l i k e  so la r  and o ther  
renewables and a l so  promote energy conservat ion t o  a g rea ter  degree. 

Lets no t  b u i l d  the  Devers t ransmission l i n e .  

we need open 
I t h i n k  we 

Don s teu te r  
Phoenix, A Z .  

Express you rse l f  i n s t a n t l y  w i t h  MSN Messenger! Download today - i t ' s  FREE! 
http://messenger.msn.click-url.com/go/onmOO2OO47lave/direct/Ol/ 

1 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com
http://messenger.msn.click-url.com/go/onmOO2OO47lave/direct/Ol


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

mark grenard [haydukeaz@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 3:08 AM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
[ DPV21: 

Dear s i  r ,  
I objec t  t o  the  scoping o f  t h e  5 0 0 ~ ~  l i n e  through the  
Kofa wi ldness area. I t  w i l l  impact t he  deser t  
t o r t u t i s e  and b ighorn sheep. I t  w i l l  d i s t r u p t  views. 
C a l i f o r n i a  has go t ten  along j u s t  f i n e  w i thou t  such a 
power l i n e  f o r  1 5  years so i t  i s  no t  a r e a l  
neccessi t y  . 
Peace, 
Mark Hayduke Grenard 
haydukeaz@yahoo.com 

Do You Yahoo!? 
T i r e d  o f  spam? yahoo! Ma i l  has t h e  best  spam p r o t e c t i o n  around 
http://mail.yahoo.com 

1 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com
mailto:haydukeaz@yahoo.com
http://mail.yahoo.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mike Mullarkey [mike~mullarkey@yahoo.com] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 1 1 :06 AM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
Comments to BLM/CPUC regarding proposed power line in KOFA 

Dear John Kal i sh/ B i  11 i e B1 anchard : 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you concerning the  Southern C a l i f o r n i a  
Edison's proposal t o  cons t ruc t  t he  DeverS Palo verde 
No. 2 Transmission L ine  P ro jec t .  I oppose t h e  proposal 
because o f  t he  proposed routes ' s i  gn i  f i  cant,  negat ive 
impacts on the  environmental.  I a l s o  quest ion whether 
t h i s  l i n e  i s  even needed. 

TO s t a r t  w i t h ,  i t  i s  wrong t o  even consider p u t t i n g  
t h i s  l i n e  through the  KOFA Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  Refuge. 
Thi  s would f u r t h e r  fragment h a b i t a t  and negat ive1 
a f f e c t  w i l d l i f e  l i k e  deser t  t o r t o i s e s  and deser t  E i q  
horn sheep. And, t h i s  would open t h e  area t o  possib e 
i nvasi on o f  non-nat ive p l  ants species and i 11 egal 
o f f - road  veh ic le  use. 

The KOFA i s  a spectacular p lace where people l i k e  me 
can f i n d  peace i n  the  deser t .  I don ' t  want t o  
go there  and f i n d  the  
what was once an 

Now there  i s  t he  mat ter  o f  whether t h i s  l i n e  i s  
needed. Th is  p r o j e c t  has been i n  a near " f i n a l i z e d "  
form f o r  over 1 5  years, and C a l i f o r n i a  seems t o  have 
p l e n t y  o f  ower w i thou t  t he  new power l i n e .  A lso 

n a t i o n  and one o f  t he  fas ted  growing met ropo l i tan  
regions i n  t h e  United s ta tes .  I t  i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  i n  the  
near f u t u r e ,  t he  Phoenix- metro area w i l l  consume a l l  
o f  t h e  power generated i n  t h e  area and the re fo re  w i l l  
no t  have any a d d i t i o n a l  e l e c t r i c a l  energy t o  t ranspor t  
o u t  o f  t h e  area. why, then, do we need t h i s  l i n e  t o  
send power t o  c a l  i f o r n i  a? 

I would l i k e  t o  know i f  any non-develo ment 
a l t e r n a t i v e s  have been considered. 
progress ive s ta te ,  so cou ldn ' t  they  i n s t i t u t e  energy 
conservat ion programs equiva lent  t o  t h e  amount o f  
energy t h a t  t h i s  l i n e  would carry? 
i mpl ementi ng renewabl e and sus ta i  nab1 e energy sources 
a t  a l e v e l  where t h i s  t ransmiss ion l i n e  i s  no t  needed? 

consider t R a t  Phoenix i s  the  f i f t h  l a r g e s t  c i t y  i n  the  

Ca '? i f o r n i a  i s  a 

HOW about 

I encourage southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison and t h e  
c a l  i f o r n i  a Pub1 i c u t i  1 i ti es Commi s s i  on t o  exami ne the  
implementation o f  conservat ion programs equ iva len t  t o  
the  amount o f  energy t h a t  t h i s  l i n e  would c a r r y  and t o  
1 ook t o  envi  ronmental 1 y - f  r i  end1 y, renewabl e, and 
susta inable energy sources l i k e  s o l a r ,  wind, o r  
biomass, t o  o f f s e t  t h e  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  

1 
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Thank you f o r  cons ider ing my comments. Please keep me 
informed about any developments on t h i s  issue.  

s incere ly ,  

M i  ke Mu1 1 arkey 
71 East 13th S t ree t  #12 
TUCSOn, AZ 85701 

DO You Yahoo!? 
T i r e d  o f  s am? yahoo! Ma i l  has the  best spam p ro tec t i on  around 
http:/ /mai '? .yahoo.com 
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Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tim Lengerich [tim@songcatchermusic.com] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 1 1 :33 AM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
No Kofa powerlines! 

Dear John Ka l i sh /  B i l l i e  Blanchard: 
Please p u t  me down f o r  a "no" on t h e  power l ine across KOFA. Way t o o  

much o f  t h i s  crap going on. 
Also,  p lease do n o t  send 1 2  pounds o f  paperwork w i t h  t h e  E I S .  Jus t  l e t  

me know how and where t o  say 'no'' w i t h  t h e  l e a s t  l o s s  o f  resources. 
Thanks, 
T i  m Lengeri ch 
POB 111 
A j O ,  AZ 85321 
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Devers-Paio Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Audrey Clark [audrey.auds@gmail.com] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 12:02 PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
NO KOFA power line 

John Kal i sh/ B i  11 i e B1 anchard 
BLM/CPUC 
c/o Aspen Envi ronmental group 
235 Montgomery s t r e e t ,  Su i te  935 
san Francisco, CA 94104-3002 
dpv2Gaspeneg.com o r  f a x  (800) 886-1888 

Dear John Ka l i sh  and B i l l i e  Blanchard: 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you regard ing Southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison's proposal 
cons t ruc t  t h e  Devers-Pa10 verde No. 2 Transmission L ine  P ro jec t .  I 
ob jec t  t o  the  proposal because o f  t h e  proposed rou tes '  s i g n i f i c a n t  
negat ive environmental impacts. I a l s o  quest ion t h e  need f o r  t h i s  
l i n e .  

t o  

. 
F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  p u t t i n g  t h i s  l i n e  through the  KOFA Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  
Refuge i s  t o t a l l y  unacceptable. I t  w i l l  f u r t h e r  fragment h a b i t a t  and 
negat ive ly  impact deser t  t o r t o i s e s  and deser t  b i g  horn sheep. 
Furthermore, i t  w i l l  open t h e  area t o  poss ib le  i nvas ion  o f  non-native 
p lan ts  species and i l l e g a l  o f f - road  v e h i c l e  use. 
second, I s t r o n g l y  quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  Th is  p r o j e c t  has 
been i n  a near f i n a l i z e d "  form f o r  over 1 5  years and C a l i f o r n i a  seems 
t o  be g e t t i n g  along j u s t  f i n e  w i thou t  t h e  new power l i n e .  
Phoenix i s  t he  f i f t h  l a r g e s t  c i t y  i n  t h e  na t i on  and one o f  t h e  fas ted  
growing areas i n  the  na t ion .  
t he  Phoenix- metro area w i l l  consume a l l  o f  t he  power generated i n  t h e  
area and the re fo re  w i l l  not  have any a d d i t i o n a l  e l e c t r i c a l  energy t o  
t ranspor t  ou t  o f  t h e  area. why then, i s  t h i s  l i n e  needed t o  b r i n g  
power t o  c a l  i f o r n i  a? 
Have any non-development a1 t e r n a t i v e s  been considered? 
i n s t i t u t e  energy conservat ion programs equ iva len t  t o  t h e  amount o f  
energy t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  ca r ry?  can clean, renewable, and susta inable 
energy sources be implemented a t  a l e v e l  where t h i s  t ransmiss ion l i n e  
i s  no t  needed? 
I encourage Southern c a l  i f o r n i  a Ed? son and the  C a l i f o r n i a  pub1 i c 
u t i  1 i ti es commi s s i  on t o  exami ne t h e  imp1 ementati  on o f  conservat ion 
pro  rams equ iva len t  t o  the  amount o f  energy t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  c a r r y  and 

sources l i k e  s o l a r ,  wind, o r  biomass, t o  o f f s e t  t h e  need f o r  t h i s  
l i n e .  
Thank you f o r  cons ider ing my comments. 
any developments on t h i s  issue.  

