202-429-3945

Barbara Taylor
211 Summit Ave East #211 , Seattle, WA 98102

February 8, 2008 9:25 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Norma Springer
1658 N Cove , Toledo, OH 43606

February 8, 2008 9:25 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Norma Springer
1658 N Cove
Toledo, OH 43606

202-429-3945

Vickie Wagner
6707 West Martin Road , Three Oaks, MI 49128

February 8, 2008 9:25 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Vickie Wagner
6707 West Martin Road
Three Oaks, MI 49128

202-429-3945

l. tomko
14431 la pluma drive , la mirada, CA 90638

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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. tomko
14431 la pluma drive
la mirada, CA 90638

202-429-3945

John Bodin
3 Burlake Road , Quaker Hill, CT 06375

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Bodin
3 Burlake Road
Quaker Hill, CT 06375

202-429-3945

Sheila Peterson
8428 Weddell Court , Citrus Heights, CA 95610

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sheila Peterson
8428 Weddell Court
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

202-429-3945

Michael Anderson
1346 Morningview Court , Schererville, IN 46375

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Anderson
1346 Morningview Court
Schererville, IN 46375

202-429-3945

Ira Joel Abramson
2345 Magnolia Drive , North Miami, FL 33181

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ira Joel Abramson
2345 Magnolia Drive
North Miami, FL 33181

202-429-3945

Karen Smith
3911A-10 Ave SW , Calgary, AB T3C 0K8 Canada

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Smith
3911A-10 Ave SW
Calgary, AB T3C 0K8

202-429-3945

Susan Snider
11731 Stillwater Creek Road , Nevada City, CA 95959

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Snider
11731 Stillwater Creek Road
Nevada City, CA 95959

202-429-3945

Lisa C.
14 High St. , Middleboro, MA 02346

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 C.
14 High St.
Middleboro, MA 02346

202-429-3945

Vita Shapiro
363 Bone Hollow Road , Accord, NY 12404

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Vita Shapiro
363 Bone Hollow Road
Accord, NY 12404

202-429-3945

Robert Davis
4978 35th Street , San Diego, CA 92116

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Davis
4978 35th Street
San Diego, CA 92116

202-429-3945

Maria Wyatt
6329 East Eliot Street , Long Beach, CA 90803

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Maria Wyatt
6329 East Eliot Street
Long Beach, CA 90803

202-429-3945

Hashi Hanta
PO Box 3110 , Sells, AZ 85634

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Hashi Hanta
PO Box 3110
Sells, AZ 85634

202-429-3945

Bill Rosenthal
3705 Perdew Drive , Land O' Lakes, FL 34638

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rosenthal
3705 Perdew Drive
Land O' Lakes, FL 34638

202-429-3945

Sherri Valentine
404 Lakeway Drive , Lakeway, TX 78734

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sherri Valentine
404 Lakeway Drive
Lakeway, TX 78734

202-429-3945

Chris Keefe
2420 S Meade St , Denver, CO 80219

February 8, 2008 9:21 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Keefe
2420 S Meade St
Denver, CO 80219

202-429-3945

Todd Dripps
2447 S.W. 13 Terrace , Palm City, FL 34990

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Dripps
2447 S.W. 13 Terrace
Palm City, FL 34990

202-429-3945

Karon Allen
15807 Parmley Creek Court , Cypress, TX 77429

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karon Allen
15807 Parmley Creek Court
Cypress, TX 77429

202-429-3945

Shannon Minor
115 12th Avenue NE , St. Petersburg, FL 33701

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Minor
115 12th Avenue NE
St. Petersburg, FL 33701

202-429-3945

Don Minnerly
4508 N Williams Avenue , Portland, OR 97217

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Minnerly
4508 N Williams Avenue
Portland, OR 97217

202-429-3945

Bridgett Stagliano
3017 Rudder Lane H111, Bloomington, IL 61704

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Bridgett Stagliano
3017 Rudder Lane
H111
Bloomington, IL 61704

