
 
202-429-3945 

Jo Laz 
3225 so. Kedvale , Chicago, IL 606234824  
 

February 9, 2008   5:08 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jo Laz 
3225 so. Kedvale 
Chicago, IL 60623-4824 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Stephen Roadhouse 
8843 S. Kildare , Hometown, IL 60456  
 

February 9, 2008   5:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Roadhouse 
8843 S. Kildare 
Hometown, IL 60456 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Aymae Sulick 
1200 N. Olive Drive , West Hollywood, CA 90069  
 

February 9, 2008   5:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Aymae Sulick 
1200 N. Olive Drive 
West Hollywood, CA 90069 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tina Walker 
34545 Kings Hwy , Beaver Island, MI 49782  
 

February 9, 2008   5:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tina Walker 
34545 Kings Hwy 
Beaver Island, MI 49782 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Shirley Sykes 
138 Fountain Oaks Circle , Sacramento, CA 95831  
 

February 9, 2008   5:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Shirley Sykes 
138 Fountain Oaks Circle 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

jonathan hoppe 
26 echo lane , melville, NY 11747  
 

February 9, 2008   5:05 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
jonathan hoppe 
26 echo lane 
melville, NY 11747 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Joseph Nelson 
2814 Pine , Everett, WA 982013864  
 

February 9, 2008   5:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Nelson 
2814 Pine 
Everett, WA 98201-3864 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Glicinia Ferreira 
Av. Nossa Senhora Rosario, 575, 4C , Cascais,  2750179 Portugal 
 

February 9, 2008   5:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Glicinia Ferreira 
Av. Nossa Senhora Rosario, 575, 4C 
Cascais 2750179 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kathleen Gutierrez 
8240 Linger Lodge Rd Diamond K Ranch, Bradenton, FL 342029082  
 

February 9, 2008   5:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathleen Gutierrez 
8240 Linger Lodge Rd 
Diamond K Ranch 
Bradenton, FL 34202-9082 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Eileen Brophy 
Jose Damaso Pepete 15-1-2 , Cordoba,  14005 Spain 
 

February 9, 2008   5:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Eileen Brophy 
Jose Damaso Pepete 15-1-2 
Cordoba 14005 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gordon Wing 
420 Dimm Street , Richmond, CA 94805  
 

February 9, 2008   5:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gordon Wing 
420 Dimm Street 
Richmond, CA 94805 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Diane Meeks 
1800 Yellow Rose St , Las Vegas, NV 89108  
 

February 9, 2008   5:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Diane Meeks 
1800 Yellow Rose St 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Elissa Mericle-Gray 
4675 Everglade Ave. SW , Labelle, FL 33935  
 

February 9, 2008   5:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elissa Mericle-Gray 
4675 Everglade Ave. SW 
Labelle, FL 33935 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mary Swinney 
12345 E 100 N , Columbus, IN 47203  
 

February 9, 2008   5:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Swinney 
12345 E 100 N 
Columbus, IN 47203 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gary Blanchard 
7805 Wheel Rim Circle , Austin, TX 78749  
 

February 9, 2008   5:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gary Blanchard 
7805 Wheel Rim Circle 
Austin, TX 78749 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gary Augenstein 
400 West Anderson Lane Apt 7102, Austin, TX 78752  
 

February 9, 2008   5:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gary Augenstein 
400 West Anderson Lane 
Apt 7102 
Austin, TX 78752 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Citizens' Initiative Omega 
Holzbachstr. 6 , Marxzell,  76359 Germany 
 

February 9, 2008   5:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Citizens' Initiative Omega 
Holzbachstr. 6 
Marxzell 76359 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Donna noe-murdock 
7300 adrian dr #2 , rohnert park, CA 94928  
 

February 9, 2008   4:57 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Donna noe-murdock 
7300 adrian dr #2 
rohnert park, CA 94928 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ginger Young 
19202 Dogwood Bloom Ct , Spring, TX 77379  
 

February 9, 2008   4:57 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ginger Young 
19202 Dogwood Bloom Ct 
Spring, TX 77379 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

alex krauss 
2303 Hawick Lane , Winter Park, FL 32792  
 

February 9, 2008   4:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
alex krauss 
2303 Hawick Lane 
Winter Park, FL 32792 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

walt oicle 
627 harkins slough rd. , watsonville, CA 95076  
 

February 9, 2008   4:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
walt oicle 
627 harkins slough rd. 
watsonville, CA 95076 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patricia Barkley 
512 W. Maywood , Wichita, KS 67217  
 

February 9, 2008   4:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Barkley 
512 W. Maywood 
Wichita, KS 67217 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rex Bashore 
1100 kerr rd , troy, OH 45373  
 

February 9, 2008   4:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rex Bashore 
1100 kerr rd 
troy, OH 45373 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

DANIEL CLARK 
7216 ARROYO BLVD , BROWNSVILLE, TX 78526  
 

February 9, 2008   4:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
DANIEL CLARK 
7216 ARROYO BLVD 
BROWNSVILLE, TX 78526 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Elizabeth Fahy 
946 Vicksburg St , Deltona, FL 32725  
 

February 9, 2008   4:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Fahy 
946 Vicksburg St 
Deltona, FL 32725 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tom Hoemig 
1226 Sanchez Street , San Francisco, CA 94114-3827  
 

February 9, 2008   4:53 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tom Hoemig 
1226 Sanchez Street 
San Francisco, CA 94114-3827 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gary & Deb Hessler 
42115 East Edward , Clinton Township, MI 48038-1713  
 

February 9, 2008   4:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gary %pa_first_name% Deb Hessler 
42115 East Edward 
Clinton Township, MI 48038-1713 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rose Kosta 
501 California Ave , Aldan, PA 19018  
 

February 9, 2008   4:51 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rose Kosta 
501 California Ave 
Aldan, PA 19018 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marvin Gentz 
PO BOX 951 , Ukiah, CA 95482  
 

February 9, 2008   4:49 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marvin Gentz 
PO BOX 951 
Ukiah, CA 95482 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mark langley 
McClaws CCl , Williamsburg, VA 23185  
 

February 9, 2008   4:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark langley 
McClaws CCl 
Williamsburg, VA 23185 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Bryan Duncan 
8404 Cowan Ave. , Bowie, MD 20720  
 

February 9, 2008   4:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryan Duncan 
8404 Cowan Ave. 
Bowie, MD 20720 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ryan Valentine 
3900 Parkview Ln Apt 30B, Irvine, CA 92612  
 

February 9, 2008   4:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Valentine 
3900 Parkview Ln 
Apt 30B 
Irvine, CA 92612 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chad Bramble 
88 South Eaglewood Dr , North Salt Lake, UT 84054  
 

February 9, 2008   4:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chad Bramble 
88 South Eaglewood Dr 
North Salt Lake, UT 84054 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

GLORIA DI MICCO 
P. O. BOX 214 , NEWFOUNDLAND, PA 18445  
 

February 9, 2008   4:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
GLORIA DI MICCO 
P. O. BOX 214 
NEWFOUNDLAND, PA 18445 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Martin Reifinger 
Weinsteig 74 , Weinsteig, AK 21114 Austria 
 

February 9, 2008   4:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Martin Reifinger 
Weinsteig 74 
Weinsteig, AK 21114 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Summers 
320 Russia Avenue , San Francisco, CA 94112  
 

February 9, 2008   4:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Summers 
320 Russia Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94112 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Barbara Bennigson 
2339 Ramona Street , Palo Alto, CA 94301  
 

February 9, 2008   4:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barbara Bennigson 
2339 Ramona Street 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John H. Anderson 
4042 Albatross, Apt 38 , SAN DIEGO, CA 92103 1981  
 

February 9, 2008   4:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John H. Anderson 
4042 Albatross, Apt 38 
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103 1981 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gavin Dillard 
POB 1039 / Hana Highway , Haiku, HI 96708  
 

February 9, 2008   4:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gavin Dillard 
POB 1039 / Hana Highway 
Haiku, HI 96708 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Francee Levin 
307 Summit Townes Way , Columbia, SC 29229  
 

February 9, 2008   4:37 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Francee Levin 
307 Summit Townes Way 
Columbia, SC 29229 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Linda Arneberg 
PO Box 1616 , Big Bear Lake, CA 92315  
 

February 9, 2008   4:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Linda Arneberg 
PO Box 1616 
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Shannon Kishel 
1034 W. Oak St. , Fort Collins, CO 80521  
 

February 9, 2008   4:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Shannon Kishel 
1034 W. Oak St. 
Fort Collins, CO 80521 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Daniel Kornguth 
15 Vine St. , Brattleboro, VT 05302  
 

February 9, 2008   4:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Kornguth 
15 Vine St. 
Brattleboro, VT 05302 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patrick Martin 
58 East Park Rd. , pittsford, NY 14534  
 

February 9, 2008   4:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrick Martin 
58 East Park Rd. 
pittsford, NY 14534 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patrick Martin 
1034 W. Oak St. , Fort Collins, CO 80521  
 

February 9, 2008   4:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrick Martin 
1034 W. Oak St. 
Fort Collins, CO 80521 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Anthony Lorenzo 
955 42nd Street , Sarasota, FL 34234  
 

February 9, 2008   4:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Anthony Lorenzo 
955 42nd Street 
Sarasota, FL 34234 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kerry Dowd 
4 Glenwood Ave., A-5 , Norwalk, CT 068541518  
 

February 9, 2008   4:32 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kerry Dowd 
4 Glenwood Ave., A-5 
Norwalk, CT 06854-1518 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jeanette Walden 
17630 Engebretsen Road , Granite Falls, WA 98252  
 

February 9, 2008   4:30 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeanette Walden 
17630 Engebretsen Road 
Granite Falls, WA 98252 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Claire Cohen 
5051F Foothills Dr. , Lake Oswego, OR 970343201  
 

February 9, 2008   4:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Claire Cohen 
5051F Foothills Dr. 
Lake Oswego, OR 97034-3201 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Janel Galvanek 
104 Crimson Drive , Harrison City, PA 15636  
 

February 9, 2008   4:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Janel Galvanek 
104 Crimson Drive 
Harrison City, PA 15636 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Vincent Smith 
 , Xxx,   United Kingdom 
 

February 9, 2008   4:27 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Vincent Smith 
Xxx 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John Harper 
725 Perryvile Road #16 , Harrodsburg, KY 40330  
 

February 9, 2008   4:26 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Harper 
725 Perryvile Road #16 
Harrodsburg, KY 40330 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lisa Costello 
3520 Marlin Drive , Louisville, KY 402993531  
 

February 9, 2008   4:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Costello 
3520 Marlin Drive 
Louisville, KY 40299-3531 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Celeste Hong 
4758 Cromwell Avenue , Los Angeles, CA 900271144  
 

February 9, 2008   4:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Celeste Hong 
4758 Cromwell Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1144 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

MaryJo DeGiuseppi 
1040 NW 10th #223 , portland, OR 97209  
 

February 9, 2008   4:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
MaryJo DeGiuseppi 
1040 NW 10th #223 
portland, OR 97209 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Barbara Henson 
1000 Poplar Street , Benbrook, TX 761262717  
 

February 9, 2008   4:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barbara Henson 
1000 Poplar Street 
Benbrook, TX 76126-2717 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ivana Rakic 
Petra Drapsina 51 , Novi Sad,  21000 Serbia 
 

February 9, 2008   4:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ivana Rakic 
Petra Drapsina 51 
Novi Sad 21000 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Annabelle Robinson 
124 Horn Springs Road , Lebanon, TN 37087  
 

February 9, 2008   4:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Annabelle Robinson 
124 Horn Springs Road 
Lebanon, TN 37087 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Douglas Kinney 
525 Crawford Road P.O. Box 463, Otego, NY 13825  
 

February 9, 2008   4:22 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Douglas Kinney 
525 Crawford Road 
P.O. Box 463 
Otego, NY 13825 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alan Gormezano 
1907 Grant St. , Eugene, OR 97405  
 

February 9, 2008   4:22 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alan Gormezano 
1907 Grant St. 
Eugene, OR 97405 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Red Asatari 
9. Maggur A Aquilina B'kara , B'kara, ME BKR05 Malta 
 

February 9, 2008   4:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Red Asatari 
9. Maggur A Aquilina B'kara 
B'kara, ME BKR05 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Shari Au 
1702 kewalo St 403 , Honolulu, HI 96822  
 