s incere ly ,  

Audrey C la rk  
332 N. Pleasant s t .  
Prescot t ,  AZ 86301 

Besides, 

I t  i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  i n  t h e  near f u t u r e ,  

Can c a l  i f o r n i  a 

t o  4 ook t o  envi  ronmental l  y-f r i  end1 y , renewable, and sus ta i  nab1 e energy 

Please keep me informed about 

P.S. I understand t h a t  t h i s  i s  a form l e t t e r .  However, I ' d  l i k e  t o  
add some personal comments. Last  s p r i n  I v i s i t e d  KOFA NWR f o r  t h e  
f i r s t  t ime. I t  was a f t e r  t h e  phenomena 4 win te r  r a i n s  and t h e  deser t  
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was once- in -a- l i fe t ime green. I had some o f  t h e  best  4 days o f  my 
l i f e  camping and h i k i n g  i n  KOFA due t o  t h e  in tense beauty o f  t he  area 
( I ' m  sure i t ' s  s t i l l  gorgeous, even w i thou t  t he  w i l d  greenery). The 
most s i g n i f i c a n t  f a c t o r  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  q u a l i t y  of my experience there  
was t h a t  there  are unbroken views o f  deser t  wi lderness. I saw no 
o ther  groups o f  people besides my own, and o n l y  the  road we came i n  
on. I n  a s t a t e  t h a t  i s  i n c r e a s i n g l y  developed, the  views o f  which are 
i ncreasi  ng l  y be i  ng i nter rup ted  by human impacts , i t i s unbel i evabl y 
r e f r e s h i n  t o  h i k e  f o r  days w i thout  seeing any signs o f  humans, as ide 

I must 
s t ress  t h e  importance o f  continuous h a b i t a t  f o r  w i l d l i f e .  I d i d  no t  
see any b ighorn sheep when I was i n  KOFA, bu t  I saw count less t r a i l s .  
Bighorn sheep p r e f e r  remote, i n t a c t  areas. O f  course they  would avoid 
a power l i n e  and associated roads running through t h e i  r home. I saw 
no desert  t o r t o i s e s  e i t h e r ,  nor have I ever i n  a l l  t h e  years I ' v e  
explored the  unique Ar izona deser t .  TO me, t h i s  means they  are  ra re  
and avoid humans. Th is  means the  t o r t o i s e s  i n  t h e  v i c i n i t  o f  a new 
power l i n e  would s u f f e r .  
one day, and suddenly a bu l ldozer  comes through and razes a ho le  
through your house. NOW the  debr is  prevents ou from e t t i n g  t o  your 
r e f r i g e r a t o r .  
husband o r  w i f e ,  and you don ' t  know anyone e l se  you'd l i k e  t o  marry. 
I t ' s  k ind  o f  a funny scenar io,  bu t  i t  i s  what could happen t o  many 
deser t  t o r t o i s e s  i f  t h e  power l i n e  goes through. 
be l i eve  i n  t r e a t i n g  a problem's symptoms ins tead  o f  i t s  causes. I ' m  
sure you f e e l  t h e  same way. what I ' m  r e f e r r i n g  t o  i s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
C a l i f o r n i a  u t i l i t y  companies hope t o  ge t  more power f rom Arizona t o  
c o n t i  nue feed i  ng a wastefu l  populat ion.  
invested the  same money they  would pu t  i n t o  a KOFA power l i n e  i n t o  
energy conservat ion,  they  would no t  on l y  avoid having t o  b u i l d  the  
l i n e ,  bu t  I be t  they  would a l so  conserve more power. 
t h e  u t i l i t  companies are no t  j u s t  "power" hungry, bu t  they  are  money 
hungry. T x ey wouldn ' t  want t o  i n s t i t u t e  energy conservat ion measures 
because they  would l o s e  money. I n  t h e  l ong  run, however, we w i l l  run 
ou t  o f  power i f  we dest roy nature- i t  i s  our l i f e - b l o o d .  
c i t i z e n ,  I be l i eve  i n  government f o r  t he  people. I ho e t h a t  t he  

see t h a t  i t  i s  wastefu l  , wron , and probably i l l e g a l  t o  i n s t a l l  a 

a u t i l i t y  company refuge. I h e a r t i l y  and ea rnes t l y  encourage and 
demand t h a t  c a l  i f o r n i  a and Ar izona use nature w i  se l  y-harness s o l  a r  and 
wind power and save energy so t h a t  our c h i l d r e n  can no t  o n l y  have 
energy from e l e c t r i c i t y ,  bu t  energy from t h e  i n s p i r a t i o n  and beauty o f  
nature.  

from an o 4 d rusted t i n  can. Aside from what KOFA d i d  f o r  me, 

Imagine you are  s i t t i n g  i n  your Y i v i n g  room 

worse, t h e  bu l  Y dozer k i  4 l e d  your YOU c a n ' t  ea t !  

Also,  I d o n ' t  

I f  these power companies 

un fo r tuna te l y ,  

As an Ar izona 

Ar izona and C a l i f o r n i a  governments, as w e l l  as t h e  u t i  7 i t y  companies, 

power l i n e  through t h e  beaut i  ? u l  KOFA. KOFA i s  a w i l d l i f e  refuge, no t  

Thank you f o r  your t ime. 

2 



Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: Coperl658@aol.com 

Sent: 

To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 

Subject: [DPV2]: 

Tuesday, January 17,2006 1257 PM 

I am A 65 YEAR OLD CONSERVATIVE REPUBLICAN FROM ARIZONA writing to you regarding 
Southern California Edison’s proposal to construct the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line 
Project. I object to the proposal because of the significant negative environmental impacts. 

CAL LASH 
2904 EAST DESERT LANE 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85042 

1/17/2006 

mailto:Coperl658@aol.com
mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Frank Mackowski [frankmackowski@hotmail.com] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 1 :44 PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
[DPV2]: KOFA Refuge 

To whom It May Concern, 

I am a Tucson res ident  w r i t i n  t o  oppose the  proposal f o r  running a power 

unnecessary and w i l l  harm the  refuge and i t ' s  w i l d l i f e  i r r e p a r a b l y .  our 
ve ry  few and precious w i l d l i f e  areas are t o  be protected,  no t  exp lo i t ed  
f o r  
corporate p r o f i t s .  
t h a t  
comes a t  t he  expense o f  t he  refuge and the  American p u b l i c .  

s i  ncere l  y , 
Frank Mackowski 

l i n e  through the  KOFA Nat iona 4 w i l d l i f e  Refuge. Th is  i s  completely 

Thank you and please deny t h i s  corporate l and  grab 
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Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Lance & Cat Moody [catrnoody@earthlink.net] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 259 PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
DeverslPalo Verde No.2 

John Kal i sh/ B i  11 i e B l  anchard 

B LM/C PUC 

c/o Aspen Envi ronmental group 

235 Montgomery s t r e e t ,  s u i t e  935 

San Francisco, CA 94104-3002 

Dear John Kal i sh/ B i  11 i e B l  anchard : 

I am w r i t i n  t o  you regard ing Southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison's proposal t o  

o b j e c t  t o  the  proposal because o f  t h e  proposed rou tes '  s i g n i f i c a n t  
negat ive environmental impacts. I also  quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  

F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  p u t t i n g  t h i s  l i n e  through t h e  KOFA Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  
Refuge i s  t o t a l l y  unacceptable. I t  w i l l  f u r t h e r  fragment h a b i t a t  and 
nega t i ve l y  impact deser t  t o r t o i s e s  and deser t  b i g  horn sheep. 
Furthermore, i t  w i l l  open t h e  area t o  o s s i b l e  invas ion  o f  non-nat ive 

second, I s t r o n y l y  quest ion t h e  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  Th is  p r o j e c t  has 
been i n  a near ' f i n a l i z e d "  form f o r  over 1 5  years and C a l i f o r n i a  seems 
t o  be g e t t i n g  along j u s t  f i n e  w i thout  t he  new power l i n e .  
Phoenix i s  t he  f i f t h  l a r g e s t  c i t y  i n  the  n a t i o n  and one o f  t h e  fas ted  
growing areas i n  t h e  na t i on .  I t  i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  i n  t h e  near f u t u r e ,  t he  
Phoenix- metro area w i l l  consume a l l  o f  t h e  ower generated i n  t h e  area 

t rans  o r t  ou t  o f  t he  area. 

cons t ruc t  t E e Devers?Palo verde No. 2 Transmission L ine  P ro jec t .  I 

p l a n t s  species and i l l e g a l  o f f - road  ve R i c l e  use. 

Besides, 

and the re fo re  w i l l  no t  have any a d d i t i o n a l  e 7 e c t r i c a l  energy t o  

t o  ca 7 i f o r n i a ?  
why then, i s  t h i s  l i n e  needed t o  b r i n g  power 

Have any non-development a1 t e r n a t i v e s  been considered? 
i n s t i t u t e  energy conservat ion programs equ iva len t  t o  t h e  amount o f  
energy t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  ca r ry?  Can clean, renewable, and sus ta inab le  
energy sources be implemented a t  a l e v e l  where t h i s  t ransmiss ion l i n e  i s  
no t  needed? 