202-429-3945

Rusty Brown
90 Uplands Way , glastonbury, CT 06033

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rusty Brown
90 Uplands Way
glastonbury, CT 06033

202-429-3945

Ana Rudolph
351 Mariposa Street , Brisbane, CA 940051538

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ana Rudolph
351 Mariposa Street
Brisbane, CA 94005-1538

202-429-3945

Marie DAnna
516 Russell Ave , Ridgefield, NJ 07657

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 DAnna
516 Russell Ave
Ridgefield, NJ 07657

202-429-3945

Veronica Von Schwanitz
104 Brooke Lee Circle , Taylors, SC 29687

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Von Schwanitz
104 Brooke Lee Circle
Taylors, SC 29687

202-429-3945

Jane Schulze
4340 Aragon Way , San Diego, CA 92115

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schulze
4340 Aragon Way
San Diego, CA 92115

202-429-3945

Wendy Bartlett
255 N. Forest Street #116, Bellingham, WA 982255828

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Bartlett
255 N. Forest Street
#116
Bellingham, WA 98225-5828

202-429-3945

Irwin Ottenberg
5591 Old San Jose Rd. , Soquel, CA 95073

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Irwin Ottenberg
5591 Old San Jose Rd.
Soquel, CA 95073

202-429-3945

Charlotte Alexandre
5732 E 62nd Place , Tulsa, OK 74136

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Charlotte Alexandre
5732 E 62nd Place
Tulsa, OK 74136

202-429-3945

Nick Di Cresce
4330 Grayton , Detroit, MI 48224

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Di Cresce
4330 Grayton
Detroit, MI 48224

202-429-3945

Sara Keesling
12730 River Rd , Chesterfield, VA 23838

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sara Keesling
12730 River Rd
Chesterfield, VA 23838

202-429-3945

Lydia Ryan
87 Sal Bren Rd , Delhi, NY 137531440

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lydia Ryan
87 Sal Bren Rd
Delhi, NY 13753-1440

202-429-3945

jim and barb Johnson
17 west mercer unit 200, seattle, WA 98119

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 barb Johnson
17 west mercer
unit 200
seattle, WA 98119

202-429-3945

Lise K. Mansfield
2065 Galena St , Aurora, CO 80010

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lise K. Mansfield
2065 Galena St
Aurora, CO 80010

202-429-3945

Judith Schenck
33 Brookline Street , Pepperell, MA 01463

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schenck
33 Brookline Street
Pepperell, MA 01463

202-429-3945

Catherine Jones
1770 Kains Avenue , San Bruno, CA 94066

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Jones
1770 Kains Avenue
San Bruno, CA 94066

202-429-3945

Jeannine Berroteran
1856 Selma Ave. , Youngstown, OH 44504

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jeannine Berroteran
1856 Selma Ave.
Youngstown, OH 44504

202-429-3945

Katherine Kautz
2060 East 112th Place , Northglenn, CO 802332284

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kautz
2060 East 112th Place
Northglenn, CO 80233-2284

202-429-3945

Paul Hunrichs
8360 Carlton Oaks Drive , Santee, CA 92071

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hunrichs
8360 Carlton Oaks Drive
Santee, CA 92071

202-429-3945

Stephen Weathers
423 Heartwood Drive , Lexington, SC 29073

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Weathers
423 Heartwood Drive
Lexington, SC 29073

202-429-3945

Gail Gorlitzz
3935 Morrison Street, NW , Washington, DC 20015

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gorlitzz
3935 Morrison Street, NW
Washington, DC 20015

202-429-3945

susan krause
29 roseville , saint james, NY 11780

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 krause
29 roseville
saint james, NY 11780

202-429-3945

Michaela Goldhorn
Gebrüder Grimm Weg 7 , Salzgitter, AE 38229 Germany

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Goldhorn
Gebrüder Grimm Weg 7
Salzgitter, AE 38229

202-429-3945

karen c
2529 betlo ave , Mountain VIEW, CA 94043

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 c
2529 betlo ave
Mountain VIEW, CA 94043

