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realize the fate that eventually the corridor does not
exi st when federal |land interfaces with state, |ocal,
and private urban devel opment. That has al ways been an
i ssue. A perfect exanple right here locally is the
canyon utility corridor that comes over the nountain
near Bountiful and Centerville. 1It's a designated
corridor over Forest Service lands. You get to the
bottom of the nountain and there is no corridor. So
that's an exanple of the type of things we need to | ook
at in this process because a 50-mle corridor doesn't
get you fromWomng to California.

We will be filing formal witten comments
prior to Novenber 28th. | appreciate the opportunity.
| am al so taking the opportunity to speak in Las Vegas
on some nore site-specific issues there. Thank you.

Oh, and M. Fisher and any other nmembers of
the DEQ are nore than welcome to come | ook at the
recl amati on and re-vegetation of the Kern River
Pipeline. W are very proud of it. uro4

MR. POVWERS: Thank you very much. M. John
Jurrius with the Ute Indian Tribe.

MR. JURRIUS: Good afternoon. |If the panel
woul d allow ne, | represent the Northern Ute Indian
Tribe. It would be appropriate to allow our Chair to

open for me, if that would be acceptable to the panel?
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MR. POWERS: Absolutely.

MR. JURRI US: Thank you

MADAM CHAI R: Good afternoon and greetings
fromthe Northern Ute Tribe in northeastern Utah
Members of the -- distinguished menmbers of the panel
here, we do appreciate the opportunity to address you
t his afternoon concerning the corridor act that has been
proposed here and we will offer our conmments.

We are | and managers and stewards of
approximately four mllion acres within our exterior
boundaries of the Ui ntah and OQuray Reservation in
nort heastern Utah. And while we support national
i nterests, we do not support the partitioning of our
| ands wi t hout direct negotiations. And we do not -- we
cannot allow the federal government to create corridors
wi t hout our direct involvement. And we do support the
devel opnment because on our reservation now we are right
in the mdst of really devel opi ng our energy resources
for the benefit of our tribal membership, and we do
represent over 3,100 tribal nembers who |live on the
reservation.

We are currently negotiation and entering
into joint ventures for pipelines, for exanple, wth
Questar, because we know the inmportance of the natura

gas to be moving toward the marketplaces. And so at
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this time, 1'11 defer the rest of this time to our
advi sor, M. John Jurrius. Thank you

MR. JURRI US: Thank you, Madam Chair.

Di sti ngui shed panel, | mght offer a few comments in
regards to Section 368. Again, as the Chair has said,
the Northern Ute Tribe represents approximtely four and
a half mllion acres of land holdings in eastern Utah

To give you sone proximty of that land, it stretches
fromthe Colorado summt -- the Col orado border to
Daniel's Summit. It straddles fromthe high U ntah
Summt north of Vernal and Roosevelt to Green River

W/om ng, on the south.

Qur concern with 368 and the corridor
process has to do with specific tribal right-of-way
laws/acts, and the history of those. | believe the
first act that took place was in 1867 -- excuse ne,

1871, whereby the Secretary was given authority to

provi de corridors across tribal lands for railroads,

tel egraph and tel ephone. Starting in 1899, there
started another piecemeal process to provide tribal

ri ght-of -ways across reservation |ands through March 4th
of 1911, which all owed various federal agencies, various
states, for the purpose of providing access for roads
and ot her thoroughfare including oil and gas pipelines.

However, in 1948 the General Right-of-way

DEIRDRE RAND, CCR, RPR
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Act was passed, 25 USC Section 323 to 328, until at such
time no approval of the beneficial owner, either the
allottee owner of Indian |ands or tribal owner of |ands
was required to give consent for use of tribal |ands for
ri ght-of-way. However, we want to make sure that it's a
matter of record, in order for access across tri bal

| ands pursuant to the General Right-of-way Act of 1948,
whil e that authority has been delegated to the Secretary
of the of DO, it explicitly requires that the -- either
t he beneficial owner, the allottee owner, provide a
prior consent and also requires that the Indian

organi zation give prior consent before any corridors can
cross those | ands.

Currently today there exists no right of
condemnation for right-of-ways across tribal land. So,
we wanted to make sure that as you undertook this
study -- and | can't enphasize enough, over the |ast
four years the Northern Ute tribe has opened up, as nost
of you know if you're fromthe |ocal area, substanti al
al l otted | andhol dings to support the national interests
of the country and all ow devel opnent. However, we're
awful 'y concerned by Section 368 that it not be a matter
of record of the negotiations and the direct
negotiations with Indian tribes in regards to securing

access across tribal | ands.

DEl RDRE RAND, CCR, RPR
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In addition to that, we have becone nore
concerned because as part of the energy bill, there's a
Section 1813 that was al so passed. That Section 1813 is

a direct assault on the underm ning of access across

| ndi an country. It was study initiated -- and we're
very concerned that that study will rely heavily on the
testinony regarding -- that we're having here today as

part of this study. And that study was initiated to
study the effects of -- the effects on tri bal
self-determ nation when -- in considering right-of-ways
across tribal [|ands.

In a sinmpler definition, the sponsors to the
bill hope that this commttee or other commttees of
congress will |egislate access across tribal |ands
versus allow the tribe to negotiate that access as it
has done successfully for the last ten years. M tribal
pl an has been subject since the proclamation of 1861
t hrough the Dahl's Act Honmesteading to the continual
taking of land. W would hope that via this commttee,
or would it be the section -- the study by Section 1813,
that we're not disguising one nore taking of tribal |and
with a 60-foot wi de corridor that branches over a
hundred plus m | es across the reservation.

So, we wanted to come before you today to

say that we are certainly negotiating with conpani es,

DEIRDRE RAND, CCR, RPR
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have successfully, the |ocal conpany being Questar, to
provi de federal regulated pipelines across the
reservation. We believe that is best done between the
service provider and the tribe itself, and we also thin
that's a requirenment of |aw

So we will be submtting witten testinony

for your consideration. W appreciate the opportunity.

We understand the undertaking, but as you take a | ook at

the west, you can't say "west" wi thout saying "Indian
reservation,” and so there are literally, | believe,
alnost 30 mlIlion acres in the Rocky Mountains owned by
tribal allottees and organizations. So thank you very
much. UIos

MR. POWERS: Thank you. M. James Tucker,
Deseret Power.

MR. TUCKER: Pleased to be with you today t
express concerns that have occurred in ny lifetime over
the last 30 years of transm ssion planning. They deal
with the notion of trying to conpact electric
transm ssion lines into single corridors. Certainly th
result that occurred a couple of years ago with the
nort heast bl ackout enphasized the notion -- the focus o
reliability that occurs when transm ssion lines are in
single corridor, and subject to the same type of

di sturbance. Last summer, in St. George -- there's
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