February 9, 2008   4:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Shari Au 
1702 kewalo St 403 
Honolulu, HI 96822 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Buddy Johnson 
P.O. Box 494 , Lexington, VA 24450  
 

February 9, 2008   4:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Buddy Johnson 
P.O. Box 494 
Lexington, VA 24450 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Scott McDermott 
1050 N. Mills Ave. Box 572 , Claremont, CA 91711  
 

February 9, 2008   4:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Scott McDermott 
1050 N. Mills Ave. Box 572 
Claremont, CA 91711 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

bob baranowski 
686 s, oak park ct. , milwaukee, WI 53214  
 

February 9, 2008   4:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
bob baranowski 
686 s, oak park ct. 
milwaukee, WI 53214 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

J Victoria Gibson 
531 Saluda Avenue Apartment Five, Columbia, SC 29205  
 

February 9, 2008   4:16 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
J Victoria Gibson 
531 Saluda Avenue 
Apartment Five 
Columbia, SC 29205 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Scott Korman 
20 Linford Rd. , Great Neck, NY 11021  
 

February 9, 2008   4:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Scott Korman 
20 Linford Rd. 
Great Neck, NY 11021 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sam Sloneker 
PO Box 33 , Pioneertown, CA 92268  
 

February 9, 2008   4:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sam Sloneker 
PO Box 33 
Pioneertown, CA 92268 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paul Novitsky 
17920 SW 88 Court , Palmetto Bay, FL 33157  
 

February 9, 2008   4:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Novitsky 
17920 SW 88 Court 
Palmetto Bay, FL 33157 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mali Hinesley 
44 Pleasant , Gardiner, ME 04345  
 

February 9, 2008   4:14 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mali Hinesley 
44 Pleasant 
Gardiner, ME 04345 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ruth Panella 
2317 Woodland Lane , Wilmington, DE 19810  
 

February 9, 2008   4:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Panella 
2317 Woodland Lane 
Wilmington, DE 19810 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dietrich Schwägerl 
Feldstraße 6a , Ottobrunn,  85521 Germany 
 

February 9, 2008   4:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dietrich Schwägerl 
Feldstraße 6a 
Ottobrunn 85521 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Thomas Tizard 
591-A  Keolu Dr. , Kailua, HI 96734  
 

February 9, 2008   4:09 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Thomas Tizard 
591-A  Keolu Dr. 
Kailua, HI 96734 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jessica Griffith 
4625 Margalo Ave. , Bakersfield, CA 93313  
 

February 9, 2008   4:09 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jessica Griffith 
4625 Margalo Ave. 
Bakersfield, CA 93313 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Craig Asbury 
3530 S Kings Avenue , Springfield, MO 65807  
 

February 9, 2008   4:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Craig Asbury 
3530 S Kings Avenue 
Springfield, MO 65807 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Douglas J Kowalewski 
336 Hiawatha Drive , Lake In The Hills, IL 60156  
 

February 9, 2008   4:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Douglas J Kowalewski 
336 Hiawatha Drive 
Lake In The Hills, IL 60156 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lori Dunn-Foster 
3222 Casa Grande Drive , San Ramon, CA 94583  
 

February 9, 2008   4:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori Dunn-Foster 
3222 Casa Grande Drive 
San Ramon, CA 94583 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Melinda Fink 
9846 Natick Avenue , North Hills, CA 91343  
 

February 9, 2008   4:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Melinda Fink 
9846 Natick Avenue 
North Hills, CA 91343 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marisa Ferreira 
Alfornelos , Amadora,  2650228 Portugal 
 

February 9, 2008   4:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marisa Ferreira 
Alfornelos 
Amadora 2650228 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Michael Magner 
1442 Mill Street , North Vancouver, BC V7K 1V4 Canada 
 

February 9, 2008   4:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Magner 
1442 Mill Street 
North Vancouver, BC V7K 1V4 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Theresa Potter 
2 Orchard Place #4, Arlington, MA 024766100  
 

February 9, 2008   4:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Theresa Potter 
2 Orchard Place 
#4 
Arlington, MA 02476-6100 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Steve Olson 
135 Baumert Lane , Ben Lomond, CA 95005-9500  
 

February 9, 2008   4:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Olson 
135 Baumert Lane 
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-9500 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kirsten Nottage 
3400 Shoreline Drive, #924 , Austin, TX 78728  
 

February 9, 2008   4:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kirsten Nottage 
3400 Shoreline Drive, #924 
Austin, TX 78728 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alvin Hadad 
630 Mariposa Av #401 , Oakland, CA 94610/1307  
 

February 9, 2008   4:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alvin Hadad 
630 Mariposa Av #401 
Oakland, CA 94610/1307 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gene Fox 
P.O. Box 1181 , York Harbor, ME 03911  
 

February 9, 2008   4:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gene Fox 
P.O. Box 1181 
York Harbor, ME 03911 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Peter Sardellitto 
3623 25th St , San Francisco, CA 94110  
 

February 9, 2008   4:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Sardellitto 
3623 25th St 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ellen Bryant 
3545 M St , Eureka, CA 955035463  
 

February 9, 2008   3:59 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ellen Bryant 
3545 M St 
Eureka, CA 95503-5463 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gregory Coyle 
14 Ford Street , San Francisco, CA 94114  
 

February 9, 2008   3:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gregory Coyle 
14 Ford Street 
San Francisco, CA 94114 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Laila Aussie 
2030 E Broadway Rd #2059 , Tempe, AZ 85282  
 

February 9, 2008   3:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laila Aussie 
2030 E Broadway Rd #2059 
Tempe, AZ 85282 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gene Hillegass 
12  Oriole  Lane , Reading, PA 19606  
 

February 9, 2008   3:53 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gene Hillegass 
12  Oriole  Lane 
Reading, PA 19606 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

betty winholtz 
405 acacia , morro bay, CA 93442  
 

February 9, 2008   3:53 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
betty winholtz 
405 acacia 
morro bay, CA 93442 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Cheryl Heneveld 
24 Daigle Dr , Enosburg Falls, VT 05450  
 

February 9, 2008   3:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cheryl Heneveld 
24 Daigle Dr 
Enosburg Falls, VT 05450 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robin Miller 
P.O. Box 1425 , Myrtle Creek, OR 97457  
 

February 9, 2008   3:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robin Miller 
P.O. Box 1425 
Myrtle Creek, OR 97457 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alec Connah 
52 Paradise , Telford,  TF8 7NN United Kingdom 
 

February 9, 2008   3:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alec Connah 
52 Paradise 
Telford TF8 7NN 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chrissie Johnson 
PO BX 129 , Elgin, OK 73538  
 

February 9, 2008   3:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chrissie Johnson 
PO BX 129 
Elgin, OK 73538 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Reade 
11618 Boston State Road , East Concord, NY 14055  
 

February 9, 2008   3:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Reade 
11618 Boston State Road 
East Concord, NY 14055 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Corlyn Seifer 
5844 S. Datura Apt. 507, Littleton, CO 80120  
 

February 9, 2008   3:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Corlyn Seifer 
5844 S. Datura 
Apt. 507 
Littleton, CO 80120 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

bonnie dale-Bannister 
230 w. marquita , san Clemente, CA 92672  
 

February 9, 2008   3:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
bonnie dale-Bannister 
230 w. marquita 
san Clemente, CA 92672 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lynette Chasen 
7256 Surfbird Circle , Carlsbad, CA 92011  
 

February 9, 2008   3:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lynette Chasen 
7256 Surfbird Circle 
Carlsbad, CA 92011 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jay Hales 
2178 Decatur Rd #32 , San Diego, CA 92106  
 

February 9, 2008   3:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jay Hales 
2178 Decatur Rd #32 
San Diego, CA 92106 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Constance Kosuda 
5303 E Twain, #170 , Las Vegas, NV 89122  
 

February 9, 2008   3:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Constance Kosuda 
5303 E Twain, #170 
Las Vegas, NV 89122 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Brian Lowe 
4906 Dunman Avenue , Woodland Hills, CA 91364  
 

February 9, 2008   3:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Lowe 
4906 Dunman Avenue 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Daryl MacLaren 
260 S Doheny Drive #7 , Beverly Hills, CA 90211  
 

February 9, 2008   3:45 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Daryl MacLaren 
260 S Doheny Drive #7 
Beverly Hills, CA 90211 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Linda Tabbert 
1825 N Kingsley Dr #209 , Los Angeles, CA 90027  
 

February 9, 2008   3:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Linda Tabbert 
1825 N Kingsley Dr #209 
Los Angeles, CA 90027 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mindy Blake 
615 Alabama St , Lafayette, IN 47901  
 

February 9, 2008   3:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mindy Blake 
615 Alabama St 
Lafayette, IN 47901 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Cecilia Moller 
Koxasv. 49 , Lerum,  443 38 Sweden 
 

February 9, 2008   3:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cecilia Moller 
Koxasv. 49 
Lerum 443 38 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rick Adams 
60 W. Stone Loop #1313 , Tucson, AZ 85704  
 

February 9, 2008   3:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rick Adams 
60 W. Stone Loop #1313 
Tucson, AZ 85704 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tessa Wilson 
1450 Greenwich , San Francisco, CA 94109  
 

February 9, 2008   3:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tessa Wilson 
1450 Greenwich 
San Francisco, CA 94109 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Joseph Barnoski 
4512 Kling Dr , Alexandria, VA 22312  
 

February 9, 2008   3:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Barnoski 
4512 Kling Dr 
Alexandria, VA 22312 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Barb Matthes 
2803 grovewood Avenue , Parma, OH 44134  
 

February 9, 2008   3:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barb Matthes 
2803 grovewood Avenue 
Parma, OH 44134 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Eric Salinas 
13264 SW 50 ST , Hollywood, FL 33027  
 

February 9, 2008   3:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Salinas 
13264 SW 50 ST 
Hollywood, FL 33027 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sharisa Kochmeister 
12587 W. Dakota Ave. #1-111 , Lakewood, CO 80228  
 

February 9, 2008   3:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sharisa Kochmeister 
12587 W. Dakota Ave. #1-111 
Lakewood, CO 80228 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

martha eskridge 
28 Devalinder Dr. , Newark, DE 19702  
 

February 9, 2008   3:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
martha eskridge 
28 Devalinder Dr. 
Newark, DE 19702 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dennis Hartenstine 
Hollow Point Homestead 2425 Hay Creek Road, Birdsboro, PA 195088036  
 

February 9, 2008   3:39 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dennis Hartenstine 
Hollow Point Homestead 
2425 Hay Creek Road 
Birdsboro, PA 19508-8036 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David De Almeida 
514 W. Verness St. , Covina, CA 91723  
 

February 9, 2008   3:39 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David De Almeida 
514 W. Verness St. 
Covina, CA 91723 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Laura Cooper 
11651 Royal Palm Boulevard #201, Coral Springs, FL 33065  
 

February 9, 2008   3:37 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Cooper 
11651 Royal Palm Boulevard 
#201 
Coral Springs, FL 33065 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dylan Pramuk 
142 W. 109 St., Apt. 4W , New York, NY 10025  
 

February 9, 2008   3:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dylan Pramuk 
142 W. 109 St., Apt. 4W 
New York, NY 10025 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marly Wexler 
4314 1/2 campus Avenue , San Diego, CA 92103  
 

February 9, 2008   3:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marly Wexler 
4314 1/2 campus Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92103 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marilyn Ritsky 
829 Brock St. , Brockway, PA 15824  
 

February 9, 2008   3:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marilyn Ritsky 
829 Brock St. 
Brockway, PA 15824 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sue Garvey 
4901 N Sabino Valley Pl , Tucson, AZ 85750  
 

February 9, 2008   3:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sue Garvey 
4901 N Sabino Valley Pl 
Tucson, AZ 85750 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Philip Zurfluh 
PO Box 291041 , Los Angeles, CA 90029  
 

February 9, 2008   3:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Philip Zurfluh 
PO Box 291041 
Los Angeles, CA 90029 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Josh Laughtland 
2911 S Pond St , Boise, ID 83705  
 

February 9, 2008   3:31 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Josh Laughtland 
2911 S Pond St 
Boise, ID 83705 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lisa Chapman 
116 East Helena Dr. , Phoenix, AZ 85022  
 