202-429-3945

Robert Heydenreich
6204 S.E. 40th Avenue , Portland, OR 972027620

February 8, 2008 9:20 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Heydenreich
6204 S.E. 40th Avenue
Portland, OR 97202-7620

202-429-3945

Kevin Hall
1845 S. Michigan Ave. #1506, Chicago, IL 60616

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kevin Hall
1845 S. Michigan Ave.
#1506
Chicago, IL 60616

202-429-3945

Meg Couch
5999 Brookside Lane SE , Mableton, GA 30126

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Meg Couch
5999 Brookside Lane SE
Mableton, GA 30126

202-429-3945

david gladstone
p. O. Box 803 , snohomish, WA 982910803

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 gladstone
p. O. Box 803
snohomish, WA 98291-0803

202-429-3945

Kelly McKee
7917 Selma Ave. #113 , Los Angeles, CA 90046

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kelly McKee
7917 Selma Ave. #113
Los Angeles, CA 90046

202-429-3945

Ben Margolis
506 N. Greensboro St. #16, Carrboro, NC 27510

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ben Margolis
506 N. Greensboro St.
#16
Carrboro, NC 27510

202-429-3945

Sharon Willmann
7326 Lazy Trl , San Antonio, TX 782503138

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Willmann
7326 Lazy Trl
San Antonio, TX 78250-3138

202-429-3945

don crozier
1503 belleau lk dr , ofallon, MO 63366

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 crozier
1503 belleau lk dr
ofallon, MO 63366

202-429-3945

Joseph Steinberger
353 Prospect Avenue , San Francisco, CA 941105509

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Steinberger
353 Prospect Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94110-5509

202-429-3945

Art Hanson
1815 Briarwood Drive , Lansing, MI 48917-1773

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Art Hanson
1815 Briarwood Drive
Lansing, MI 48917-1773

202-429-3945

John Payne
521 U st , Bedford, IN 47421

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Payne
521 U st
Bedford, IN 47421

202-429-3945

Marie Wakefield
PSC 80 Box 11613 , APO, AP 96367

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Wakefield
PSC 80 Box 11613
APO, AP 96367

202-429-3945

dee schiavone
16975 sw matador lane , king city, OR 97224

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 schiavone
16975 sw matador lane
king city, OR 97224

202-429-3945

Stephen Thomas
5021 Burnley Station Road , Barboursville, VA 22923

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Thomas
5021 Burnley Station Road
Barboursville, VA 22923

202-429-3945

Rayline Dean
421 North Alvord Street , Ridgecrest, CA 935553622

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rayline Dean
421 North Alvord Street
Ridgecrest, CA 93555-3622

202-429-3945

Jo Edwards Wiest
16558 Carriage View Ct , Grover, MO 63040

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Edwards Wiest
16558 Carriage View Ct
Grover, MO 63040

202-429-3945

Patricia Rodgers
8121 NE 141st Street , BOTHELL, WA 980115324

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rodgers
8121 NE 141st Street
BOTHELL, WA 98011-5324

202-429-3945

Miriam Iosupovici
1320 Seacoast Drive, South , Imperial Beach, CA 919323165

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Miriam Iosupovici
1320 Seacoast Drive, South
Imperial Beach, CA 91932-3165

202-429-3945

Lillian Deslandes
6800 SW 40th Street , Miami, FL 33155

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lillian Deslandes
6800 SW 40th Street
Miami, FL 33155

202-429-3945

Jim. Gray
40492 Marsha Ct. , Hemet, CA 92544

February 8, 2008 9:18 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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. Gray
40492 Marsha Ct.
Hemet, CA 92544

202-429-3945

Jeremy Dicken
301 N Bowery , GLADWIN, MI 48624

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jeremy Dicken
301 N Bowery
GLADWIN, MI 48624

202-429-3945

Ben Riegel
105 Fidelity St. Apt. A7, Carrboro, NC 27510

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ben Riegel
105 Fidelity St.
Apt. A7
Carrboro, NC 27510