Can c a l  i f o r n i  a 

I encourage southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison and t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  p u b l i c  
u t i  1 i t i e s  Commi s s i  on t o  exami ne t h e  i mpl ementati  on o f  conservat ion 

r o  rams equiva lent  t o  t h e  amount o f  ener y t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  c a r r y  and t o  

sources l i k e  so la r ,  wind, o r  biomass, t o  o f f s e t  t h e  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  

Thank you f o r  cons ider ing my comments. 
any developments on t h i s  issue.  

si ncere l  y , 
Lance Moody 

700& t o  envi  ronmental l  y - f  r i  end1 y , renewab 4 e , and sus ta i  nab1 e energy 

Please keep me informed about 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: john donovan [iprndonovan@hotmail.com] 

Sent: 
To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 

Subject: PC Donovan, John - Don't build Devers Palo Alto No. 2 Transmission Line 

Tuesday, January 17,2006 503 PM 

Dear John Kalish/Billie Blanchard: 

I am writing in regards to the proposed construction of the Devers Palo Alto No. 2 Transmission 
line. I am against the proposal because it would cause additional environmental fragmentation of 
the KOFA Wildlife refuge, and would add yet another monstrous eyesore to a desert rapidly 
becoming overrun by horizon-stealing works of man. 

I've worked as a USFS backcountry ranger in the Superstition Wilderness and have seen how the 
glow of Pheonix's night lights hide the stars, even deep within that wilderness. I have also 
noticed with dismay the march of development in all directions around the city. I'm afraid we'll 
lose the open sky and vistas that we all love. 

The KOFA is a beautiful place. Please don't let the same thing happen there! Surely this 
transmission line is unneccessary? California's been getting along fine without it for 15 years, 
and soon Arizona won't be able to spare the electricity given Pheonix's rapid growth. 

Thank you for considering my comments. Please keep me informed about any developments on 
this issue. 

Sincerely, 

John P. Donovan 
1 15 1/2 South Elden Street 
Flagstaff, Arizona 8600 1 

1/17/2006 
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Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Rovers [fw@theriver.com] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 7:34 PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
regarding Power lines across the KofA 

H i ,  every e f f o r t  t o  be b r i e f ,  thankyou . . .  
I am a l i f e l o n g  r e s i d e n t  o f  Ar izona. I have v i s i t e d  everywhere e l s e ,  b u t  
l o v e  i t  most here. 
has ever occurred, i n  my humble op in ion ,  than t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  our views 
by t h e  seeming1 

observers, wondering what a l l  t h e  fuss  was, about t h e  r e a t  west 's  wonders 

I d i d  . . . when i t  was indeed grand. 

so now we want l i n e s  across t h e  KofA. Are you k idd ing?  We have no o t h e r  
v i r g i n  desolate reg ions l e f t !  C e r t a i n l y  t h e  present power l i n e  system t h e r e  
i s  a se r ious  abuse, b u t  more and b igger? 
beloved southwest deser ts  were s t o l e n  from us by t h e  m i l i t a r y  a f t e r  The war, 
and kep t ,  i t  seems, f rom me and mine f o r  a l l  our  l i v e s ,  d e s p i t e  our 
pat ience.  v e r y  sad. Most o f  these vacant spaces we mere mor ta l s  cannot now 
even v i s i t .  why t h e  h e l l  d o n ' t  you p u t  b i g  u g l y  power l i n e s  through THAT 
area i n s t e a d  o f  s t e a l i n g  f rom us people t h e  one remaining v a s t  vacant dese r t  
view-scape l e f t  f o r  us t o  SEE?? 

Indeed much o f  t he  KofA has been destroyed f o r  us t o o  by e f f o r t s  t o  make i t  
roadless - l i k e  t h e  

u s t i f y  yours. AS much as i t  seems so, 
t h i s  i s  no t  a p lace t o  meddle w i t  , b u t  one t o  l eave  alone as absolute bes t  
we p o s s i b l y  can; one t o  make darn sure t h a t  f u t u r e  generat ions can see i n  
much t h e  same way as we d i d ,  even so l i t t l e  as 30 years ago, when i t  was 
s t i l l  America's l a s t  g r e a t  wide open f r o n t i e r ,  be fo re  t h e  spec ia l  i n t e r e s t s  
s t a r t e d  c l o s i n g  i n  on i t  and competing, t h e  p lace  where t h e r e  was no s i g n  o f  
c i v i l i z a t i o n  f o r  as f a r  as t h e  eye cou ld  see ... and i n  t h e  KofA, t h a t ,  so 
r e c e n t l y ,  was a ve ry  l ong ,  l o n g  way.. . . 
Thanks much f o r  1 i s t e n i  ng , 
S ince re l y ,  
~ l a n  Cowan 
Tucson 

No worse t ransg ress ion  o f  our S t a t e ' s  n a t u r a l  recourses 

permanent i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  b i g  power l i n e s :  much o f  t h e  
s t a t e ' s  beauty x as been l o s t  - a t  l e a s t  f o r  me, and l i k e l y  f o r  many o t h e r  

and a l l  - b u t  then they  d i d n ' t  know t h e  p lace before a 4 1 t h e  power l i n e s ,  as 

The southern t w o - t h i r d s  o f  our  

o i n t l e s s  c l o s i n g  o f  paths i n  use f o r  w e l l  more than a 

i cen tu ry  - b u t  such a E uses do n o t  

520-294-3572 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

William Wesselink [wwesselink@prescott.edu] 
Tuesday, January 17,2006 8:lO PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
no new power lines 

Dear John Kal i sh/ B i  11 i e B1 anchard : 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you regarding southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison's proposal t o  
cons t ruc t  t h e  Devers?Palo verde No. 2 Transmission L ine  P ro jec t .  I o b j e c t  
t o  the  proposal because o f  t he  proposed rou tes '  s i g n i f i c a n t  negat ive 
environmental impacts. I also  quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  

F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  p u t t i n g  t h i s  l i n e  through the  KOFA Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  Refuge i s  
t o t a l l y  unacceptable. I t  w i l l  f u r t h e r  fragment h a b i t a t  and nega t i ve l y  
impact deser t  t o r t o i s e s  and deser t  b i g  horn sheep. 
open the  area t o  poss ib le  invas ion  o f  non-native p l a n t s  species and i l l e g a l  
o f f - road  veh ic le  use. 

Furthermore, i t  w i l l  

Second, I s t r o n  l y  quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  Th is  p r o j e c t  has been 

e t t i n  along j u s t  f i n e  w i thou t  t he  new power l i n e .  Besides, phoenix i s  t h e  
F i f t h  Yargest c i t  i n  t he  na t i on  and one o f  t he  fas ted  growing areas i n  the  
na t ion .  
consume a l l  o f  t he  power generated i n  t h e  area and the re fo re  w i l l  no t  have 
any a d d i t i o n a l  e l e c t r i c a l  energy t o  t ranspor t  ou t  o f  t he  area. why then, i s  
t h i s  l i n e  needed t o  b r i n g  power t o  C a l i f o r n i a ?  

Have any non-devel opment a1 t e r n a t i  ves been considered? 
i n s t i t u t e  energy conservat ion programs equ iva len t  t o  the  amount o f  energy 
t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  ca r ry?  can clean, renewable, and sus ta inab le  energy sources 
be implemented a t  a l e v e l  where t h i s  t ransmiss ion l i n e  i s  n o t  needed? 

I encourage Southern c a l  i f o r n i  a Edi son and t h e  c a l  i f o r n i  a Pub1 i c u t i 1  i ti es 
commission t o  examine the  implementation o f  conservat ion programs equ iva len t  
t o  the  amount o f  energy t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  c a r r y  and t o  l o o k  t o  environmental ly-  
f r i  end1 y , renewabl e, and sus ta i  nab1 e energy sources 1 i ke s o l a r  , w i  nd, o r  
biomass, t o  o f f s e t  t h e  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  

Thank you f o r  cons ider ing my comments. 
developments on t h i  s i ssue. 

s i  ncere l  y , 
b i  11 wessel i nk 
san diego, c a l  . 
p.s .  

i n  a near " f i n a  9 i zed"  form f o r  over 1 5  years and C a l i f o r n i a  seems t o  be 

I t  i s  li K e l y  t h a t  i n  the  near f u t u r e ,  t he  phoenix- metro area w i l l  

Can c a l  i f o r n i  a 

Please keep me informed about any 

we don ' t  need o r  want the  power, we g o t  p l e n t y  

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: Linda Miller [azhums@mindspring.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, January 18,2006 539 AM 

To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 

Subject: Please do not invade the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge with a power line 

John Kalish/ Billie Blanchard 
BLWCPUC 
c/o Aspen Environmental group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 

Dear John KalisW Billie Blanchard: 

I am writing to you regarding Southern California Edison's proposal to construct the Devers?Palo 
Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project. I object to the proposal because of the proposed routes' 
significant negative environmental impacts. I also question the need for this line. 

First of all, putting this line through the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge is totally unacceptable. 
It will further fragment habitat and negatively impact desert tortoises and desert big horn sheep. 
Furthermore, it will open the area to possible invasion of non-native plants species and illegal 
off-road vehicle use. 
Second, I strongly question the need for this line. This project has been in a near "finalized" 
form for over 15 years and California seems to be getting along just fine without the new power 
line. Besides, Phoenix is the fifth largest city in the nation and one of the fasted growing areas in 
the nation. It is likely that in the near future, the Phoenix- metro area will consume all of the 
power generated in the area and therefore will not have any additional electrical energy to 
transport out of the area. Why then, is this line needed to bring power to California? 