February 9, 2008   3:30 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Chapman 
116 East Helena Dr. 
Phoenix, AZ 85022 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Stephen Carll 
933 16th Ave. , HONOLULU, HI 96816  
 

February 9, 2008   3:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Carll 
933 16th Ave. 
HONOLULU, HI 96816 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Melissa Miller 
315 Crestview Drive , Santa Clara, CA 95050  
 

February 9, 2008   3:27 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Miller 
315 Crestview Drive 
Santa Clara, CA 95050 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marcella Hammond 
3573 31st St. , San Diego, CA 92104  
 

February 9, 2008   3:26 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcella Hammond 
3573 31st St. 
San Diego, CA 92104 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

terence mcdonald 
336 snohomish drive , la conner, WA 98257  
 

February 9, 2008   3:26 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
terence mcdonald 
336 snohomish drive 
la conner, WA 98257 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

dayle schweninger 
438 ventura ave #6 , palo alto, CA 94306  
 

February 9, 2008   3:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
dayle schweninger 
438 ventura ave #6 
palo alto, CA 94306 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

George Hamilton 
2250 N Dekum St. , Portland, OR 97217  
 

February 9, 2008   3:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
George Hamilton 
2250 N Dekum St. 
Portland, OR 97217 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alice Van Leunen 
9025 SE Terrace , Amity, OR 97101  
 

February 9, 2008   3:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alice Van Leunen 
9025 SE Terrace 
Amity, OR 97101 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John Deitch 
2006 Hwy. 101 PMB 238 , Florence, OR 97439  
 

February 9, 2008   3:22 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Deitch 
2006 Hwy. 101 PMB 238 
Florence, OR 97439 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paul Berman 
2477 Woodcroft Road , Parkville, MD 212342819  
 

February 9, 2008   3:22 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Berman 
2477 Woodcroft Road 
Parkville, MD 21234-2819 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Deborah Craven 
10450 Kile Rd. , Chardon, OH 44024  
 

February 9, 2008   3:20 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Deborah Craven 
10450 Kile Rd. 
Chardon, OH 44024 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Joan F Weisenbloom 
2300 W Boston St Apt 2B , Seattle, WA 98199  
 

February 9, 2008   3:20 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joan F Weisenbloom 
2300 W Boston St Apt 2B 
Seattle, WA 98199 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marguerite Winkel 
2012 W 3rd , Spokane, WA 992015465  
 

February 9, 2008   3:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marguerite Winkel 
2012 W 3rd 
Spokane, WA 99201-5465 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Eileen Lonergan 
138 SW 116th St #G15 , Seattle, WA 98146  
 

February 9, 2008   3:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Eileen Lonergan 
138 SW 116th St #G15 
Seattle, WA 98146 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Laurie-Ann Barbour 
101 Ross St. #24 , Cotati, CA 94931  
 

February 9, 2008   3:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laurie-Ann Barbour 
101 Ross St. #24 
Cotati, CA 94931 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ann Getty 
20 Castle Drive , Meriden, CT 06451  
 

February 9, 2008   3:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ann Getty 
20 Castle Drive 
Meriden, CT 06451 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Steven Heller 
16 S. Market St , Wailuku, HI 96793  
 

February 9, 2008   3:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Heller 
16 S. Market St 
Wailuku, HI 96793 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chilton Gregory 
1104 Marquette PL NE , Albuquerque, NM 871064703  
 

February 9, 2008   3:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chilton Gregory 
1104 Marquette PL NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87106-4703 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Donald Niday 
100 Briarwood Circle , Fremont, OH 43420  
 

February 9, 2008   3:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Donald Niday 
100 Briarwood Circle 
Fremont, OH 43420 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Candace Tuttle 
4127 Mississippi St , San Diego, CA 92104  
 

February 9, 2008   3:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Candace Tuttle 
4127 Mississippi St 
San Diego, CA 92104 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jason Waldo 
590 Anderson Rd , Sweetwater, TN 378746608  
 

February 9, 2008   3:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Waldo 
590 Anderson Rd 
Sweetwater, TN 37874-6608 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Walter Graue 
205 Mosley Drive , Lynn Haven, FL 324445603  
 

February 9, 2008   3:12 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Walter Graue 
205 Mosley Drive 
Lynn Haven, FL 32444-5603 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

melissa lenhart 
407 vine st , milton, PA 17847  
 

February 9, 2008   3:12 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
melissa lenhart 
407 vine st 
milton, PA 17847 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Carol Tutor 
2016 Michelham Drive , Kingsport, TN 37660  
 

February 9, 2008   3:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carol Tutor 
2016 Michelham Drive 
Kingsport, TN 37660 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Brett Parmenter 
2026 Oxford Ave. Sydney 28, Riverside, CA 92831  
 

February 9, 2008   3:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brett Parmenter 
2026 Oxford Ave. 
Sydney 28 
Riverside, CA 92831 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Aglaia Cardona 
1925 46th Ave., #78 , Capitola, CA 95010  
 

February 9, 2008   3:09 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Aglaia Cardona 
1925 46th Ave., #78 
Capitola, CA 95010 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Beatrix Schramm 
1846 Oliver Ave. , San Diego, CA 92109  
 

February 9, 2008   3:09 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Beatrix Schramm 
1846 Oliver Ave. 
San Diego, CA 92109 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Bob Rusk 
403 Claridge Court , Point Pleasant, NJ 08742  
 

February 9, 2008   3:08 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bob Rusk 
403 Claridge Court 
Point Pleasant, NJ 08742 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

annette monge 
1309 W. Dyer , fresno, CA 93711  
 

February 9, 2008   3:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
annette monge 
1309 W. Dyer 
fresno, CA 93711 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jeff Jones 
211 Summit Ave E # N303 , Seattle, WA 98102  
 

February 9, 2008   3:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeff Jones 
211 Summit Ave E # N303 
Seattle, WA 98102 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Armando Gomez 
P.  O.  Box   3282 , Santa Rosa, CA 95402  
 

February 9, 2008   3:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Armando Gomez 
P.  O.  Box   3282 
Santa Rosa, CA 95402 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Seana Blake 
114 W. 10th Ave. , Ellensburg, WA 989262914  
 

February 9, 2008   3:05 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Seana Blake 
114 W. 10th Ave. 
Ellensburg, WA 98926-2914 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Edmund Allatt 
PO Box 932 , Sonora, CA 95370  
 

February 9, 2008   3:05 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Edmund Allatt 
PO Box 932 
Sonora, CA 95370 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Charles Rogers 
634 North Ave. , Aurora, IL 605054414  
 

February 9, 2008   3:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Charles Rogers 
634 North Ave. 
Aurora, IL 60505-4414 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sandi Covell 
1183 Alemany Blvd. , San Francisco, CA 94112  
 

February 9, 2008   3:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandi Covell 
1183 Alemany Blvd. 
San Francisco, CA 94112 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Cecily French 
1473 Bentlely Ct. , San Dimas, CA 91773  
 

February 9, 2008   3:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cecily French 
1473 Bentlely Ct. 
San Dimas, CA 91773 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Greg Fite 
4719 Hillside Drive , Castro Valley, CA 94546-1406  
 

February 9, 2008   3:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Greg Fite 
4719 Hillside Drive 
Castro Valley, CA 94546-1406 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chris Evans 
320 Hemlock St , Broomfield, CO 80020  
 

February 9, 2008   3:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Evans 
320 Hemlock St 
Broomfield, CO 80020 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paul Speck 
6511 40th Avenue , University Park, MD 20782  
 

February 9, 2008   3:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Speck 
6511 40th Avenue 
University Park, MD 20782 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sanjay Ahluwalia 
3258 E Springcreek Road , West Covina, CA 91791  
 

February 9, 2008   2:59 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sanjay Ahluwalia 
3258 E Springcreek Road 
West Covina, CA 91791 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gail Wagner 
70 NE Thompson Street , Portland, OR 97212  
 

February 9, 2008   2:59 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Wagner 
70 NE Thompson Street 
Portland, OR 97212 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Megan Richardson 
2221 Ritter St , Philadelphia, PA 19125  
 

February 9, 2008   2:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Megan Richardson 
2221 Ritter St 
Philadelphia, PA 19125 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ronald van Erven 
1372 Avon Lane #438 , North Lauderdale, FL 33068  
 

February 9, 2008   2:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ronald van Erven 
1372 Avon Lane #438 
North Lauderdale, FL 33068 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Reilly 
548 15th street , Santa Monica, CA 90402  
 

February 9, 2008   2:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Reilly 
548 15th street 
Santa Monica, CA 90402 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

L Sherwood 
1550 SV , Bellingham, WA 98229  
 

February 9, 2008   2:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
L Sherwood 
1550 SV 
Bellingham, WA 98229 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Augstums 
7027 Stagecoach , Floral City, FL 34436  
 

February 9, 2008   2:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Augstums 
7027 Stagecoach 
Floral City, FL 34436 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Julie Betterley 
5054 49th Ave S , Seattle, WA 98118  
 

February 9, 2008   2:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Betterley 
5054 49th Ave S 
Seattle, WA 98118 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Victor Glock 
2412 Judson St. , San Diego, CA 92111  
 

February 9, 2008   2:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Glock 
2412 Judson St. 
San Diego, CA 92111 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Artemis Asproyerakas 
1322 W. Ohio St. , Chicaho, IL 60622  
 

February 9, 2008   2:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Artemis Asproyerakas 
1322 W. Ohio St. 
Chicaho, IL 60622 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

rick o'bryan 
12607 brooklake st , los angeles, CA 90066  
 

February 9, 2008   2:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
rick o'bryan 
12607 brooklake st 
los angeles, CA 90066 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Billie Watkins 
300 W 8th St Unit 236 , Vancouver, WA 98660  
 

February 9, 2008   2:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Billie Watkins 
300 W 8th St Unit 236 
Vancouver, WA 98660 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Laurie Elms 
8503 Duncannon Ct. , San Diego, CA 92126  
 

February 9, 2008   2:51 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laurie Elms 
8503 Duncannon Ct. 
San Diego, CA 92126 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gail Lack 
1417 Shawnee Way , Salinas, CA 93906  
 

February 9, 2008   2:51 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gail Lack 
1417 Shawnee Way 
Salinas, CA 93906 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Donald Stevens 
2725 abbey road , Winter Park, FL 32792  
 

February 9, 2008   2:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Donald Stevens 
2725 abbey road 
Winter Park, FL 32792 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Eric Voorhies 
6212 Olohena , Kapaa, HI 96746  
 

February 9, 2008   2:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Eric Voorhies 
6212 Olohena 
Kapaa, HI 96746 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dan Bristol 
1630 Pince Street , Berkeley, CA 94703  
 

February 9, 2008   2:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dan Bristol 
1630 Pince Street 
Berkeley, CA 94703 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Bill Rubin 
1910 Cedar Glen Way - Suite 4409 , Atlanta, GA 30339  
 

February 9, 2008   2:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Rubin 
1910 Cedar Glen Way - Suite 4409 
Atlanta, GA 30339 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Harriet Cavalli 
25301 Park , Ocean Park, WA 98640  
 

February 9, 2008   2:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Harriet Cavalli 
25301 Park 
Ocean Park, WA 98640 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Greg A Steinke 
445 SW Spindrift E5 , Depoe Bay, OR 97341  
 

February 9, 2008   2:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Greg A Steinke 
445 SW Spindrift E5 
Depoe Bay, OR 97341 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Janet Lenius 
910 Main Street NE , Minneapoils, MN 55413  
 

February 9, 2008   2:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Janet Lenius 
910 Main Street NE 
Minneapoils, MN 55413 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ryan Wingerd 
8703 Lake Murray Blvd #6 , San Diego, CA 92119  
 

February 9, 2008   2:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Wingerd 
8703 Lake Murray Blvd #6 
San Diego, CA 92119 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Donna Smith-Remick 
3041 Century Lane , Bensalem, PA 19020  
 

February 9, 2008   2:47 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Donna Smith-Remick 
3041 Century Lane 
Bensalem, PA 19020 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dayton Cooper 
118 Myrtle Avenue , Pitman, NJ 080711151  
 

February 9, 2008   2:47 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dayton Cooper 
118 Myrtle Avenue 
Pitman, NJ 08071-1151 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ruth Bauer 
479 Saint Pauls Road , Hendersonville, NC 28792  
 

February 9, 2008   2:47 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Bauer 
479 Saint Pauls Road 
Hendersonville, NC 28792 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Evelyn Brakopp 
667 Ilikai Street , Kailua, HI 96734  
 