202-429-3945

Jeanne Turgeon
4139 19th Ave SW , Seattle, WA 98106

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Turgeon
4139 19th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98106

202-429-3945

C S Forbes
117 Anchor Drive , Harriman, TN 37748

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
C S Forbes
117 Anchor Drive
Harriman, TN 37748

202-429-3945

Pat Miller
8705 E, Upriver Dr , Spokane, WA 99212

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Pat Miller
8705 E, Upriver Dr
Spokane, WA 99212

202-429-3945

Leo Hoenig
453-C FDR Drive, Apartment C-1504 , New York, NY 100025906

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Leo Hoenig
453-C FDR Drive, Apartment C-1504
New York, NY 10002-5906

202-429-3945

Lydia Ivins
3561 Byrne rd , Phila, PA 19154

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lydia Ivins
3561 Byrne rd
Phila, PA 19154

202-429-3945

John Kavanagh
150 Jogee Road , Middletown, NY 10940

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kavanagh
150 Jogee Road
Middletown, NY 10940

202-429-3945

Richard DeSantis
73-647 Sun Lane , Palm Desert, CA 92260

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 DeSantis
73-647 Sun Lane
Palm Desert, CA 92260

202-429-3945

John Essman
P. O. Box 1381 , Healdsburg, CA 95448

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Essman
P. O. Box 1381
Healdsburg, CA 95448

202-429-3945

Robert Mac Nish, PhD
805 E. Via Entrada , Tucson, AZ 85718

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mac Nish, PhD
805 E. Via Entrada
Tucson, AZ 85718

202-429-3945

Stephanie Spiers
5092 cape may ave. , Ocean Beach, CA 92107

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Spiers
5092 cape may ave.
Ocean Beach, CA 92107

202-429-3945

Carl Edquist
14 Pinyon Pine Rd , Littleton, CO 80127

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Edquist
14 Pinyon Pine Rd
Littleton, CO 80127

202-429-3945

Tlehman911@Aol. Lehman
4146 Murphy Avenue , Billings, MT 591015434

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tlehman911@Aol. Lehman
4146 Murphy Avenue
Billings, MT 59101-5434

202-429-3945

Annie McMahon
Box 1205 422 Geary Hts. Dr., Clarkdale, AZ 86324

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Annie McMahon
Box 1205
422 Geary Hts. Dr.
Clarkdale, AZ 86324

202-429-3945

Ryan Liptak
1208 10th Ave W Apt B6 , Seattle, WA 98119

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Liptak
1208 10th Ave W Apt B6
Seattle, WA 98119

202-429-3945

Rich Beadle
P.O. Box 602 , Red Bluff, CA 96080

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rich Beadle
P.O. Box 602
Red Bluff, CA 96080

202-429-3945

Ken Arconti
1720 King Street , Santa Cruz, CA 95060

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ken Arconti
1720 King Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

202-429-3945

ndowling@nyc.rr.com Dowling
545 West 111th Street , New York, NY 10025

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
ndowling@nyc.rr.com Dowling
545 West 111th Street
New York, NY 10025

202-429-3945

evan eisentrager
3003 valmont road #220 , boulder, CO 80301

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
evan eisentrager
3003 valmont road #220
boulder, CO 80301

202-429-3945

Sheila Berger
355 state Street , Albany, NY 12210

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sheila Berger
355 state Street
Albany, NY 12210

202-429-3945

Helen Malinauskas
W2702 Fox Lane , Montello, WI 53949

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Helen Malinauskas
W2702 Fox Lane
Montello, WI 53949

202-429-3945

J L Stagner
3109 S 205th Road , Goodson, MO 65663

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 L Stagner
3109 S 205th Road
Goodson, MO 65663

202-429-3945

Wendy Dapore
3660 Rancho Sierra Rd , Auburn, CA 95602

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Dapore
3660 Rancho Sierra Rd
Auburn, CA 95602