Have any non-development alternatives been considered? Can California institute energy 
conservation programs equivalent to the amount of energy this line will carry? Can clean, 
renewable, and sustainable energy sources be implemented at a level where this transmission line 
is not needed? 

I encourage Southern California Edison and the California Public Utilities Commission to 
examine the implementation of conservation programs equivalent to the amount of energy this 
line will carry and to look to environmentally-hiendly, renewable, and sustainable energy 
sources like solar, wind, or biomass, to offset the need for this line. 

Thank you for considering my comments. Please keep me informed about any developments on 
this issue. 

Sincerely, 

Linda S. Miller 
7901 E Glenrosa Ave 
Scottsdale, AZ 8525 1 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


- Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: David Barnes [weaintu@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 
To: dpv2aaspeneg .corn 
Subject: [ DPV21: 

Wednesday, January 18,2006 9:05 AM 

Dear John Ka l ish /  B i l l i e  Blanchard: 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you regard ing Southern C a l i f o r n i a  
Edison’s proposal t o  cons t ruc t  t h e  Devers-Palo 
verde No. 2 Transmission L ine  P ro jec t .  I o b j e c t  
t o  t h e  proposal because o f  t h e  proposed rou tes ’  
s i g n i f i c a n t  negat ive envi  ronmental impacts. I 
a l s o  quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  

F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  p u t t i n  t h i s  l i n e  through the  KOFA 

I t  w i l l  f u r t h e r  fragment h a b i t a t  and nega t i ve l y  
impact deser t  t o r t o i s e s  and deser t  b i g  horn 
sheep. Furthermore, i t  w i l l  open the  area t o  
poss ib le  invas ion  o f  non-nat ive p lan ts  species 
and i l l e g a l  o f f - road  v e h i c l e  use. 

second, I s t rong ly  quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  
l i n e .  Th is  p r o j e c t  has been i n  a near 
“ f i n a l i z e d ”  form f o r  over 1 5  years and C a l i f o r n i a  
seems t o  be g e t t i n g  along j u s t  f i n e  w i thout  t h e  
new power l i n e .  Besides, Phoenix i s  t he  f i f t h  
l a r g e s t  c i t y  i n  the  na t i on  and one o f  t he  fas ted  
growing areas i n  the  na t ion .  I t  i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  
i n  t h e  near f u t u r e ,  t h e  Phoenix- metro area w i l l  
consume a l l  o f  the  power generated i n  t h e  area 
and the re fo re  w i l l  no t  have any a d d i t i o n a l  
e l e c t r i c a l  energy t o  t ranspor t  ou t  o f  t h e  area. 
Why then, i s  t h i s  l i n e  needed t o  b r i n g  power t o  
c a l  i f o r n i  a? 

Nat iona l  W i  1 d l  i f e  Re ? uge i s t o t a l  1 y unacceptabl e. 

Have any non-develo ment a1 t e r n a t i v e s  been 

conservat ion programs equ iva len t  t o  t h e  amount o f  
energy t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  ca r ry?  Can clean, 
renewable, and susta inable energy sources be 
implemented a t  a 1 eve1 where t h i  s t ransmi s s i  on 
l i n e  i s  no t  needed? 

considered? Can ca ? i f o r n i a  i n s t i t u t e  energy 

I encourage Southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison and t h e  
C a l i f o r n i a  Pub l ic  u t i l i t i e s  commission t o  examine 
t h e  i m  lementat ion o f  conservat ion programs 

c a r r y  and t o  l o o k  t o  envi  ronmenta l ly - f r iend1 , 
renewable, and susta inable energy sources li z e 
s o l a r ,  wind, o r  biomass, t o  o f f s e t  t he  need f o r  
t h i s  l i n e .  

equiva 7 en t  t o  the  amount o f  energy t h i s  l i n e  w i l l  



Thank you f o r  cons ider ing my comments. 
keep me informed about any developments on t h i s  
i ssue. 

Please 

s i  ncere l  y , 
David Barnes 
7278 w.  Maple Ridge D r .  
Tucson, AZ 85743 

p.s.-  I have spent a considerable amount o f  t ime 
i n  the  KOfaS over my years i n  Ar izona and I hope 
t o  see i t  s tay  as w i l d  and na tu ra l  as poss ib le .  

Do You yahoo!? 
T i r e d  o f  s am? Yahoo! Ma i l  has the  bes t  spam p r o t e c t i o n  around 
http://mai 7 .yahoo.com 

http://mai
http://yahoo.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: David Dube [DavidDube@cox.net] 

Sent: 

To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 

Subject: Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project Comment 

Wednesday, January 18,2006 11 :50 AM 

Dear John Kalish/ Billie Blanchard: 

I object to the proposal by Southern California Edison’s to construct the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 
Transmission Line. A transmission line is incompatible within any Wildlife Refuge. 

The need for this transmission line has been legitimately questioned. Can Southern California’s power 
needs not be met with existing transmission lines that do not negatively impact an important and fragile 
area for bighorn sheep, desert tortoises, and migratory birds? Wouldn’t power needs for Southern 
California be better met by constructing power capacity in Southern California? Any additional generating 
capacity in Arizona will quickly be needed in Arizona. Phoenix is among the fastest growing cities in the 
United States, and additional generating capacity will be needed in Arizona. 

Have any non-development alternatives been considered? Can California institute energy conservation 
programs equivalent to the amount of energy this line will carry? Can clean, renewable, and sustainable 
energy sources be implemented at a level where this transmission line is not needed? 

Fragile wetlands and desert riparian regions have been increasingly under attack, and I support efforts to 
preserve and protect these treasures. 

Thank you for considering my comments. Please keep me informed about any developments on this 
issue. 

Sincerely, 
David Dube 
daviddube@cox.net 

1/18/2006 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com
mailto:daviddube@cox.net
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January 18,2006 
1505 W. St. Marys Rd. #I 54 

Tucson, AZ 85745 
Billie Blanchard 
BLMCPUC 
c/a Aspen Environmental group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94 1 O4-3OO2 
faX (800) 886-1 888 

Dear Mr;. Blanchard: 

I am Wng in regard to Southern Calimia Edlson's proposal to construct the 
DeversPalo Verde No. 2 Transmlssion Une Project. I object to the proposal 
because of the propased moutes' dgntfiicant negative environmental impacts 

Putting thls line through the KUFA National Wildlife Refuge wilt further fragment 
habitat and negathrely impact desen tortoises and desert big horn sheep. It will 
also open the area to possible invasion of non-native plants species and illegal 
off-road vehicle use. 

This project has been in a near *ftnalbed" form for over 15 years and California 
seems to be getting along just fine without the new power line. Besides, Phoenix 
is the fifth largest crty In the natlon and one of the fasted growing areas In the 
nation, It is likely that in the near future, the Phoenix- metro area will mnsurne all 
of the power generated in the arm and therefore MI1 not have any additional 
electrical energy to trmsprt out of the area. 

I strongly urge Swthem Callfomia Edlson and the Caltfomia Public Utilities 
Commission to examine the implementation of conservation programs equivalent 
to the, amount of energy this line Will carry and to took to envimmentallylfriendly, 
renewable, and sustainable energy sources like sdar, wind, or biomass, to offset 
the need for this line. 

Thank you for considering my comments. Please keep me i*rrned about any 
developments on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

Alan mmmrman 



Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tammy Snook [tjsmarie@hotmail.com] 
Wednesday, January 18,2006 8:OO PM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
Transmission Line Comments 

John Ka l ish /  B i l l i e  Blanchard 
B LM/CPUC 
c/o Aspen Envi ronmental group 
235 Montgomery St ree t ,  s u i t e  935 
san Francisco, CA 94104-3002 

Dear John Kal i sh/ B i  11 i e €41 anchard : 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you because I w i l l  be unable t o  a t tend any o f  t h e  upcoming 
p u b l i c  comment meetings concerning the  Devers-Palo verde No. 2 Transmission 
L ine  P ro jec t  (DPV2). 

AS a res ident  o f  Yuma, Ar izona, I f r equen t l y  have t h e  oppor tun i t y  t o  o 
h i k i n g  i n  the  Kofa Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  Refuge. 
t h a t  t h i s  t ransmiss ion l i n e  r o j e c t  would a f f e c t  t h e  refuge. As a f requent  

i r r e p a r a b l e  damage on t h i s  p l a n t  and animal l i f e  i n  so many ways. 
unacceptable and unnecessary. 

Not o n l y  would the  t r a n s i t i o n  l i n e  severe ly  impact t h e  p l a n t  and animal l i f e  
o f  t he  refuge, i t  would a l so  c rea te  an u n s i g h t l y  mar on t h e  landscape f o r  
those o f  us t h a t  en joy t h i s  p r i s t i n e  deser t  h a b i t a t .  
t h e  c rea t i on  o f  roads (whether meaningful o r  not)  would u l t ima te1  encourage 

c u l t u r a l  i n t e g r i t y  o f  t h e  s i t e .  