February 9, 2008   2:47 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Evelyn Brakopp 
667 Ilikai Street 
Kailua, HI 96734 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Danijel Dubicanac 
Zvonimirova 77 , Zagreb,  10000 Croatia 
 

February 9, 2008   2:45 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Danijel Dubicanac 
Zvonimirova 77 
Zagreb 10000 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

BiLL Fowlie 
19 Wellington Rd , Harmony, ME 04942  
 

February 9, 2008   2:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
BiLL Fowlie 
19 Wellington Rd 
Harmony, ME 04942 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Terrence Nicholson 
21 Dwight St. (#1) , Boston, MA 02118  
 

February 9, 2008   2:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Terrence Nicholson 
21 Dwight St. (#1) 
Boston, MA 02118 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kimberly Freeman 
607 Salazar Street , Santa Fe, NM 87505  
 

February 9, 2008   2:44 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kimberly Freeman 
607 Salazar Street 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Erv Amdahl 
5111 San Carlos , Sierra Vista, AZ 85650  
 

February 9, 2008   2:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Erv Amdahl 
5111 San Carlos 
Sierra Vista, AZ 85650 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

DEE COSTA 
2225 23rd av.s , st. petersburg, FL 33712  
 

February 9, 2008   2:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
DEE COSTA 
2225 23rd av.s 
st. petersburg, FL 33712 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

James Spreitler 
204 E Maple Street PO Box 223, Coulterville, IL 62237  
 

February 9, 2008   2:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
James Spreitler 
204 E Maple Street 
PO Box 223 
Coulterville, IL 62237 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Wilson 
P. O. Box 335 , Myrtle Point, OR 97458  
 

February 9, 2008   2:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Wilson 
P. O. Box 335 
Myrtle Point, OR 97458 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Eleanor Dowson 
2007 Millpointe Drive SE , Mill Creek, WA 98012  
 

February 9, 2008   2:42 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Eleanor Dowson 
2007 Millpointe Drive SE 
Mill Creek, WA 98012 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Margaret Loyon 
Bicknell Apts. , Bloomington, IN 474082322  
 

February 9, 2008   2:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Margaret Loyon 
Bicknell Apts. 
Bloomington, IN 47408-2322 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

susan carey 
150-33 20th road , whitestone, NY 11357  
 

February 9, 2008   2:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
susan carey 
150-33 20th road 
whitestone, NY 11357 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dove Shientag- Betts 
522 East Topeka drive , Phoenix, AZ 85024  
 

February 9, 2008   2:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dove Shientag- Betts 
522 East Topeka drive 
Phoenix, AZ 85024 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marc Gregory 
P.O. Box  16171 , Beverly Hills, CA 90209  
 

February 9, 2008   2:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marc Gregory 
P.O. Box  16171 
Beverly Hills, CA 90209 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Lance 
P.O. Box 139 , Hyampom, CA 96046  
 

February 9, 2008   2:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Lance 
P.O. Box 139 
Hyampom, CA 96046 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dolores Hazlebeck 
1559 Jonquilmeadow , Cincinnati, OH 45240  
 

February 9, 2008   2:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dolores Hazlebeck 
1559 Jonquilmeadow 
Cincinnati, OH 45240 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Dickinson 
1109 5th ave N #33 , Seattle, WA 98109  
 

February 9, 2008   2:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Dickinson 
1109 5th ave N #33 
Seattle, WA 98109 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tim Robbins 
1131 N. Maryland Ave. , Glendale, CA 91207  
 

February 9, 2008   2:39 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tim Robbins 
1131 N. Maryland Ave. 
Glendale, CA 91207 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paulino Valenzuela 
110 E VALLEY VIEW DR , Phoenix, AZ 850427679  
 

February 9, 2008   2:39 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paulino Valenzuela 
110 E VALLEY VIEW DR 
Phoenix, AZ 85042-7679 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ed Schmookler 
907 Key Route Blvd , Albany, CA 94706  
 

February 9, 2008   2:39 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ed Schmookler 
907 Key Route Blvd 
Albany, CA 94706 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Frances Simpson 
1653  E. Sherman Street , Tacoma, WA 984044732  
 

February 9, 2008   2:39 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Frances Simpson 
1653  E. Sherman Street 
Tacoma, WA 98404-4732 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Theordore Panitz 
33 Bent Tree Drive , Centerville, MA 02632  
 

February 9, 2008   2:38 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Theordore Panitz 
33 Bent Tree Drive 
Centerville, MA 02632 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Michael Hamburger 
340 Woodlawn Terrace Unit B5 , Collingswood, NJ 08108  
 

February 9, 2008   2:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Hamburger 
340 Woodlawn Terrace Unit B5 
Collingswood, NJ 08108 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Thelma D. Thompson 
2043 Jackson Ave.  #209 , Ann Arbor, MI 48103  
 

February 9, 2008   2:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Thelma D. Thompson 
2043 Jackson Ave.  #209 
Ann Arbor, MI 48103 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Deanna Lewis 
4100  62Nd Ave #80 , Pinellas Park, FL 33781  
 

February 9, 2008   2:36 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Deanna Lewis 
4100  62Nd Ave #80 
Pinellas Park, FL 33781 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Glenn Osborne 
1731 E Griswold Rd , Phoenix, AZ 85020  
 

February 9, 2008   2:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Glenn Osborne 
1731 E Griswold Rd 
Phoenix, AZ 85020 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alan Keenan 
4235 Osage Avenue , Philadelphia, PA 19104  
 

February 9, 2008   2:34 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alan Keenan 
4235 Osage Avenue 
Philadelphia, PA 19104 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Janet and Mark Thew 
5572 St Francis Cir W , Loomis, CA 95650  
 

February 9, 2008   2:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Janet and Mark Thew 
5572 St Francis Cir W 
Loomis, CA 95650 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Karen Brown 
1950 Gorham Park Drive , Billings, MT 59102  
 

February 9, 2008   2:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Brown 
1950 Gorham Park Drive 
Billings, MT 59102 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Joseph Pendry 
POBox 3346 , Freedom, CA 95019  
 

February 9, 2008   2:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Pendry 
POBox 3346 
Freedom, CA 95019 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dean Murphy 
5709 Canary Dr. , North Highlands, CA 95660  
 

February 9, 2008   2:32 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dean Murphy 
5709 Canary Dr. 
North Highlands, CA 95660 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Connie Campbell 
7855 West Glasgow Place , Littleton, CO 80128  
 

February 9, 2008   2:31 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Connie Campbell 
7855 West Glasgow Place 
Littleton, CO 80128 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Carol Lindop 
3 South View Addington, Liskeard,  PL14 3EX United Kingdom 
 

February 9, 2008   2:31 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carol Lindop 
3 South View 
Addington 
Liskeard PL14 3EX 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Misty Shemwell 
393 Shannon Drive , Vacaville, CA 95688  
 

February 9, 2008   2:30 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Misty Shemwell 
393 Shannon Drive 
Vacaville, CA 95688 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

pamela hathaway 
7430 moon valley rd , north bend, WA 98045  
 

February 9, 2008   2:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
pamela hathaway 
7430 moon valley rd 
north bend, WA 98045 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Bradley Anderson 
3420 Pueblo Dr. , Mc Kinney, TX 75070  
 

February 9, 2008   2:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bradley Anderson 
3420 Pueblo Dr. 
Mc Kinney, TX 75070 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patrick Aubuchon 
6724 Ruffner Ave. , Van Nuys, CA 91406  
 

February 9, 2008   2:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patrick Aubuchon 
6724 Ruffner Ave. 
Van Nuys, CA 91406 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Randall Hartman 
2345 Vista Hermosa , San Clemente, CA 92673  
 

February 9, 2008   2:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Randall Hartman 
2345 Vista Hermosa 
San Clemente, CA 92673 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jay Ballard 
909 Firethorn , Washington, IL 61571  
 

February 9, 2008   2:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jay Ballard 
909 Firethorn 
Washington, IL 61571 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John Ballard 
5506 SE 46th , Portland, OR 97206  
 

February 9, 2008   2:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Ballard 
5506 SE 46th 
Portland, OR 97206 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Katherine Callaway 
7614 Winterberry Drive , Boardman, OH 44512  
 

February 9, 2008   2:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Katherine Callaway 
7614 Winterberry Drive 
Boardman, OH 44512 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Melinda McMurray 
18 Perego Terrace , San Francisco, CA 94131  
 

February 9, 2008   2:27 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Melinda McMurray 
18 Perego Terrace 
San Francisco, CA 94131 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rachel Simpson-Loizou 
216 Ben Venue Rd. , Fombell, PA 161231428  
 

February 9, 2008   2:27 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Simpson-Loizou 
216 Ben Venue Rd. 
Fombell, PA 16123-1428 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Michael Rubin 
58 Salvatore Drive , Novato, CA 94949-6016  
 

February 9, 2008   2:26 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Rubin 
58 Salvatore Drive 
Novato, CA 94949-6016 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Geri Hartley 
1172 Bowen Way E , Tenino, WA 98589  
 

February 9, 2008   2:26 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Geri Hartley 
1172 Bowen Way E 
Tenino, WA 98589 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

laurie fisher 
pob 727 , swannanoa, NC 28778  
 

February 9, 2008   2:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
laurie fisher 
pob 727 
swannanoa, NC 28778 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Valerie Sutton 
1013 E. Piatt Lane , Olathe, KS 66061  
 

February 9, 2008   2:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Valerie Sutton 
1013 E. Piatt Lane 
Olathe, KS 66061 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Amaranta Craig 
6631 Grovewood , Houston, TX 77008  
 

February 9, 2008   2:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Amaranta Craig 
6631 Grovewood 
Houston, TX 77008 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Holly Dowling 
PO Box 26 , Pope Valley, CA 94567  
 

February 9, 2008   2:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Holly Dowling 
PO Box 26 
Pope Valley, CA 94567 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sandra Christopher 
1425 N. Kenwood St. , Burbank, CA 91505  
 

February 9, 2008   2:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandra Christopher 
1425 N. Kenwood St. 
Burbank, CA 91505 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Nicole Perrot 
12021 Wilshire Blvd #239, Los Angeles, CA 900251206  
 

February 9, 2008   2:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Perrot 
12021 Wilshire Blvd 
#239 
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1206 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Veronica Moreno 
828 S Buchanan St , Arlington, VA 22204  
 

February 9, 2008   2:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Veronica Moreno 
828 S Buchanan St 
Arlington, VA 22204 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kathey Norton 
2 Garcia Ct. , Sacramento, CA 95831  
 

February 9, 2008   2:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathey Norton 
2 Garcia Ct. 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Don Schwartz 
26 Skylark Drive  #12-A , Larkspur, CA 949392321  
 

February 9, 2008   2:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Don Schwartz 
26 Skylark Drive  #12-A 
Larkspur, CA 94939-2321 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Polly Stonier 
300 Coral Circle , Phoenix, OR 97535  
 

February 9, 2008   2:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Polly Stonier 
300 Coral Circle 
Phoenix, OR 97535 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paula Zerzan 
16912 Falcon Lane , Sonoma, CA 954767250  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Zerzan 
16912 Falcon Lane 
Sonoma, CA 95476-7250 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Caroline Mellor 
6712 SE Reed College Place , Portland, OR 97202  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Caroline Mellor 
6712 SE Reed College Place 
Portland, OR 97202 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Leigh Pinkston 
525 w 3rd ave #507 , Anchorage, AK 99501  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Leigh Pinkston 
525 w 3rd ave #507 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Donald Black 
398 Moonstone Bay Drive , OCEANSIDE, CA 920573424  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Donald Black 
398 Moonstone Bay Drive 
OCEANSIDE, CA 92057-3424 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Cynthia Kuettle 
20649 SW Rosemount St , Beaverton, OR 97007  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cynthia Kuettle 
20649 SW Rosemount St 
Beaverton, OR 97007 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Wayland Augur 
2620 Lakewest Drive , Chico, CA 95928  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Wayland Augur 
2620 Lakewest Drive 
Chico, CA 95928 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mike Elmendorf 
5408 Peabody Street , Long Beach, CA 908082544  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Elmendorf 
5408 Peabody Street 
Long Beach, CA 90808-2544 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Susan Scott 
978 Baneswood Drive , Kennett Square, PA 19348  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Scott 
978 Baneswood Drive 
Kennett Square, PA 19348 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Samantha Heatherly 
2239 Carfax Ave. , Long Beach, CA 908152205  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Heatherly 
2239 Carfax Ave. 
Long Beach, CA 90815-2205 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mary Vought 
739 Compton Way , Salinas, CA 93906  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Vought 
739 Compton Way 
Salinas, CA 93906 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Guerra 
217 Midland Avenue , Pompton Lakes, NJ 07442  
 