202-429-3945

Jenny Ruckdeschel
516 Oakley Road , Haverford, PA 19041

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jenny Ruckdeschel
516 Oakley Road
Haverford, PA 19041

202-429-3945

Melissa Ritchey
PO Box 88 , Georgetown, CT 06829

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ritchey
PO Box 88
Georgetown, CT 06829

202-429-3945

Tasha Boucher
2708 Strongs Dr , Venice, CA 90291

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tasha Boucher
2708 Strongs Dr
Venice, CA 90291

202-429-3945

Christopher Lakin
1317 Lafayette Avenue , Charlotte, NC 28203

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Lakin
1317 Lafayette Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28203

202-429-3945

Pastor Ricardez
Zamora #172-3 Colonia Condesa, Mexico City, 06140 Mexico

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Pastor Ricardez
Zamora #172-3
Colonia Condesa
Mexico City 06140

202-429-3945

FRANK SABATINI
119 ASTER CT , EXETER, PA 18643

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 SABATINI
119 ASTER CT
EXETER, PA 18643

202-429-3945

PATRICIA WOOD
704 HALE AVE , EDWARDSVILLE, IL 62025

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 WOOD
704 HALE AVE
EDWARDSVILLE, IL 62025

202-429-3945

cathy crum
4018 Defender Drive , Agoura, CA 91301

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
cathy crum
4018 Defender Drive
Agoura, CA 91301

202-429-3945

David Seaborg
1888 Pomar Way , Walnut Creek, CA 94598

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Seaborg
1888 Pomar Way
Walnut Creek, CA 94598

202-429-3945

Mary McCarty
1916 Pacific Ave. Apt. 4D, Alameda, CA 94501

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McCarty
1916 Pacific Ave.
Apt. 4D
Alameda, CA 94501

202-429-3945

Angela Knapp
3710 Los Feliz Blvd. #33 , Los Angeles, CA 90027

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Angela Knapp
3710 Los Feliz Blvd. #33
Los Angeles, CA 90027

202-429-3945

Michael Gallup
12400 Cypress Ave #153 , Chino, CA 91710

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gallup
12400 Cypress Ave #153
Chino, CA 91710

202-429-3945

Martha Kean
236 Waterman Circle , Danville, CA 94526

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kean
236 Waterman Circle
Danville, CA 94526

202-429-3945

Lil Judd
15555 Sorbonne St , Sylmar, CA 91342

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lil Judd
15555 Sorbonne St
Sylmar, CA 91342

202-429-3945

Veneta Barefield
11897 Flotilla Place , Boca Raton, FL 33428

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Veneta Barefield
11897 Flotilla Place
Boca Raton, FL 33428

202-429-3945

Erin Ciccone
224 Mass. Ave. #31 , Arlington, MA 2474

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Erin Ciccone
224 Mass. Ave. #31
Arlington, MA 2474

202-429-3945

Derek Demane
31 Wanzer Hill RD , Sherman, CT 06784

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Derek Demane
31 Wanzer Hill RD
Sherman, CT 06784

202-429-3945

joseph a. mungai
11N061 Rohrssen Rd. , Elgin, IL 60120

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 a. mungai
11N061 Rohrssen Rd.
Elgin, IL 60120

202-429-3945

Larry D. Forrest
107 Jane Ann St. , Lavergne, TN 37086

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 D. Forrest
107 Jane Ann St.
Lavergne, TN 37086

202-429-3945

Donna Valente
259 Linwood Street , New Britain, CT 06052

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Valente
259 Linwood Street
New Britain, CT 06052

202-429-3945

Gary Reese
440 Camino Flora Vista , San Clemente, CA 92673

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Judith Henningsen
9 Lakeview Village , Montgomery, TX 77356

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Henningsen
9 Lakeview Village
Montgomery, TX 77356

202-429-3945

Garrett Adams, MD, MPH
2975 Lexington Rd , Louisville, KY 40206

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Garrett Adams, MD, MPH
2975 Lexington Rd
Louisville, KY 40206