Construct ion o f  t h i  s t ranmi s s i  on 1 i ne i s compl e t e l  y unnecessary. 
C a l i f o r n i a  i s  blessed w i t h  sunn weather. I t  i s  t ime t o  t u r n  t o  such 

Please t r u l y  take i n t o  cons idera t ion  what I have w r i t t e n .  
me informed on t h e  dec is ions concernin 

Thank you very  much. 

s ince re l y ,  
Tammy snook 
1905 w. 5 th  s t .  
Yuma, AZ 85364 

I was g r e a t l y  upset t o  yearn 

r e f u  e h i k e r ,  I can personal 7 y a t t e s t  t o  t h e  d iverse  p l a n t  and animal l i f e  
o f  t E e refuge. The cons t ruc t ion  o f  t h e  t ransmiss ion l i n e  would have 

Th is  i s  

Dur ing cons t ruc t ion ,  

i l l e g a l  ATV use, f u r t h e r  impact ing the  l o c a l  p lan ts ,  animals, geo I( ogy, and 

renewable energy sources as so I( a r  power. 

f u r t h e r  p u b l i c  comment meetings you w i  9 1 be host ing.  

southern 

Please a l so  keep 
t h i s  t ransmiss ion l i n e  and any 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


.. -- I .. -. -- ( ---. ---- ) U.S. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT \=~y Scoping Comments 
v Proposed Devers-Palo Verda No. 2 Transmirdon Una Project 

Name*: 

Affiliation (ifany):* 

Address:* 

City, State, Zip Code:* 

Telephone Number:* 

Email:* 

*Please print. low name. address. and comments become public i n j i * o n  and nury be released to interested parties ifrequested 

Please either deposit this sheet at the sign-in table before you leave today, or fold, stamp, and mail. Insert 
additional sheets if needed. Comments must be received by January 20,2006. Comments may also be faxed 
to the project hotline at (800) 886-1888 or emailed to dpvt@asspen~com. 



..-- , 4 c 9.- ( .-- . --.- 1 U.S. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT k$l Scoping Comments 
W Proposed DeveHalo Verda No. 2 TrsnsmitriOn UM Project 

Afiiliation (Hanv):* - 

City, State, Zip Code:* Oh EPbl r'>r A?- $ T O #  
Telephone Number:* /p O&-- x 3 g m t r  

Please either deposit this sheet at the sign-in table before you leave today, or fold, stamp, and mail. Insert 
additional sheets if needed. Comments must be received by January 20,2006. Commenb may also be faxed 
to the project hotiine at (800) 886-1888 or emailed to dpv2@aspeneg.com. 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


. ,...- .'lrYI ( -- . -- ) U.S. BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Scoping Comments 
Proposed DewerP-Palo Vcrda No. 2Tnrrrmisrkn Una Project 

., , .  ,.,$/.?( + f;, , 2 
*Please print. tbiv name, adakss. and comments become public iqfibrnwion d m a y  be mieased to interestedpwies gmque.ued 

* t i 1 : 3 ; 4 , *  

Please either deposit this sheet at the sign-in table before you leave today, or fold, stamp, and mail. lnsert 
additional sheets if needed. Comments must be received by Januory 28,2006. Comments may also be tixed 
to the project hotline at (800) 886-1888 or emailed to dpv2@aspeneg.com. 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Alcock D.alcock@asu.edu] 
Thursday, January 19,2006 8:19 AM 
dpv2@aspeneg.com 
[ DPV21: 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 

Dear John Kal i sh/ S i  11 i e S l  anchard : 

I am w r i t i n g  t o  you about southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison’s proposal t o  
const ruct  t he  DeVerS Palo verde No. 2 Transmission L ine  Pro jec t .  To b u i l d  
t h i s  l i n e  across the KOFA Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  Refu e i s  a very unfor tunate 
idea,  damaging the value o f  the  refuge i n  severa! ways. Power l i n e s  are an 
aes the t ic  d i sas te r .  The cons t ruc t ion  w i l l  in t roduce nonnative p lan ts  and 
the  r e s u l t i n g  powerl ine serv ice  t r a c k  w i l l  su re l y  be used i l l e g a l l y  by o f f  
road veh ic les .  B ig horn sheep are l i k e l y  t o  be negat ive ly  a f fec ted  as we l l  
and the  fragmentat ion e f f e c t  w i l l  doubtless harm o ther  w i l d l i f e  as w e l l .  
And excess capaci ty  from Palo verde i s  l i k e l y  t o  be small  i n  any event 
given the  growth i n  g rea ter  Phx. So I w r i t e  t o  v ig rous l y  oppose t h i s  
p r o j e c t  w i t h  i t s  negat ive e f f e c t s  on an important w i l d l i f e  refuge. 

s incere ly ,  

John Alcock 
705 E Loyola Dr ive  
Tempe AZ 85282 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: Clete Bjornstad [bjornsta@mich.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 19,2006 9:35 AM 

To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 
Subject: KOFA 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Red 

Dear John Kalishl Billie Blanchard: 
I am writing to you regarding Southern California Edison's proposal to construct 

the Devers Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project. I object to the proposal 
because this line runs through the KOFA Wilderness Area. It is my understanding that 
wilderness areas are set aside to preserve and protect wild lands from development 
and abuse. This project would require access roads, which in turn would open the 
area to jeeps and ATVs 

I even had the opportunity to hike an old Indian trail to an ancient spring. To ruin this 
area with a 2"d power line is just tragic. 

This same disturbing scenario can be seen all over the country. If the 
expressways are crowded just build more lanes. If we are short of oil just drill more oil 
wells. The question of what to do when these short-term solutions don't solve long- 
term problems is never discussed. What is need is conservation, renewable energy 
sources and low impact development. 
Sincerely, 
Paul Bjornstad 
201 0 Frieze Ave. 
Ann Arbor, MI 
481 04 

I hiked in the KOFA looking for pictographs and big horn sheep. I saw both and 

1 / 1 9/2006 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com
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January 17,2006 
1321 1 N. Kingalr Dr. 
TucWi, A 2  85737 

John Kalish 
do Aspen Environmental group 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite $35 
San Francisco, CA Wt04-3CK32 
fax (800) 886-1 888 

Dear Mr. Kaiish: 

I am writing in regatti to Soutlrem California Edlson's proposal to construct the 
DnverslPalo Verde No. 2 TransmissIan Line Project. I object to the proposal 
because of the prapssed routes' significant negative envirmmental impacts 

Putting this line through the KOFA National Wildlife Refuge will further fra@nent 
h a k t  and mgativaly impact be8en POWses and big horn sheep. It will 
also open the area to possible invasion of non-native plants species and illegal 
&road V8hicle USB. 

This project has been In ZL near *flrmlizad* form for over 15 years and Caltfornia 
seems to be getting along just fine without the new power line. Besides, Phoenix 
is the mth largest city in the natbn and om of the fWed growing in the 
nation. It is likely that in me near future, the Phoenix- metro area will consume all 
d the power generated in the area and themfore will not have any addittonal 
electrical energy to transport out of the area 

I strongty urge Southern California Edlsan and the California Public lJtilkies 
Commission to examine the implementation of mnservatlon programs equivalent 
to the amount di energy this line wlll carry and to look to emironmentally-friendly, 
renewable, and sustainable energy sources llke solar, wind, or biomass, to offst 
the need for this line. 

Please make my comments part d the official nscwd. 



Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: JMyersl050@aol.com 

Sent: 

To: dpv2@aspeneg.com 

Subject: 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 

Flag Status: Red 

Thursday, January 19,2006 7:08 PM 

Devers-Palo Verde No.2 Transmission Line Project 

Dear John Kalish/ Billie Blanchard: 

I am writing to you regarding Southern California Edison's proposal to 
construct the Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project. I 
object to the proposal because of the proposed routes' significant 
negative environmental impacts. I also question the need for this line. 

First of all, putting this line through the KOFA National Wildlife 
Refuge is totally unacceptable. It will further fragment habitat and 
negatively impact desert tortoises and desert big horn sheep. 
Furthermore, it will open the area to possible invasion of non-native 
plants species and illegal off-road vehicle use. 

Second, I strongly question the need for this line. This project has 
been in a near "finalized" form for over 15 years and California seems 
to be getting along just fine without the new power line. Besides, 
Phoenix is the fifth largest city in the nation and one of the fastest 
growing areas in the nation. It is likely that in the near future, 
the Phoenix- metro area will consume all of the power generated in the 
area and therefore will not have any additional electrical energy to 
transport out of the area. Why then, is this line needed to bring 
power to California? 

Have any non-development alternatives been considered? Can California 
institute energy conservation programs equivalent to the amount of 
energy this line will carry? Can clean, renewable, and sustainable 
energy sources be implemented at a level where this transmission line 
is not needed? 

I encourage Southern California Edison and the California Public 
Utilities Commission to examine the implementation of conservation 
programs equivalent to the amount of energy this line will carry and 
to look to environmentally-friendly, renewable, and sustainable energy 
sources like solar, wind, or biomass, to offset the need for this line. 

Thank you for considering my comments. Please keep me informed about 
any developments on this issue. 