February 9, 2008   2:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Guerra 
217 Midland Avenue 
Pompton Lakes, NJ 07442 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Forest Frasieur 
454 East E Street , Benicia, CA 945103288  
 

February 9, 2008   2:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Forest Frasieur 
454 East E Street 
Benicia, CA 94510-3288 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marie Smith 
4950 Jacobs Ladder Road , Lancaster, OH 43130  
 

February 9, 2008   2:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Smith 
4950 Jacobs Ladder Road 
Lancaster, OH 43130 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

peter soria 
367 trailview rd. , encinitas, CA 92024  
 

February 9, 2008   2:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
peter soria 
367 trailview rd. 
encinitas, CA 92024 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Georgia Mattingly 
412 Verdant Circle , Longmont, CO 80501  
 

February 9, 2008   2:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Georgia Mattingly 
412 Verdant Circle 
Longmont, CO 80501 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Terry Stone 
7521 Ruffner Ave , Van Nuys, CA 914062488  
 

February 9, 2008   2:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Terry Stone 
7521 Ruffner Ave 
Van Nuys, CA 91406-2488 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jacquelyn Sorby 
4362 Yacht Harbor Dr , Stockton, CA 95204  
 

February 9, 2008   2:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jacquelyn Sorby 
4362 Yacht Harbor Dr 
Stockton, CA 95204 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

peter tegstad 
4225 ann st , fort collins, CO 80525  
 

February 9, 2008   2:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
peter tegstad 
4225 ann st 
fort collins, CO 80525 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

ordell vee 
427 2nd st. n.e. , madelia, MN 56062  
 

February 9, 2008   2:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
ordell vee 
427 2nd st. n.e. 
madelia, MN 56062 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Frederick H. Forschler 
8613 Zircon Crest Court , Elk Grove, CA 95624  
 

February 9, 2008   2:14 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Frederick H. Forschler 
8613 Zircon Crest Court 
Elk Grove, CA 95624 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tammy Johnson 
PO Box 540285 , North Salt Lake, UT 84054  
 

February 9, 2008   2:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tammy Johnson 
PO Box 540285 
North Salt Lake, UT 84054 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Susan Bullen 
1930 4th Street , SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901  
 

February 9, 2008   2:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Bullen 
1930 4th Street 
SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mike Bright 
2 Clos nant Ddu , Cardiff, AL CF23 8LF United Kingdom 
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Bright 
2 Clos nant Ddu 
Cardiff, AL CF23 8LF 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Vicki Burns 
760 Geary St , san francisco, CA 94109  
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Vicki Burns 
760 Geary St 
san francisco, CA 94109 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jeff Levy 
3912 Fruitvale Ave. , Oakland, CA 94602  
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeff Levy 
3912 Fruitvale Ave. 
Oakland, CA 94602 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

carla czybora 
1575 ridenour pkwy 2023, kennesaw, GA 30152  
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
carla czybora 
1575 ridenour pkwy 
2023 
kennesaw, GA 30152 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

mark vivan 
220 McNight Rd. , Saint Paul, MN 55119  
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
mark vivan 
220 McNight Rd. 
Saint Paul, MN 55119 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dirk Beving 
3334 Meier St.l , Los Angeles, CA 90066  
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dirk Beving 
3334 Meier St.l 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Louis LeBron 
179 Shinnecock Ave , Mastic, NY 11950  
 

February 9, 2008   2:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Louis LeBron 
179 Shinnecock Ave 
Mastic, NY 11950 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dawn Grib 
1170 S York Rd , Dillsburg, PA 17019  
 

February 9, 2008   2:09 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dawn Grib 
1170 S York Rd 
Dillsburg, PA 17019 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sharon Salisbury 
116 W. Blithedale , Mill Valley, CA 94941  
 

February 9, 2008   2:09 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sharon Salisbury 
116 W. Blithedale 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Diana Inagaki 
PO Box 18326 , South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151  
 

February 9, 2008   2:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Diana Inagaki 
PO Box 18326 
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Birgit Semsrott 
789 Patrick Court , Arcata, CA 95521  
 

February 9, 2008   2:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Birgit Semsrott 
789 Patrick Court 
Arcata, CA 95521 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

adene katzenemyer 
5016 solus place , Weed, CA 96094  
 

February 9, 2008   2:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
adene katzenemyer 
5016 solus place 
Weed, CA 96094 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jim Cronin 
PO Box 9544 , Spokane, WA 99209  
 

February 9, 2008   2:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim Cronin 
PO Box 9544 
Spokane, WA 99209 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

alexa morgan 
14719 W. Lupine Ln , Surprise, AZ 85374  
 

February 9, 2008   2:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
alexa morgan 
14719 W. Lupine Ln 
Surprise, AZ 85374 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tom Sanchez 
2250 Dorris Place , Los Angeles, CA 90031  
 

February 9, 2008   2:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tom Sanchez 
2250 Dorris Place 
Los Angeles, CA 90031 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Wayne Almond 
408 Clymer Ave. , Morrisville, PA 190672270  
 

February 9, 2008   2:06 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Wayne Almond 
408 Clymer Ave. 
Morrisville, PA 19067-2270 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Rantz 
411 1/2 W Bell Street , Houston, TX 77019  
 

February 9, 2008   2:05 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Rantz 
411 1/2 W Bell Street 
Houston, TX 77019 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Dougherty 
282 Pershing Ave. , New Britain, CT 060532750  
 

February 9, 2008   2:05 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Dougherty 
282 Pershing Ave. 
New Britain, CT 06053-2750 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lauren Shaw 
706 E. Washington St. Apt. 105 , Phoenix, AZ 85034  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Shaw 
706 E. Washington St. Apt. 105 
Phoenix, AZ 85034 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Duane De Witt 
Box 3068 , Santa Rosa, CA 95402  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Duane De Witt 
Box 3068 
Santa Rosa, CA 95402 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chris Paterson 
PO Box 409 , Taftsville, VT 05073  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Paterson 
PO Box 409 
Taftsville, VT 05073 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Melissa Dinwiddie 
436 SIERRA VISTA AVE. #10 , Mountain View, CA 94043  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Dinwiddie 
436 SIERRA VISTA AVE. #10 
Mountain View, CA 94043 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gary Sanders 
3980 Bibbits Drive , Palo Alto, CA 94303  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gary Sanders 
3980 Bibbits Drive 
Palo Alto, CA 94303 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Glenn Hovemann 
13315 Buttermilk Bend , North San Juan, CA 95960  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Glenn Hovemann 
13315 Buttermilk Bend 
North San Juan, CA 95960 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rae Ann Siewert 
53 Barbaree Way , Tiburon, CA 94920  
 

February 9, 2008   2:03 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rae Ann Siewert 
53 Barbaree Way 
Tiburon, CA 94920 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

melanie graf 
2401 westhaven av , bakersfield, CA 93304  
 

February 9, 2008   2:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
melanie graf 
2401 westhaven av 
bakersfield, CA 93304 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

E. George Strasser 
14 Hunterdon Avenue , Monroe Township, NJ 08831  
 

February 9, 2008   2:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
E. George Strasser 
14 Hunterdon Avenue 
Monroe Township, NJ 08831 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ron Brock 
601 Whitney Ln. , Missoula, MT 59802  
 

February 9, 2008   2:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ron Brock 
601 Whitney Ln. 
Missoula, MT 59802 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Margaret Hostetter 
11731 High Sierra #303 , Silverdale, WA 98383  
 

February 9, 2008   2:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Margaret Hostetter 
11731 High Sierra #303 
Silverdale, WA 98383 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Stephen Mallory 
2902 Unicornio Street , Carlsbad, CA 92009  
 

February 9, 2008   2:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Stephen Mallory 
2902 Unicornio Street 
Carlsbad, CA 92009 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

KC Curry 
7202 W Sun Lane , San Angelo, TX 769019759  
 

February 9, 2008   2:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
KC Curry 
7202 W Sun Lane 
San Angelo, TX 76901-9759 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

GERSHON... MENDLOVITZ... 
902 1/2 HARRIMAN PL , SAN ANTONIO, TX 78207  
 

February 9, 2008   2:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
GERSHON... MENDLOVITZ... 
902 1/2 HARRIMAN PL 
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78207 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Justine Jackson-Ricketts 
253 Little Big Horn Lane , Independence, VA 24348  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Justine Jackson-Ricketts 
253 Little Big Horn Lane 
Independence, VA 24348 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

joe and mary volpe 
P.O. Box 2083 , ventura, CA 93002  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
joe and mary volpe 
P.O. Box 2083 
ventura, CA 93002 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Francesca Voegelin 
2130 Hames Rd , Aptos, CA 950039560  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Francesca Voegelin 
2130 Hames Rd 
Aptos, CA 95003-9560 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Nick Yang 
2133 E. 74 St. , Brooklyn, NY 11234  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nick Yang 
2133 E. 74 St. 
Brooklyn, NY 11234 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kacey Donston 
PO Box 3061 , Florence, OR 97439  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kacey Donston 
PO Box 3061 
Florence, OR 97439 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Peter Corduan 
PO Box 80626 , Portland, OR 97280  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Corduan 
PO Box 80626 
Portland, OR 97280 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Maureen Fahlberg 
1735 Teakwood St. , Boulder City,, NV 89005  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Maureen Fahlberg 
1735 Teakwood St. 
Boulder City,, NV 89005 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Walter Gove 
PO Box 1399 , Boulder, UT 84716  
 

February 9, 2008   2:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Walter Gove 
PO Box 1399 
Boulder, UT 84716 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

James Harper 
530 Quail Run Court , Del Rey Oaks, CA 93940  
 

February 9, 2008   1:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
James Harper 
530 Quail Run Court 
Del Rey Oaks, CA 93940 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Earl Frounfelter 
120 Palm Court Drive , Santa Maria, CA 93454  
 

February 9, 2008   1:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Earl Frounfelter 
120 Palm Court Drive 
Santa Maria, CA 93454 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Georgeanne Brown 
4608 Dayton Ave. No. , Seattle, WA 98103  
 

February 9, 2008   1:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Georgeanne Brown 
4608 Dayton Ave. No. 
Seattle, WA 98103 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Max Kaehn 
234 N Murphy Avenue , Sunnyvale, CA 94086  
 

February 9, 2008   1:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Max Kaehn 
234 N Murphy Avenue 
Sunnyvale, CA 94086 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jeannie Park 
2601 NW 57th St , Seattle, WA 98107  
 

February 9, 2008   1:58 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeannie Park 
2601 NW 57th St 
Seattle, WA 98107 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paul Allard 
The Old Post Office Main Street, Lullington,  DE12 8EG United Kingdom 
 

February 9, 2008   1:57 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Allard 
The Old Post Office 
Main Street 
Lullington DE12 8EG 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rik Masterson 
4542 NE 27th Ave , Portland, OR 972116524  
 

February 9, 2008   1:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rik Masterson 
4542 NE 27th Ave 
Portland, OR 97211-6524 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Judith Abel 
Im Zimmerhof 10 , Basel, AE 4054 Switzerland 
 

February 9, 2008   1:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Judith Abel 
Im Zimmerhof 10 
Basel, AE 4054 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jim and Norma Lightcap 
6217 E. Catalina Dr. , Scottsdale, AZ 85251  
 

February 9, 2008   1:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim and Norma Lightcap 
6217 E. Catalina Dr. 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jonathan Dubay 
3807 NE19th Avenue , Portland, OR 97212  
 

February 9, 2008   1:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jonathan Dubay 
3807 NE19th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97212 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Martha Elaine Graybill 
1125 Loma Avenue #121, Coronado, CA 92118  
 

February 9, 2008   1:56 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Martha Elaine Graybill 
1125 Loma Avenue 
#121 
Coronado, CA 92118 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

frederick sall 
1510 west 25th street , miami beach, FL 33140  
 

February 9, 2008   1:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
frederick sall 
1510 west 25th street 
miami beach, FL 33140 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Corie Benton 
1549 North Heights Dr , Albany, OR 97321  
 