202-429-3945

Jon White
309 Summer St. , Clifton, NJ 07011

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jon White
309 Summer St.
Clifton, NJ 07011

202-429-3945

Mary Pieper
2612 Draper Dr , Anchorage, AK 99517

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Pieper
2612 Draper Dr
Anchorage, AK 99517

202-429-3945

Amy Alexander
1717 Mott-Smith Drive, #1005 1005, Honolulu, HI 96822

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Alexander
1717 Mott-Smith Drive, #1005
1005
Honolulu, HI 96822

202-429-3945

Joshua Burson
160 Nicoll Street , New Haven, CT 06511

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Joshua Burson
160 Nicoll Street
New Haven, CT 06511

202-429-3945

Brad Walrod
2068 East 68th Street , Brooklyn, NY 11234

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Brad Walrod
2068 East 68th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11234

202-429-3945

Betsy Kellerman
3527 pestalozzi , St Louis, MO 63118

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kellerman
3527 pestalozzi
St Louis, MO 63118

202-429-3945

Maureen Walsh
2025 Summer Cove Ct 102 , Las Vegas, NV 89134

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Walsh
2025 Summer Cove Ct 102
Las Vegas, NV 89134

202-429-3945

Linda Bescript
8882 E Maxwell Dr , Tucson, AZ 85747

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Bescript
8882 E Maxwell Dr
Tucson, AZ 85747

202-429-3945

Barbara Kelly
5 Camelford Court , Moraga, CA 94556

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kelly
5 Camelford Court
Moraga, CA 94556

202-429-3945

Darrell Morrissey
116 so pine , Stockton, KS 67669

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Darrell Morrissey
116 so pine
Stockton, KS 67669

202-429-3945

Michael Santopietro
4110 Soule Alley , Eureka, CA 95503

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Santopietro
4110 Soule Alley
Eureka, CA 95503

202-429-3945

Andrew Cohen, DC
412 Bellevue Ave #3, Oakland, CA 94610

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Cohen, DC
412 Bellevue Ave
#3
Oakland, CA 94610

202-429-3945

Jane Leshinsky
87 Portsmouth ct. , Holland, PA 18966

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Leshinsky
87 Portsmouth ct.
Holland, PA 18966

202-429-3945

daniel nye
1010 w. empire st. , Freeport, IL 61032

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 nye
1010 w. empire st.
Freeport, IL 61032

202-429-3945

Fay Gitman
1323 Oak Road , Pottsville, PA 17901

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Fay Gitman
1323 Oak Road
Pottsville, PA 17901

202-429-3945

Gayla Edwards
928 Shore Crest Road , Carlsbad, CA 920111131

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gayla Edwards
928 Shore Crest Road
Carlsbad, CA 92011-1131

202-429-3945

carmela marner
836 Hyperion Ave , Los Angeles, CA 90029

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Chris Hehman
1900 N Alder Street, #31 , Ellensburg, WA 98926

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hehman
1900 N Alder Street, #31
Ellensburg, WA 98926

202-429-3945

susan lyons
p o box 57 , montrose, NY 10548

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 lyons
p o box 57
montrose, NY 10548

202-429-3945

Dr. Bobby & Ginny Bonometti
260 Golds Hill Road , Winchester, VA 22603

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dr. Bobby %pa_first_name% Ginny Bonometti
260 Golds Hill Road
Winchester, VA 22603

202-429-3945

Linda Harrell
7449 Hendersonville Highway , Yemassee, SC 29945

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Harrell
7449 Hendersonville Highway
Yemassee, SC 29945

202-429-3945

Margaret & W.R. Carter
14272 Drapers Mill Rd , Greensboro, MD 21639

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 %pa_first_name% W.R. Carter
14272 Drapers Mill Rd
Greensboro, MD 21639

202-429-3945

Sandra Olsen
RT 1 Box 63-B , Lakeland, GA 31635

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Olsen
RT 1 Box 63-B
Lakeland, GA 31635