Sincerely, 
Jean Myers 
3048 S. Torrey Pines Circle 
Yuma, AZ 85365 

1 /20/2006 

mailto:JMyersl050@aol.com
mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Patricia Kenyon [pak803@yahoo.com] 
Friday, January 20,2006 1253 PM 
d pv2Qaspeneg. com 
Scoping for Devers-Paio Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 

John Kal i sh, Southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edi son 
B i  11 i e B1 anchard, c a l  i f o r n i  a Pub1 i c U t i  1 i ti es 
Commi s s i  on 
c/o Aspen Envi ronmental Group 
235 Montgomery S t ree t ,  Su i te  935 
San Francisco, CA 94104-3002 

Dear M r .  Ka l i sh  and MS. Blanchard: 

I o b j e c t  t o  Southern C a l i f o r n i a  Edison’s proposal t o  
cons t ruc t  t he  
Devers-Palo verde No. 2 Transmission L ine  P ro jec t  
because o f  t he  
proposed routes ’  p o t e n t i  a1 f o r  envi  ronmental dama e 
and because i t  i s  no t  one o f  t h e  b e t t e r  wa s avai  9 ab le  
t o  meet the  purported need f o r  power i n  Ca Y i f o r n i a .  

The KOFA Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  Refuge was created i n  1939. 
The KOFA wi lderness area was created i n  1990--af ter  
t h e  f i r s t  t ransmiss ion l i n e  was i n s t a l l e d .  There was a 
c lause i n  the  Desert wi lderness Act t h a t  excluded a 
r i  ht-of-way f o r  t he  second l i n e  t o  cross t h e  KOFA 

t h e  No. 2 l i n e .  Pu t t i ng  t h i s  l i n e  th rou  h t h e  KOFA 

h a b i t a t ,  adversely impact deser t  t o r t o i s e s  and deser t  
b i g  horn sheep, and open the  area t o  i nvas ion  by 
non-endemic p l a n t  species as w e l l  as i l l e g a l  ORV use. 
Past experience has shown t h a t  m i t i  a t i o n  o f  these 

a1 t e r n a t i v e  routes are  a1 so not  envi  ronmental l  y 
f r i e n d l y - - o r  even n e u t r a l .  

I quest ion the  need f o r  t h i s  l i n e .  Th is  p r o j e c t  has 
waxed and waned i n  t h e  p lanning f o r  more than 1 5  
years. Aside from t h e  one e isode o f  power shortages 

manipulat ion f o r  f i  nanci a1 
power supply c r i s i s  i n  C a l i  o rn ia .  Ar izona c u r r e n t l y  
shows ve ry  robust growth and soon the  Phoenix 
met ropo l i tan  area w i l l  most l i k e l y  be consuming the  

ower generated a t  t he  Palo verde Sta t ion .  There w i l l  E e l i t t l e  o r  no surp lus e l e c t r i c a l  energy t o  s e l l  t o  
o ther  e n t i t i e s .  why then, i s  t h i s  proposal even being 
react ivated? who stands t o  gain? 

Have any a l t e r n a t i v e s  which do no t  i n v o l v e  a d d i t i o n a l  

w i  9 derness, y e t  t h i s  i s  t he  pr imary rou te  proposed f o r  

Nat ional  w i l d l i f e  Refuge would f u r t h e r  f ragment 

impacts would not  be successful .  I % e l i e v e  t h e  

now revealed t o  be t h e  resu I; t o f  human i n t r i g u e  and 
, I am aware o f  no fai 



. 
, 

development been considered? can Ca l i  forn ia- -a1 ready 
successful w i t h  some 
energy-conservation measures--create a d d i t i o n a l  energy 
conservat ion programs equ iva len t  t o  the  amount o f  
energy t h i  s 1 i ne would car ry?  what about i mpl ementi ng 
a1 t e r n a t i v e  sources us ing s o l a r  o r  w i  nd-based 
techno1 ogies? I encourage southern c a l  i f o r n i  a Edi son 
and t h e  c a l  i f o r n i  a pub1 i c u t i 1  i ti es Commi s s i  on t o  
examine these opt ions s ince re l y  and i n  good f a i t h  
ra the r  than proceeding w i t h  the  cu r ren t  proposal . 
Thank you f o r  cons ider ing my comments. Please keep me 
informed about any developments on t h i s  issue.  

s i  ncere l  y , 
Pat r i  c i  a Kenyon 

8528 s Shannon way 
Yuma, AZ 85365-9509 
pak803@yahoo.com 

DO You yahoo!? 
T i  red o f  sDam? Yahoo! Ma i l  has t h e  bes t  sDam Dro tec t ion  around 
h t tp : / /ma i l  .yahoo. com 

mailto:pak803@yahoo.com
http://mail


CLEAN HARB0RSS.W. PAGE 01/03 

Please either deposit this shcet at the sign-in bblc befom you leave today, or fald, stamp, and muil. ltnaert 
ndditi@ml sheets if needed. Commem must be received by January 20,2006, Comment# may also be faxed 
to the project hottine at 886-1888 or emsikd to dpv2@rspeneg.com. 

mailto:dpv2@rspeneg.com


I support the “No Project Alternative” as the best option for the Devers-Palo Verde No 2 
proposed transmission line. 

The D-PV No 1 line was completed 25 years ago when Phoenix was still a small 
metropolis. Arizona Public Service (APS) and some shareholders had the foresight to 
build the largest nuclear reactor in the country. 25 years ago there was plenty of extra 
power and it was shipped to California. 

Today, Phoenix is the 5th largest city in the country and one of the fastest growing in the 
nation. The power generated by the APS power plants and others in the area will soon 
(one knowledgeable estimate at less than 5 years) be completely consumed by the 
Phoenix metropolitan area. What good would a power line going out of the state serve? 

The “new” line has been a dream of someone’s since the initial line was installed. As 
some of the original poles have already been constructed to accept a second circuit. 
California has managed without this line for 25 years and has managed 15 years since the 
2”d line was initially permitted. Now that Arizona is needing this power in the near 
future, it makes sense not to build a line and send the power out of state. 

Based on proposed transmission lines in the Southwest and California law, it is 
foreseeable that SCE would try to swap power or classify “clean” or renewable power 
with “dirty” or coal generated power coming into California. This is an underhanded 
way to claim that they are using clean power when actually they are not. Not to mention 
that this clean power has had to be transported so far across the region that it has lost its 
benefit of being clean. Why doesn’t SCE generate their needed power using these 
“clean” methods in California? 

The power lines lose a great deal of energy to heat loss in the lines. If SCE was to build 
local clean power plants, i.e., wind, solar, geothermal, etc., they could build smaller 
plants than are in Arizona or wherever and still be able to have the same amount of power 
available to its customers. 

Energy Storage Systems are available for commercial projects that could reduce the peak 
load demand for the size of power plants needed. Arizona uses a huge block of ice to 
cool office buildings in the downtown area by using off peak power to create the ice. 
Commercial electrical storage devices are also available for shaving peak power 
consumption. These alternative methods need to be explored. 

Then there is the wildlife issue. This line goes right through the KOFA Wildlife Refuge. 
A wildlife refuge is for animals, not powerlines. This is prime desert bighorn sheep and 
desert tortoise habitat. 

This is supposed to be closed to off road vehicle use, but people will still get around any 
obstacles and go along the right of ways for the transmission lines and pipelines. Another 
line just makes it that much easier for people to access the area. Construction will also 
take a heavy toll on ground disturbance. This is a very harsh environment but also a very 



delicate ecosystem that when disturbed takes many years, if ever, to return to its original 
condition. More ground disturbance means more invasive plant species establishing in 
the area. 

On the issue of views. This is very rugged land that has its own beauty, I want to see the 
mountains and landscape, not a string of powerlines. One power line is bad, two is 
terrible. 

I support the “no project approach”. I believe SCE can achieve the goal of providing as 
much power to its customers by using the ideas presented here and informing its 
customers of energy conservation measures than it would spend on the construction of a 
power transmission line. SCE’s public image would be improved with its “green” 
approach to power and would consequently benefit much more than building an old 
technology powerline. 



JOHN KALISH, BLM 
C/O ASPEN ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP 
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 935 
San Francisco, CA 94 104 

January 20,2006 

Dear Sir: 

We attended the Scoping presentation yesterday at 
the Quartzsite area. 

We have had almost a 100% response fiom home 
owners in the La Paz Valley (Alternate 1) against the 
power lines through our valley. 

Enclosed is a petition with signatures of concerned 
property owners. 

sideration. 

President, La Paz Valley Concerned Citizens 



' /  

THE PHOENICIAN 
Srottsdafe 
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\-:+$+ Scoping Comments 
V Proposed Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Lin, Pmject 

Date: January 18, 2006 

Name*: Donald G. Begalke 

AffiIjation Man 
notice o 

( 4  Harquahala Vly, Az. group, which did not receive 
to ay's meeting; group has not had opportunity to meet) 

1 .  t- P* . *  

Address:* PO Box 17862 

City,State,ZipCode:* Phoenix, Az. 85011-0862 

Telephone Number:* 602-279-3402 , 

, * . .  ,. 