February 9, 2008   1:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Corie Benton 
1549 North Heights Dr 
Albany, OR 97321 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Michaela Hall 
603 West 148th Street, 7C , New York, NY 10031  
 

February 9, 2008   1:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michaela Hall 
603 West 148th Street, 7C 
New York, NY 10031 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mercedes Benet 
6550 Ambrosia Lane apt. 1019, Carlsbad, CA 92011  
 

February 9, 2008   1:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mercedes Benet 
6550 Ambrosia Lane 
apt. 1019 
Carlsbad, CA 92011 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Pamela Green 
2200 Pacific Ave., Unit 11E , San Francisco, CA 94115  
 

February 9, 2008   1:55 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Pamela Green 
2200 Pacific Ave., Unit 11E 
San Francisco, CA 94115 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John Kolarik 
151 Bergwall Way , Vallejo, CA 94591  
 

February 9, 2008   1:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Kolarik 
151 Bergwall Way 
Vallejo, CA 94591 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Larry Drew 
14305 Briarthorn Drive , Tampa, FL 33625  
 

February 9, 2008   1:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Larry Drew 
14305 Briarthorn Drive 
Tampa, FL 33625 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Elizabeth Bryant 
632 W. Elias St. , Meridian, ID 83642  
 

February 9, 2008   1:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Bryant 
632 W. Elias St. 
Meridian, ID 83642 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

dan bessie 
le Clos du Prieur , brantome,  24310 France 
 

February 9, 2008   1:54 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
dan bessie 
le Clos du Prieur 
brantome 24310 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

M L 
2320 S Locust , Denver, CO 80222  
 

February 9, 2008   1:53 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
M L 
2320 S Locust 
Denver, CO 80222 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sandra Maddox 
18479 Harris Ave NE , Suquamish, WA 98392  
 

February 9, 2008   1:53 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandra Maddox 
18479 Harris Ave NE 
Suquamish, WA 98392 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

fiorenza rossetto 
via del lago 12 , bracciano,  00062 Italy 
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
fiorenza rossetto 
via del lago 12 
bracciano 00062 
 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Keith Woodard 
6932 SW Ivy Lane , Portland, OR 97225  
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Keith Woodard 
6932 SW Ivy Lane 
Portland, OR 97225 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paula Wood 
1001 Cooper Point SW #140/321, Olympia, WA 98505  
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paula Wood 
1001 Cooper Point SW 
#140/321 
Olympia, WA 98505 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Carolyn Knoll 
520C North Main Street, #105 , Heber City, UT 84032  
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carolyn Knoll 
520C North Main Street, #105 
Heber City, UT 84032 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mark Williams 
6 Swain Lane , Raymond, NH 03077  
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Williams 
6 Swain Lane 
Raymond, NH 03077 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jay Esposito 
3316 So Durango Ave #2 , LOS ANGELES, CA 90034  
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jay Esposito 
3316 So Durango Ave #2 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90034 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Leah Kane 
1900 Columbia Pike , Arlington, VA 22204  
 

February 9, 2008   1:52 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Leah Kane 
1900 Columbia Pike 
Arlington, VA 22204 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Paul Szymanowski 
22185 W. state Route 579 , Curtice, OH 43412  
 

February 9, 2008   1:50 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Paul Szymanowski 
22185 W. state Route 579 
Curtice, OH 43412 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Wendy Wein 
718 Skylake Way , Sacramento, CA 95831  
 

February 9, 2008   1:49 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Wendy Wein 
718 Skylake Way 
Sacramento, CA 95831 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ruth Weber 
2051 Cardinal La SE , Lacey, WA 98503  
 

February 9, 2008   1:49 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth Weber 
2051 Cardinal La SE 
Lacey, WA 98503 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Angyl Wisemessenger 
PO Box 152427 , Arlington, TX 76015  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Angyl Wisemessenger 
PO Box 152427 
Arlington, TX 76015 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Yvonne Neal 
8707 Falmouth Avenue Unit 118, Playa del Rey, CA 90293  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Yvonne Neal 
8707 Falmouth Avenue 
Unit 118 
Playa del Rey, CA 90293 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

colin fletcher 
5408 oak trail , dallas, TX 75232  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
colin fletcher 
5408 oak trail 
dallas, TX 75232 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

N. Dewolf 
225 irving Street, #6 , San Francisco, CA 94122  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
N. Dewolf 
225 irving Street, #6 
San Francisco, CA 94122 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patty Bonney 
8625 SW Oleson Road , Portland, OR 97223  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patty Bonney 
8625 SW Oleson Road 
Portland, OR 97223 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John and Sandra laue 
8 Morehouse Driv e , La Selva Beach, CA 950761629  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John and Sandra laue 
8 Morehouse Driv e 
La Selva Beach, CA 95076-1629 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patsy Stratton 
1378 Quyaker St. , Eugene, OR 08402  
 

February 9, 2008   1:48 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patsy Stratton 
1378 Quyaker St. 
Eugene, OR 08402 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Susan Benson 
MPB88 Po Box9011 , Calexico, CA 92232  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Benson 
MPB88 Po Box9011 
Calexico, CA 92232 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Daniel Goldberg 
2120 N Pacific Ave  #27 , Santa Cruz, CA 95060  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Goldberg 
2120 N Pacific Ave  #27 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Adele Cirkelis 
36 Thrift St. , San Francisco, CA 94112  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Adele Cirkelis 
36 Thrift St. 
San Francisco, CA 94112 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Spencer 
6201 Emerald Lake Ave , San Diego, CA 92119  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Spencer 
6201 Emerald Lake Ave 
San Diego, CA 92119 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Richard Kramer 
8505 S W 80th Place , Miami, FL 33143  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Kramer 
8505 S W 80th Place 
Miami, FL 33143 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marcus Sabom 
3807 Kitchen Hill Ln. , Sugar Land, TX 77479  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marcus Sabom 
3807 Kitchen Hill Ln. 
Sugar Land, TX 77479 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert Bach 
4130 Piper Drive , Jacksonville, FL 32207  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Bach 
4130 Piper Drive 
Jacksonville, FL 32207 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jerald Stockman 
6511 150th Place SE , Bellevue, WA 98006  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jerald Stockman 
6511 150th Place SE 
Bellevue, WA 98006 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Debra Teplin 
25 Alpine Terrace , Pleasantville, NY 10570  
 

February 9, 2008   1:46 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Debra Teplin 
25 Alpine Terrace 
Pleasantville, NY 10570 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Karen Malley 
1609 S Gary St , Anaheim, CA 92804  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Malley 
1609 S Gary St 
Anaheim, CA 92804 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Brett Dalton 
PO Box 1343 , Paso Robles, CA 93447  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brett Dalton 
PO Box 1343 
Paso Robles, CA 93447 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sharon Smarik 
8532 E Mabel Pl. , Tucson, AZ 85715  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sharon Smarik 
8532 E Mabel Pl. 
Tucson, AZ 85715 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

marilyn & tom finnelli 
1847 eagles pt. , Apopka, FL 327122055  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
marilyn %pa_first_name% tom finnelli 
1847 eagles pt. 
Apopka, FL 32712-2055 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mike Konopa 
60 Mann Street , Irvine            92612, CA 926122127  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mike Konopa 
60 Mann Street 
Irvine            92612, CA 92612-2127 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dean Johnson 
428  Grand Avenue Apartment D, Spring Valley, CA 91977  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dean Johnson 
428  Grand Avenue 
Apartment D 
Spring Valley, CA 91977 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

April King 
212 W 85th St Apt 1W , New York, NY 100243916  
 

February 9, 2008   1:43 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
April King 
212 W 85th St Apt 1W 
New York, NY 10024-3916 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Denise Pierce 
208 South Battin , Wichita, KS 67218  
 

February 9, 2008   1:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Denise Pierce 
208 South Battin 
Wichita, KS 67218 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Peter Newton 
901 E Van Buren St 2087, Phoenix, AZ 85006  
 

February 9, 2008   1:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Newton 
901 E Van Buren St 
2087 
Phoenix, AZ 85006 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Laura Phillips 
10110 Kennedy Avenue , Highland, IN 46322  
 

February 9, 2008   1:41 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Phillips 
10110 Kennedy Avenue 
Highland, IN 46322 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Anne Riley 
1420 S 18th St , Lafayette, IN 47905  
 

February 9, 2008   1:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Riley 
1420 S 18th St 
Lafayette, IN 47905 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Melvin 
21 Cromwell Drive , Chester,, NJ 07930  
 

February 9, 2008   1:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Melvin 
21 Cromwell Drive 
Chester,, NJ 07930 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marie Gorsline 
1700 York Avenue , NY, NY 10128  
 

February 9, 2008   1:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Gorsline 
1700 York Avenue 
NY, NY 10128 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Susan Jacoby 
PO Box 35 , Butler, TN 37640  
 

February 9, 2008   1:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Jacoby 
PO Box 35 
Butler, TN 37640 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Debbie Griffin 
24 Birchwood Terrace , Danielson, CT 06239  
 

February 9, 2008   1:40 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Debbie Griffin 
24 Birchwood Terrace 
Danielson, CT 06239 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mark Beckwith 
2931 Ellis St. , Berkeley, CA 94703  
 

February 9, 2008   1:38 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Beckwith 
2931 Ellis St. 
Berkeley, CA 94703 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Leslie Hickcox 
3023 N. 17th Ave. , Phoenix, AZ 85015  
 

February 9, 2008   1:38 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Leslie Hickcox 
3023 N. 17th Ave. 
Phoenix, AZ 85015 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

James Provenzano 
3438 Merrimac Road , Los Angeles, CA 90049  
 

February 9, 2008   1:38 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
James Provenzano 
3438 Merrimac Road 
Los Angeles, CA 90049 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Janet Kuncl 
3 Pine Lake Drive , Collinsvillle, IL 62234/4918  
 

February 9, 2008   1:38 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Janet Kuncl 
3 Pine Lake Drive 
Collinsvillle, IL 62234/4918 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lauren Murdock 
3940 Via Lucero , Santa Barbara, CA 93110  
 

February 9, 2008   1:38 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Murdock 
3940 Via Lucero 
Santa Barbara, CA 93110 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Patti Davis 
742 Treat Ave , San Francisco, CA 94110  
 

February 9, 2008   1:37 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Patti Davis 
742 Treat Ave 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Rev. Jeffrey Womble 
11277 N. Highway 99 , Lodi, CA 95240  
 

February 9, 2008   1:37 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rev. Jeffrey Womble 
11277 N. Highway 99 
Lodi, CA 95240 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Timothy Ulrey 
4741 SE 34th Avenue , Portland, OR 97202  
 

February 9, 2008   1:37 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Timothy Ulrey 
4741 SE 34th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97202 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

susan bagshaw 
27510 highway 72 , bouse, AZ 85325  
 

February 9, 2008   1:37 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
susan bagshaw 
27510 highway 72 
bouse, AZ 85325 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Julie Lam 
14821 Del Amo Avenue , Tustin, CA 92780  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Julie Lam 
14821 Del Amo Avenue 
Tustin, CA 92780 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jason Levy 
1375 Burns Drive , Elgin, IL 60120  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jason Levy 
1375 Burns Drive 
Elgin, IL 60120 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Margie Middleton 
3140 W. Canyon Ave. , San Diego, CA 92123  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Margie Middleton 
3140 W. Canyon Ave. 
San Diego, CA 92123 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Betty &  Mr. Martin Ellyn 
9426 Hargis St. , Los Angeles, CA 90034  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Betty %pa_first_name%  Mr. Martin Ellyn 
9426 Hargis St. 
Los Angeles, CA 90034 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Theresa Ciavarella 
1419 Adams Avenue , Altoona, PA 16602  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Theresa Ciavarella 
1419 Adams Avenue 
Altoona, PA 16602 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Rice 
1207 Roxbury Court , santa clara, CA 95050  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Rice 
1207 Roxbury Court 
santa clara, CA 95050 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Bryant Floyd 
P.O. Box 6325 , Kent, WA 98064  
 

February 9, 2008   1:35 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bryant Floyd 
P.O. Box 6325 
Kent, WA 98064 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Renee DeMartin 
4408 Delridge Way SW  #312 , Seattle, WA 98106  
 