Ema il: * 

-Comment: Since our group was not knowledgable about the project and 
the scoping meeting, and could not comment by the inform@ deadline of 

n t is nnt n p r p e s w ~ v  sinre the 4pplicant- SniithQrn falifor- 
nia Edison, has not shown their unproductive in their own service areE 

H 2 d r v  fastrate, -what -a1 newer 
produced in Az. must remain in the state for Arizonans' needs, both 
r..c."--C,i=r!. zzd-eem~~rzizl. 

/L A n v  n n - r i a l  neea t h a t  PaliFnvnia wniild rerr1ii1-n a tnmnnr-rv n n w e y  
supplement (if at all possible in the future) is transmittable on . .  - a .  r I ,  I* _I I D  uy L L a i i a i i t A a 3 i w i i  ~ i i i e b  UI ~ l i t :  w c b ~ e i i i  Y L L U  . 

f i G  c 
Presentors informed of a planned power line from an Idaho coal-fired 
W W ~ L  ~ l a l l i  = u ~ ~ ~ I ' - u - - ~ I ~ Y  u i a i l ; L m i I I y  suu i i l  i ia. L u  
Devers-Palo Verde Line. Arizona has not requested this Idaho based 
power. The presentor stated that this particular line's disclosure 

Arizonans must be concerned in numerous other ways about the No.2 
verv mrime in rnnn-rtlnn w i t h  nmxrnrc-Paln Vpyiip Nn 3 Thiin - 

L r  

A. The No.2 agenda etc-schedule is announced late, needs a moratorium. 
*Please print l'orr name. address. and comments become public information and may be released to interested parties $requested 

Please either deposit this sheet at the sign-in table before you leave today, or fold, stamp, and mail. insert 
additional sheets if needed. Comments must be received by January 20,2006. Comments may also be faxed 
to the project hotline at (800) 886-1888 or emailed to dpv2@aspeneg.com. 

$?fzziL+ , Donald G. Begalke, January 18, 2006 
When will we Commentor; receive copies of comments made at all the Az. & 
Ca. Scoping Meetings for this Devers-Palo Verde No.2 Transmission Line Project? 

mailto:dpv2@aspeneg.com


Devers-Palo Verde #2 Transmission Project 

From: Jacoba van Sitteren [keyupy@juno.com] 

Sent: 

To: d pv2Qaspeneg .com 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up 

Flag Status: Red 

Tuesday, January 24,2006 4:07 PM 

Dear John Kalish and Billie Blanchard, 

This is to let you know that I oppose the Southern California Edison’s proposal to construct the 
Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project. I do not like the negative effect this 
would have on this beautiful piece of desert and its animal life, especially the tortoises and 
bighorn sheep. These animals need a continuous stretch of desert to move around in and the 
protection the vegetation gives them from predators. 

It is not only the detrimental destruction that will occur during the construction of the line and 
the upkeep of same, it will also encourage people with off road vehicles to travel along these 
path ways. , even though it is against the law. 

Also, once the delicate desert vegetation has been disturbed, more invasive, non native plants 
will move into the area. We have very few pristine desert areas left. We can not afford to loose 
this one. 

As a last point I do not think California needs the power . This has been proposed for about 15 
years and has not been needed. Besides Arizona and the Phoenix area are growing in 
population at a high rate and are going to be using the energy themselves. 

Thank you for considering my input. 

Sincerely, 

Jacoba van Sitteren 

1474 University Ave #137, Berkeley, CA 94702 

1/24/2006 
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Scoping Comments 
Proposed Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 

Email:* 

*Please print. Yoirr name, address, and comments become public in$mation and may be released to interested parties ifrequested 
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Characterizations of Oral Comments 
D4-1 to 5A-3 
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Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 
ADDENDUM TO THE SCOPING REPORT 

Appendix D-5a. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Date From Comments 
Scoping Meeting, January 18,2006 (2:OO pm - 4:OO pm) - Avondale, AZ 
January 18,2006 Harquahala Valley 

Irrigation District (HVID) 
William Baker (via Ellis & 
Baker Attorneys at Law) 

0 Strongly opposes any consideration of the Harquahala West 

Understands the reason DPV2 would tie-in to the Harquahala 

Subalternate Route (Harquahala West Alternative). This Subalternate 
Route traverses the middle of the HVID. 

Generating Station because it is bankrupt and the only way to make it 
operational from an economic point-of-view would be to enable it to 
connect to transmission lines, such as DPV2, to distribute the power it 
generates. However this does not justify taking private property and 
disrupting productive agricultural operations for the DPV2 project. 

0 Agriculture in central Arizona (AZ), especially Maricopa and Pima 
Counties, is disappearing due to AZ water issues and the Indian Water 
Rights Settlement Act. Therefore remote areas of AZ, such as 
Harquahala, are the only viable areas for agriculture in AZ and 
Maricopa County. 

0 The Harquahala West Subalternate Route would adversely impact the 
Harquahala Valley and its residents through destruction of the rural 
atmosphere; harm scenic and visual resources; remove cropland from 
production; interfere with tilling, irrigation and cropdusting practices; 
devalue land; and harm endangered species. 

Harquahala Generating Station switchyard to the east and parallels I- 
1 O north of the Harquahala West Subalternate Route. The area to the 
east has less cropland; therefore there would be fewer impacts to 
agriculture. Also the option to the PVNGS (SCE Palo Verde 
Alternative) would also be more appropriate. 
Intends to vigorously fight the Harquahala West Subalternate Route 
through processes offered by CPUCIBLM, Maricopa County, and 
Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC). 
Central Arizona Project (CAP), also known as the Central Arizona 
Water Conservation District, (CAWCD) which is a municipal 
corporation of AZ and empowered by AZ and federal government. 

0 CAP was turned over to the CAWCD for operation, maintenance, 
reconstruction, and repayment for infrastructure. In addition, it 
manages the lands under the CAP canal. 

0 CAP contact and correspondence should be directed to Sharon Hood. 
Map identifies that DPV2 crosses CAP canal in two locations and 
parallels it for several miles. SCE must obtain license to cross CAP 
canal and associated land. 

0 CAP has a 22-foot diameter pre-stressed concrete cylinder pipe 
located in the area where DPV2 would run parallel to it after it crosses 
1-1 0. CAP has noticed that electromagnetic interference from DPVI 
has potential to degrade the pipe. This pipeline is critical as it supplies 
all of AZ with water, and would require that any impacts from DPV2 to 
this DiDeline be mitiaated. 

Believes the best option is the Proposed Project, which exits the 

January 18,2006 Central Arizona Project 
/Central Arizona Water 
Conservation District 
Richard Gibson 

February 2006 D.5a-1 Scoping Report Addendum 



Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 
ADDENDUM TO THE SCOPING REPORT 

_________ ~~ 

Appendix D-5a. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Date From Comments 
January 18,2006 Sierra Club - Grand 

Canyon Chapter 
~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ y i  Chair Of Energy 

Understand DPV2 project has been “in the works” for many years. 
The Project Purpose section of NOP only mentions that California 
(CA) needs the DPV2 project; there is no need for this project in AZ. 
Yet, CA portion of DPV2 project follows existing ROWS with little 
impact, but in AZ it would traverse new lands including Kofa NWR and 
agricultural lands. Therefore DPV2 project would be a benefit for CA, 
and a losing situation for AZ. 

generated in AZ. CA requires clean energy through the importation of 
only “clean” energy, and does not allow “dirty” facilities. CA looking for 
“clean” energy sources, but AZ will need all the “clean” energy. 
There is a proposal for a transmission line from a coal power plant in 
Idaho to central AZ. CA will not permit this dirty energy to be directly 
imported into the state, therefore it is being routed to AZ where AZ will 
use the “dirty” energy and ship “clean” energy generated via wind or 
solar sources in AZ or New Mexico to CA. This proposal appears to be 
a “laundering scheme” in which CA can get energy from “dirty sources 
while appearing to be actually using “clean” energy. 

AZ is growing and will need power, especially all the “clean” energy 

Supports the No Project Alternative. 
Concerned that DPV2 project would traverse Kofa NWR, and cause January 18,2006 Jim Walters 
impacts to native AZ wildlife resources that already have been 
decimated. 
DPV2 and its imuacts are not necessary. 

January 18,2006 City of Scottsdale; Supports William Baker‘s (HVID) comments. 
Approximately 27 years ago, SCE attempted to route DPVI through Harquahala Valley Farms; 

Vanderbilt Farms, LLC; 
LLc; 

Development, LLC 
Valerie D. Melton, Consultant 
(via Five Star, Inc.) 

the same Harquahala Valley area. 

through the Harquahala Valley are being considered again. There are 
numerous possible routes, but the decision has already been made 
because the Harquahala Valley land is the most financially attractive. 
Why is a route through the Harquahala Valley being considered again 
when there is much opposition to it. It is because SCE implies that the 
Harquahala Valley should not fight this because they are too small. 
There are many reasons why the Harquahala Valley should not be 
considered including the existence of prime agricultural lands, and 
landowners’ investment of $1 00 million on their property. Landowners 
were not aware of the potential for DPV2 to traverse their property and 
the Harquahala Valley. 
Not a small concession to traverse the Harquahala Valley that consists 
of 20,000 acres of private and municipal land. 
A transmission line route through the Harquahala Valley was denied in 
the past; why has this route been identified again for use in DPV2? 