February 9, 2008   1:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Renee DeMartin 
4408 Delridge Way SW  #312 
Seattle, WA 98106 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Brian Jones 
5158 S. LAVENDER MOON WAY , Tucson, AZ 85746  
 

February 9, 2008   1:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Jones 
5158 S. LAVENDER MOON WAY 
Tucson, AZ 85746 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

George Quasha 
124 Station Hill Road , Barrytown, NY 125075018  
 

February 9, 2008   1:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
George Quasha 
124 Station Hill Road 
Barrytown, NY 12507-5018 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jeanne Sears, PhD, MS, RN 
11226 109th Ave NE , Kirkland, WA 98033  
 

February 9, 2008   1:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeanne Sears, PhD, MS, RN 
11226 109th Ave NE 
Kirkland, WA 98033 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Roxeanna Zaborac 
3400 S Old Glenn Hwy , Palmer, AK 99645  
 

February 9, 2008   1:33 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Roxeanna Zaborac 
3400 S Old Glenn Hwy 
Palmer, AK 99645 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

holly lynette 
1888 s jackson , denver, CO 80210  
 

February 9, 2008   1:31 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
holly lynette 
1888 s jackson 
denver, CO 80210 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Leslie Coble 
Box 122 , Milesburg, PA 16853  
 

February 9, 2008   1:31 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Leslie Coble 
Box 122 
Milesburg, PA 16853 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Karen Riggar 
7338 SALEM TRAIL , Ravenna, OH 44266-8944  
 

February 9, 2008   1:31 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Riggar 
7338 SALEM TRAIL 
Ravenna, OH 44266-8944 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John Paden 
3995 Martin Dr , Boulder, CO 80305  
 

February 9, 2008   1:30 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Paden 
3995 Martin Dr 
Boulder, CO 80305 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

charles button 
1665 s. mountain view drive , cornville, AZ 86325  
 

February 9, 2008   1:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
charles button 
1665 s. mountain view drive 
cornville, AZ 86325 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Amy Bostick 
21374 Dunn St. , Wildomar, CA 92595  
 

February 9, 2008   1:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Amy Bostick 
21374 Dunn St. 
Wildomar, CA 92595 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Steve Tyler 
2564 Franki St , Orange, CA 92865  
 

February 9, 2008   1:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Tyler 
2564 Franki St 
Orange, CA 92865 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Todd Patrick 
1587 Crawford Way , Glenwood Springs, CO 81601  
 

February 9, 2008   1:29 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Todd Patrick 
1587 Crawford Way 
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Frank Wegscheider 
207 San Anselmo Ln , Placentia, CA 92870  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Frank Wegscheider 
207 San Anselmo Ln 
Placentia, CA 92870 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lyn Conklin 
30 Seventh Street , Holbrook, NY 11741  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lyn Conklin 
30 Seventh Street 
Holbrook, NY 11741 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Steven Barrows 
6 Parkwood Dr. , Wareham, MA 02571  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Barrows 
6 Parkwood Dr. 
Wareham, MA 02571 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Mark Wrobel 
8063 S. Tennessee Ave. , Willowbrook, IL 60527  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Wrobel 
8063 S. Tennessee Ave. 
Willowbrook, IL 60527 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kent Ross 
47720 5 Hui Kelu Street , Kaneohe, HI 96744  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kent Ross 
47720 5 Hui Kelu Street 
Kaneohe, HI 96744 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Russell Novkov 
4817 Sheboygan Ave 508# , Madison, WI 53705  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Russell Novkov 
4817 Sheboygan Ave 508# 
Madison, WI 53705 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jean Dennis 
874 Aster Way , Golden, CO 80401  
 

February 9, 2008   1:28 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Dennis 
874 Aster Way 
Golden, CO 80401 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Joanne Pence 
325 Pacific Street , Columbia City, OR 97018  
 

February 9, 2008   1:27 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joanne Pence 
325 Pacific Street 
Columbia City, OR 97018 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Brandi McCauley 
6215 Woodland Road , Des Moines, IA 50312  
 

February 9, 2008   1:27 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brandi McCauley 
6215 Woodland Road 
Des Moines, IA 50312 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chad McCrory 
503 huntington place , canton, GA 30115  
 

February 9, 2008   1:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chad McCrory 
503 huntington place 
canton, GA 30115 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Caryn Graves 
1642 Curtis St. , Berkeley, CA 94702  
 

February 9, 2008   1:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Caryn Graves 
1642 Curtis St. 
Berkeley, CA 94702 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

A.L. Steiner 
983 Metropolitan Ave. , Brooklyn, NY 11211  
 

February 9, 2008   1:25 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
A.L. Steiner 
983 Metropolitan Ave. 
Brooklyn, NY 11211 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Randall McKinnon 
1465 Aala Street , Honolulu, HI 96817  
 

February 9, 2008   1:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Randall McKinnon 
1465 Aala Street 
Honolulu, HI 96817 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Martha Moyle 
6 Blazedwood Court , Ballwin, MO 63021  
 

February 9, 2008   1:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Martha Moyle 
6 Blazedwood Court 
Ballwin, MO 63021 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dina Wilson 
3685 17th St #7 , San FRancisco, CA 94114  
 

February 9, 2008   1:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dina Wilson 
3685 17th St #7 
San FRancisco, CA 94114 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sandy Zelasko 
15864 Severino Lane , Valley Center, CA 920827635  
 

February 9, 2008   1:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandy Zelasko 
15864 Severino Lane 
Valley Center, CA 92082-7635 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

S. Hunter 
410 Churchill Rd , Sierra Madre, CA 91024  
 

February 9, 2008   1:24 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
S. Hunter 
410 Churchill Rd 
Sierra Madre, CA 91024 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dallas Kistler 
2635 E River Rd , Newton Falls, OH 44444  
 

February 9, 2008   1:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dallas Kistler 
2635 E River Rd 
Newton Falls, OH 44444 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lynne Weisskirk 
1131 7th Street South Apartment 105, Waite Park, MN 56387  
 

February 9, 2008   1:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lynne Weisskirk 
1131 7th Street South 
Apartment 105 
Waite Park, MN 56387 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

gustavo zardeneta 
p.o. box 1331 , Alamosa, CO 81101  
 

February 9, 2008   1:23 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
gustavo zardeneta 
p.o. box 1331 
Alamosa, CO 81101 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Thomas Artin 
240 King's Highway , Sparkill, NY 10976  
 

February 9, 2008   1:22 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Thomas Artin 
240 King's Highway 
Sparkill, NY 10976 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Tammy Roberts 
3725 Canterbury Ln #40 , Bellingham, WA 98225  
 

February 9, 2008   1:22 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tammy Roberts 
3725 Canterbury Ln #40 
Bellingham, WA 98225 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sammy Ehrnman 
10561 Monte Vista St , Alta Loma, CA 91701  
 

February 9, 2008   1:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sammy Ehrnman 
10561 Monte Vista St 
Alta Loma, CA 91701 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Roger Sargent 
6011 Colony Circle , Colorado Springs, CO 80919  
 

February 9, 2008   1:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Roger Sargent 
6011 Colony Circle 
Colorado Springs, CO 80919 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

natalia quiroga 
4901 heil ave #a3 , huntington beach, CA 92647  
 

February 9, 2008   1:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
natalia quiroga 
4901 heil ave #a3 
huntington beach, CA 92647 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Peter Bedard 
1239 Manzanita Street , Los Angeles, CA 90029  
 

February 9, 2008   1:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Bedard 
1239 Manzanita Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90029 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Garry Cobbum 
59277 Hazel Rd , South Bend, IN 466149723  
 

February 9, 2008   1:21 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Garry Cobbum 
59277 Hazel Rd 
South Bend, IN 46614-9723 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Meaghan Haar 
15 River Drive , Wilsonville, AL 35186  
 

February 9, 2008   1:20 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Meaghan Haar 
15 River Drive 
Wilsonville, AL 35186 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Steven Langer 
247 Manhattan Drive , Boulder, CO 60466  
 

February 9, 2008   1:20 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Langer 
247 Manhattan Drive 
Boulder, CO 60466 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dana Ip 
2713 Prestonwood Dr. , plano, TX 75093  
 

February 9, 2008   1:20 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dana Ip 
2713 Prestonwood Dr. 
plano, TX 75093 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

R.A.L. West 
P.O. Box 658 , Silver City, NM 880620658  
 

February 9, 2008   1:19 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
R.A.L. West 
P.O. Box 658 
Silver City, NM 88062-0658 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Peter Pamela Rose 
13924 Panay Way #601, Marina del Rey, CA 90292  
 

February 9, 2008   1:19 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Pamela Rose 
13924 Panay Way 
#601 
Marina del Rey, CA 90292 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Steve Aydelott 
20782 Liberty Lane , Bend, OR 977018064  
 

February 9, 2008   1:19 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Aydelott 
20782 Liberty Lane 
Bend, OR 97701-8064 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Fred Murhammer 
463 Harman Street , Brooklyn, NY 11237  
 

February 9, 2008   1:19 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Fred Murhammer 
463 Harman Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11237 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

kylie cobb 
2790 broadway , new york, NY 10025  
 

February 9, 2008   1:19 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
kylie cobb 
2790 broadway 
new york, NY 10025 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gary Usinger 
1290 Punta Gorda Circle , Winter Springs, FL 32708  
 

February 9, 2008   1:19 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gary Usinger 
1290 Punta Gorda Circle 
Winter Springs, FL 32708 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert Apperson 
1311 Lorimer road , Raleigh, NC 27606  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Apperson 
1311 Lorimer road 
Raleigh, NC 27606 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Joseph Faler 
8106 Wycomb , Houston, TX 77070  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Faler 
8106 Wycomb 
Houston, TX 77070 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sally Jacques 
2405 B West 10 Street , Austin, TX 78703  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sally Jacques 
2405 B West 10 Street 
Austin, TX 78703 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Barry Seth 
1355 Wilmot Road , Deerfield, IL 60015  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barry Seth 
1355 Wilmot Road 
Deerfield, IL 60015 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Israel J. Barzak 
118 Willow Bend Lane , Ormond Beach,, FL 321744850  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Israel J. Barzak 
118 Willow Bend Lane 
Ormond Beach,, FL 32174-4850 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jane Oberlander 
8828 1st Ave NE , Seattle, WA 98115  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jane Oberlander 
8828 1st Ave NE 
Seattle, WA 98115 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Michelle Hache 
106 Cabrini Blvd #1C , New York, NY 10033  
 

February 9, 2008   1:18 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Hache 
106 Cabrini Blvd #1C 
New York, NY 10033 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

JAYSON BURKE 
1439 SANDWICH DR , SANDWICH, IL 60548  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
JAYSON BURKE 
1439 SANDWICH DR 
SANDWICH, IL 60548 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert Roberto 
10746 North Magnolia Ave 8C , san diego, CA 92071  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Roberto 
10746 North Magnolia Ave 8C 
san diego, CA 92071 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

KELLI BURKE 
1439 SANDWICH DR , SANDWICH, IL 60548  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
KELLI BURKE 
1439 SANDWICH DR 
SANDWICH, IL 60548 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

JOANNE BURKE 
1439 SANDWICH DR , SANDWICH, IL 60548  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
JOANNE BURKE 
1439 SANDWICH DR 
SANDWICH, IL 60548 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

PATRICK COSGROVE 
1332 N CLEAVER ST #2F , CHICAGO, IL 60622  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
PATRICK COSGROVE 
1332 N CLEAVER ST #2F 
CHICAGO, IL 60622 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dagmar Nilsen 
18825 Vashon  Hwy. SW , Vashon, WA 98070  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dagmar Nilsen 
18825 Vashon  Hwy. SW 
Vashon, WA 98070 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Keith Hall 
R#1 Box 339 , Wayne City, IL 62895  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Keith Hall 
R#1 Box 339 
Wayne City, IL 62895 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Nathan Gaston 
PO Box 443 312 Wildcat Canyon Rd., Driggs, ID 83422  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nathan Gaston 
PO Box 443 
312 Wildcat Canyon Rd. 
Driggs, ID 83422 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kathy Chadwell 
2533 Bennett Road , Lafayette, IN 47909  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathy Chadwell 
2533 Bennett Road 
Lafayette, IN 47909 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alicia Barragan 
18261 El Nino Ct. , Sonoma, CA 95476  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alicia Barragan 
18261 El Nino Ct. 
Sonoma, CA 95476 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

liz tormes 
84 E 4th St #2 , New York, NY 10003  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
liz tormes 
84 E 4th St #2 
New York, NY 10003 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

D. Rowe 
2118 Wilshire Blvd #259, Santa Monica, CA 90403  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
D. Rowe 
2118 Wilshire Blvd 
#259 
Santa Monica, CA 90403 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

B. Blank 
8520 SW 91 Court , Miami, FL 33173  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
B. Blank 
8520 SW 91 Court 
Miami, FL 33173 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jeanne Koch 
165 Pinecrest Dr. , Port Townsend, WA 98368  
 

February 9, 2008   1:17 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jeanne Koch 
165 Pinecrest Dr. 
Port Townsend, WA 98368 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert Diehl 
448 E 100 N , HYDE PARK, UT 843183406  
 

February 9, 2008   1:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Diehl 
448 E 100 N 
HYDE PARK, UT 84318-3406 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert Rusk 
403 Claridge Court , Point Pleasant, NJ 08742  
 

February 9, 2008   1:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Rusk 
403 Claridge Court 
Point Pleasant, NJ 08742 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Barb Holznagel 
515 Harrison St , Anoka, MN 55303  
 

February 9, 2008   1:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barb Holznagel 
515 Harrison St 
Anoka, MN 55303 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Betty Shipley 
9620 W Marlasue St , Crystal Rive, FL 34428  
 

February 9, 2008   1:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Betty Shipley 
9620 W Marlasue St 
Crystal Rive, FL 34428 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Diane Benya 
3491 CasCADE tERRACE , West Linn, OR 97068  
 

February 9, 2008   1:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Diane Benya 
3491 CasCADE tERRACE 
West Linn, OR 97068 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert J Hoitela 
189 Poe Place , Piscataway, NJ 8854  
 

February 9, 2008   1:15 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert J Hoitela 
189 Poe Place 
Piscataway, NJ 8854 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

John & Madeleine Peterson 
519 W. Taylor St. #251 , Santa Maria, CA 93458  
 

February 9, 2008   1:14 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
John %pa_first_name% Madeleine Peterson 
519 W. Taylor St. #251 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Hilde Depauw 
2103 Westchester Avenue , Catonsville, MD 212284758  
 

February 9, 2008   1:14 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Hilde Depauw 
2103 Westchester Avenue 
Catonsville, MD 21228-4758 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lisa Stone 
8902 Birdwood Ct , Houston, TX 77096  
 

February 9, 2008   1:14 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lisa Stone 
8902 Birdwood Ct 
Houston, TX 77096 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Christopher Dent 
1719 NW 23rd Ave #5F , Gainesville, FL 32605  
 

February 9, 2008   1:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christopher Dent 
1719 NW 23rd Ave #5F 
Gainesville, FL 32605 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Dorrie Farrell 
3501 Halibut Pt. Hwy. , SITKA, AK 99835  
 

February 9, 2008   1:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dorrie Farrell 
3501 Halibut Pt. Hwy. 
SITKA, AK 99835 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Susan Morgan 
1681 Peaceful Valley Drive , Maple Falls, WA 98266  
 

February 9, 2008   1:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Morgan 
1681 Peaceful Valley Drive 
Maple Falls, WA 98266 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

lwyant1@san.rr.com Wyant 
12047 World Trade Drive, Unit 2 , San Diego, CA 921284679  
 

February 9, 2008   1:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
lwyant1@san.rr.com Wyant 
12047 World Trade Drive, Unit 2 
San Diego, CA 92128-4679 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Marie Wolfe 
977 Royal Rd. , Annville, PA 17003  
 

February 9, 2008   1:13 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marie Wolfe 
977 Royal Rd. 
Annville, PA 17003 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Betsy Pendergast 
530 Roosevelt Street , Port Townsend, WA 98368  
 

February 9, 2008   1:12 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Betsy Pendergast 
530 Roosevelt Street 
Port Townsend, WA 98368 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

jim wardell 
3087 s. holly pl , denver, CO 80222  
 

February 9, 2008   1:12 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
jim wardell 
3087 s. holly pl 
denver, CO 80222 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Skyler McVaugh 
10431 Woodchuck LN SE , Port Orchard, WA 98367  
 

February 9, 2008   1:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Skyler McVaugh 
10431 Woodchuck LN SE 
Port Orchard, WA 98367 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lawrence Nagel 
375 Ashland Loop Rd , Ashland, OR 97520  
 

February 9, 2008   1:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lawrence Nagel 
375 Ashland Loop Rd 
Ashland, OR 97520 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sharmayne Busher 
9515 NE 80TH AVE , Vancouver, WA 986621881  
 

February 9, 2008   1:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sharmayne Busher 
9515 NE 80TH AVE 
Vancouver, WA 98662-1881 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

J Shorey 
1409 Euclid Avenue, #6 , Miami Beach, FL 33139  
 

February 9, 2008   1:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
J Shorey 
1409 Euclid Avenue, #6 
Miami Beach, FL 33139 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Nhelson Jaramillo 
540 West. 55th.Street. Apt 3-K , New York, NY 10019  
 

February 9, 2008   1:11 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nhelson Jaramillo 
540 West. 55th.Street. Apt 3-K 
New York, NY 10019 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Gina Bowley 
16042 Melody Ln , Huntington Bch, CA 92649  
 

February 9, 2008   1:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gina Bowley 
16042 Melody Ln 
Huntington Bch, CA 92649 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Catherine Dichner 
204 Kalalau Street , Honolulu, HI 96825  
 

February 9, 2008   1:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Catherine Dichner 
204 Kalalau Street 
Honolulu, HI 96825 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Vanessa Pesec 
11705 Cali Court , Concord, OH 44077  
 

February 9, 2008   1:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Pesec 
11705 Cali Court 
Concord, OH 44077 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Ann Pryich 
P.O. Box 14363 , Mill Creek, WA 98012  
 

February 9, 2008   1:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ann Pryich 
P.O. Box 14363 
Mill Creek, WA 98012 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Chris Somerville 
4480 Grant Street , West Linn, OR 97068  
 

February 9, 2008   1:10 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Somerville 
4480 Grant Street 
West Linn, OR 97068 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Terry 
11629 Fenwick Circle , Parker, CO 80134  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Terry 
11629 Fenwick Circle 
Parker, CO 80134 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Abbey Boeckman 
11087 Goodwin RD. , Benton, AR 72015  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Abbey Boeckman 
11087 Goodwin RD. 
Benton, AR 72015 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Jennifer Kelly 
820 coventry Rd , Kensington, CA 94707  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Kelly 
820 coventry Rd 
Kensington, CA 94707 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Sophia Letourneau 
203 east laurel Drive , Margate, FL 33063  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sophia Letourneau 
203 east laurel Drive 
Margate, FL 33063 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

jim jccrowle@aolcom 
27319 126th PL SE , Kent, WA 980308916  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
jim jccrowle@aolcom 
27319 126th PL SE 
Kent, WA 98030-8916 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Andrew Clark 
555 Bryant Street #210, Palo Alto, CA 94301  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Andrew Clark 
555 Bryant Street 
#210 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Carl Kurtz 
607 Main St. , Lykens, PA 170481310  
 

February 9, 2008   1:07 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Carl Kurtz 
607 Main St. 
Lykens, PA 17048-1310 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

jim sickafoose 
11340 w. 38th ave. #9 , wheat ridge, CO 80033  
 

February 9, 2008   1:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
jim sickafoose 
11340 w. 38th ave. #9 
wheat ridge, CO 80033 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Robert Tyson 
1146 Longhorn Lane , Lincoln, CA 95648  
 

February 9, 2008   1:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Tyson 
1146 Longhorn Lane 
Lincoln, CA 95648 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

D Chiu 
8890 Glen Ferry Dr. , Alpharetta, GA 30022  
 

February 9, 2008   1:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
D Chiu 
8890 Glen Ferry Dr. 
Alpharetta, GA 30022 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Alli Larkin 
21937 7th Ave So , Des Moines, WA 98198  
 

February 9, 2008   1:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alli Larkin 
21937 7th Ave So 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Irene Pendze 
308 e thayer street , Philadelphia, PA 19134  
 

February 9, 2008   1:04 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Irene Pendze 
308 e thayer street 
Philadelphia, PA 19134 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Anne Ritchings 
50 Quail Meadow Rd. , Placitas, NM 87043  
 

February 9, 2008   1:02 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Ritchings 
50 Quail Meadow Rd. 
Placitas, NM 87043 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Nicole Heslip 
200 Deer Hollow Rd. , San Anselmo, CA 94960  
 

February 9, 2008   1:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Heslip 
200 Deer Hollow Rd. 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

David Talamo 
P.O. Box 177 , woodacre, CA 94973  
 

February 9, 2008   1:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Talamo 
P.O. Box 177 
woodacre, CA 94973 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Fred Karlson 
POB 334 5779 Vista Dr, Ferndale, WA 98248  
 

February 9, 2008   1:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Fred Karlson 
POB 334 
5779 Vista Dr 
Ferndale, WA 98248 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

barbara caley 
332 ogden , denver, CO 80218  
 

February 9, 2008   1:01 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
barbara caley 
332 ogden 
denver, CO 80218 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

robert duerr 
5010 droddy st , houston, TX 77091  
 

February 9, 2008   1:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
robert duerr 
5010 droddy st 
houston, TX 77091 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Lori C 
3312 Miliss St , Virginia Beach, VA 23464  
 

February 9, 2008   1:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lori C 
3312 Miliss St 
Virginia Beach, VA 23464 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Kendrick Wilson 
10164 E. Cardiff Pl. , Tucson, AZ 85748  
 

February 9, 2008   1:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kendrick Wilson 
10164 E. Cardiff Pl. 
Tucson, AZ 85748 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Anca Vlasopolos 
820 Notre Dame , Grosse Pointe, MI 48230  
 

February 9, 2008   1:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Anca Vlasopolos 
820 Notre Dame 
Grosse Pointe, MI 48230 
 
 



 
202-429-3945 

Elizabeth Lang 
1930 SW 25 Terrace , Miami, FL 331332416  
 

February 9, 2008   1:00 AM 
 
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS 
Argonne National Laboratory 
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4 
Argonne, IL 60439 
 
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor 
 
 
Dear Argonne National Labs: 
 
The proposed designations in the Department of Energy's Draft Programmatic EIS (PEIS) will 
have significant impacts to wildlife habitat, cultural resources, recreation opportunities, and 
many other resources on federal lands across the west.  Once designated, the corridors will cover 
6,000 miles and almost 3 million acres of public lands. With large-scale buildup likely within 
these corridors, public involvement in the planning process is crucial to ensure that the 
designation of these corridors is a positive step for our public lands.   
 
By taking the responsibility to move forward with a process to designate large swaths of our 
federal lands as places for oil, gas and hydrogen pipelines, and power lines, the government also 
took on the responsibility of doing it right. This would involve ensuring that: 
 
- new pipelines or powerlines are actually needed: agencies should analyze the potential to meet 
growing energy demands through increased energy efficiency, distributed generation and 
maximizing the use of the existing power grid through technology upgrades before turning to 
additional or wider corridors on our public land; 
 
- federal lands are necessary locations and special or sensitive public lands are avoided 
altogether: agencies should continue analyzing impacts to special public lands and moving 
corridors to avoid them.  The agencies should use analysis provided by conservation groups to 
move corridors out of special places like Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument and the 
dozens of other outstanding units which the proposed corridors would cross; 
 
- projects are subjected to best management practices to limit damage to other resources, 
recreation and views: agencies should make their Interagency Operating Procedures mandatory;  
 
- risks to federal and other affected lands are realistically and thoroughly assessed, so that those 
risks can then be avoided or minimized: agencies should analyze cumulative impacts to both 
federal lands and state, private, and tribal lands which will be impacted when the corridors are 
connected;  



 
- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to 
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;  
 
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar: 
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of 
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating 
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy; 
 
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness 
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by 
the proposed corridors.  Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are 
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors.  Wild 
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be 
avoided; and    
 
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on 
what they don't like about the proposed plan.  The agencies (who have all of the pertinent 
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop 
alternatives. 
 
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless 
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.  
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elizabeth Lang 
1930 SW 25 Terrace 
Miami, FL 33133-2416 
 