Objects to Harquahala West Alternative or any other alternatives that 
bifurcates the Harquahala Valley. 
Supports the Proposed Project due to impacts that the Harquahala 
West Alternative would create including significant impacts to 
agricultural lands, visuallaesthetic resources, and property values. 

‘Submitted letter on behalf of Maricopa County dated 1/6/06 from Don Stapley, Chairman 
of Maricopa County Board of Supervisors, and Mary Rose Wilcox, Maricopa County 
Supervisor from District 5 to ACC documenting Maricopa County Board of Supervisors’ 
opposition to the Harquahala West Alternative and support for the Proposed Project that 
follows the existing DPVI. See Appendix D-I. 

Pines Opposes the Harquahala West Alternative, and objects that any routes 

Scoping Meeting, January 18,2006 (6:30 pm - 8:30 pm) - Tonopah, AZ 
January 18,2006 Martori Farms 

Peter Martori 

Scoping Report Addendum D.5a-2 February 2006 



Devers-Palo Verde No. 2 Transmission Line Project 
ADDENDUM TO THE SCOPING REPORT 

Appendix D-5a. Summary of Oral Comments Received at Scoping Meetings 

Date From Comments 
January 18,2006 Jim Vaaler CA must generate its own power through wind or solar sources, or 

implementing energy conservation measures. 
AZ does not need more transmission lines. 
All alternatives would adversely impact bighorn sheep, desert tortoise, 
and viewsheds in wilderness areas. 
Strongly questions the need for the DPV2 project because AZ is 
growing quickly and may consume all the power produced in AZ. 
Proposed Project and Alternatives would significantly impact Kofa 
NWR and other wilderness areas: wildlife in the area, including desert 
tortoise and bighorn sheep, and their habitat; and the viewshed. 
CA should implement energy conservation measures, energy 
efficiency practices, and use of renewable energy sources, such as 
solar and wind to meet needs to offset energy supplied by DPV2. 
Use of CA energy crisis as a scare tactic to illustrate the need for the 
DPV2 project and its approval is inappropriate because this crisis was 
not due to lack of transmission. but rather market maniDulation. 

January 18,2006 Sierra Club - Grand 
Canyon Chapter 
Sandy Bahr 

January 18,2006 Lon Stewart Supports Sierra Clubs (Sandy Bahr) comments. 
Showed an aerial photo of Phoenix (from AZ Republic advertisement 
entitled “Building Dreams”) that identified planned new developments 
in the area. These developments will require more energy in the 
future; therefore the power generated in AZ should stay in AZ and not 
be transmitted to CA. 

Scoping Meeting, January 19,2006 (2:OO pm - 4:OO pm) - Quartzsite, AZ 
January 19,2006 AI Johnson President of informal community group called La Paz Valley 

Concerned Citizens. 
Understands that DPV2 is necessary and the associated benefits to 
society, but group does not want to sacrifice its lifestyle to 
accommodate DPV2. 
Does not object to the existing DPVI transmission line, but strongly 
omoses Subalternate Route 1. 

January 19,2006 VanWard Development 
LLC 
Jim Kunisch 

Must have a good reason to deviate from the Proposed Project 
because the desert has already been disturbed (for DPVI) and there 
is no reason not to use this Dreviouslv disturbed route for DPV2. 

January 19,2006 Jewel Seim Stray electric power and voltage is very dangerous to people, farm 

DPV2 goes through private land. 
Opposes DPV2. 
500 kV transmission line is too dangerous to develop within a 1/8th 

Suggests locating DPV2 along the existing DPVI ROW. 

animals, and wildlife. 

January 19,2006 Robert Heisel 
mile of people and residents. 

February 2006 D.5a-3 Scoping Report Addendum 
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Appendix 4. EIWEIS Information Contacts 
Table Ap.4-1 lists the people who were contacted and consulted during the preparation of this document 
and in what section their information was used. 
-- 
TableAp,&I. ElRlElS Information Contacts 
Agencylorganization Name and Title tnformation Used In 
A l i i  Karl and Associates Alice Karl D.2 Biological Resources 
Arizona Game and Fish Deoariment D.2 Biological Resources Bob Henry, Wildlife Biologist - _- - 

Sabra Schwartz, HDMS Program Supervisor D.2 Biological Resources 
Kofa National Wildlife Refuge Ron Keams, Kofa Wildlife Biologkt D.2 Biological Resources 
Kofa National Wildlife Refuge Lindsey Smithe, Kofa Wildlife Biollogist D.2 Biological Resources 
Kofa National Wildlife Refuge J. Paul Cornes, Kofa Refuge Manager 9.2 Biological Resources 
Southem California Edison Gary Dudley, Environmental Afblrs D.2 Biological Resources 

Dan Pearson, 
Bureau of Land Management Karen Relchhardt, Team Lead-Resources D.2 Biological Resources 
Bureau of Land Management Stephen Fusilii, Team Lead-Lands & Minerals D.2 Biological Resources 
Bureau of Land Management Jeff Young, Wildlife Biologist D.2 Biological Resources 
Arizona Game and Fish Deparbnent William C. Knowles, Habitat Specialist D.2 Biological Resources . 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Steven L. Spangle, Field Supervisor D.2 Biological Resources 
Nancy Ferguson, Chief- San Bemardmo County 9.2 Biological Resources 
Division 
Mark Pavelka, Bjomonitop 
Pete Sorenson 
Doreen Statkinder 
Scott DawGn, Biologist 
Chris Hayes, Biologist 
Leslie MacNair, BioIogjSf 
Kim Nichols 
Ken Graff 

Department of Fish and Game D.2 Biological Resources 

D.2 Biological Resources Western RiveBide County Regional 
Conservation Authority 
US. Bureau of Land Management 
Palm Spings-sOuth Coast Field ORice 
U.3. Bureau of Land Manauement 

Jim Fmte, Outdoor Recreation Planner 

Aaron Curtis, Outdoor Recreation Planner 

D.3 Visual Resources 

D.3 Visual Resources 
Yuma Field Office 
U.S. Bureau of Land Management 
Phoenix District Lower Sonoran Field 
OlCe 
Califomla State Lands Commission Ninette Lee D.4 Land Use 
City of Lama Linda Deborah WoldruV, Director of Community D.4 Land Use 

Development Department 
Riverside Land Conservancy Gail €genes, Coordinator D.5 Wilderness and 

Recreation 
California Department of Parks and D.5 Wilderness and 
Recreation Recreation 

I 

Jack Ragsdale, Outdoor Recreation Planner D.3 Visual Resources 

Michael Brown, Off-Highway Motor Vehide Division 

May 2006 Ap.4-1 Draft EIR/EIS 
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Table Ap.41. EIFUElS Information Contacts 
~ -~ 

Agencylorganization Name and T i e  Information Used In 
USDA Natural Resources Conservation 
Service 

D.6 Agriculture Robert Wilson 

California Department of Conservation, James Nmdstmrn D.6 Agriculture 
Department of Land Resource Protection 

California Department of Conservation, Patrick Hennessy D.6 Agriculture 
Department of Land Resource Protection, 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring 
Program 

Riverside County, Assessor-Clerk- Ted Cronin D.6 Agriculture 
Recorder 

Riverside County Assessor-Clerk- Jim Harlow D.6 Agriculture 
Recorder mce, Agricultural Division 
Califomla Department of Conservation, Bob Blanford D.6 Agriculture 
Deparhnent of Land Resource Protection, 
Williamson Act Program 
Rivefside County Assessor-Clerk- Scott Hanna 0.6 Agriculture 
Recorder office, AFlricultural Division - 
Riverside County Planning Department Mike Harmd D.6 Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation Service, Phil Camp D.6 Agriculture 
Arizona State Conservationist's Office 
Bureau of Land Management, CA 
Eastern Information Center of the 
California Historical Resources 
Information System 
San Bemardno Archaeological 
Information Center of the California 
Historical Resources Information System 
SCAQMD Seve Smih, Program Supenrisor D.11 Air Quality 
MDAQMD Alan DeSalvio, Supervising AQ Engineer D.11 Air Quality 
City of Coachella D.11 Air Quafity 
USEPA, Region 9 David Warnpler D.i 1 Air Quality 
USEPA, RTP Tom Coda D.11 Air Quality 
US BLM, Phoenix Field ORice 
US BLM, Yuma FBld OHce 

Arizona State Land Department 
Maricopa County Planning and 
Development 
La Paz County Community Development 

Rolfa Queen, ArchaeologlstlHaritage Programs 
Kay White, Acting Coordinator 

D.7 Cultural Resources 
D.7 Cultural Resources 

Robin Laska, Adng Coordinator D.? Cultural Resources 

Eldon Lee, Public Works Dhctor 

Cadlle Champion, Project Lead 
Steve Fusilier, Team Lead, Lands and Minerals 

Linda Beds, Right of Way Section Manager 
Matt Holm, Principal Planner 

Robert Wall, Acting Director 

Public Scoping Report 
Appx 1 Alternatives Screening 
Report, Public Sooping Report 
Public Scoping Report 
Public Scoping Report 

Public Scoping Report 

-- 
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