202-429-3945

Stephanie Foster
1637 S Los Alamos Circle , Mesa, AZ 85204

February 8, 2008 9:17 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Foster
1637 S Los Alamos Circle
Mesa, AZ 85204

202-429-3945

Jeff Fasceski
5944 Annaberg Pl , Burke, VA 22015

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Fasceski
5944 Annaberg Pl
Burke, VA 22015

202-429-3945

trudi seely
1050 Panther Branch Rd , Hot Springs, NC 28743

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
trudi seely
1050 Panther Branch Rd
Hot Springs, NC 28743

202-429-3945

Sidney Ash
1708 Quail Run Court NE , Albuquerque, NM 87122

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sidney Ash
1708 Quail Run Court NE
Albuquerque, NM 87122

202-429-3945

Samuel Skinner, PhD
185 Starboard Point , Roswell, GA 30076

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Samuel Skinner, PhD
185 Starboard Point
Roswell, GA 30076

202-429-3945

Martha Downs
3979 Hwy JJ , Black Earth, WI 53515

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Downs
3979 Hwy JJ
Black Earth, WI 53515

202-429-3945

J. Barry Gurdin
3049 Noriega Street , San Francisco, CA 941224151

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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. Barry Gurdin
3049 Noriega Street
San Francisco, CA 94122-4151

202-429-3945

Jeanne Thornton
131 N Main St. , Bellingham, MA 02019-1346

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Thornton
131 N Main St.
Bellingham, MA 02019-1346

202-429-3945

Amanda Lamantia
8012 Brewingotn Ct , Raleigh, NC 27615

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Amanda Lamantia
8012 Brewingotn Ct
Raleigh, NC 27615

202-429-3945

Eagle Girl
1 johnson avenue , san jose, CA 95129

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Eagle Girl
1 johnson avenue
san jose, CA 95129

202-429-3945

Alyce Love
17041 Via Andeta , San Lorenzo, CA 94580

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Alyce Love
17041 Via Andeta
San Lorenzo, CA 94580

202-429-3945

Phil Davis
9546 Overlook Court , Douglasville, GA 301351516

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Phil Davis
9546 Overlook Court
Douglasville, GA 30135-1516

202-429-3945

David Anderson
6365 Wedgeview Ct , Tucker, GA 30084

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Anderson
6365 Wedgeview Ct
Tucker, GA 30084

202-429-3945

Jan Novotny
401 15th Ave. North , Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jan Novotny
401 15th Ave. North
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250

202-429-3945

Joanna Challacombe
11 S. Wille St., #502 , Mount Prospect, IL 60056

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Joanna Challacombe
11 S. Wille St., #502
Mount Prospect, IL 60056

202-429-3945

Mariola Rabin
4201 Sw 52Nd Ct. , Fort Lauderdale, FL 33314

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mariola Rabin
4201 Sw 52Nd Ct.
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33314

202-429-3945

Joyce Becker
47 Fraser Ave. , Merrick, NY 115661961

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Joyce Becker
47 Fraser Ave.
Merrick, NY 11566-1961

202-429-3945

Samantha Hinson
710 Main St , Gatesville, NC 27938

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hinson
710 Main St
Gatesville, NC 27938

202-429-3945

ALAN POOLE
159 SAPSUCKER WOODS RD. , IThaca, NY 14850

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 POOLE
159 SAPSUCKER WOODS RD.
IThaca, NY 14850

202-429-3945

James Van Valkenburgh
530 Southgate Rd. , Sacramento, CA 95815

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Van Valkenburgh
530 Southgate Rd.
Sacramento, CA 95815

202-429-3945

Kim Bates
613 Lear Rd , Avon Lake, OH 44012

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kim Bates
613 Lear Rd
Avon Lake, OH 44012

202-429-3945

Linda Carpenter
140 Browns Lane , Newport, OH 45768

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Carpenter
140 Browns Lane
Newport, OH 45768

202-429-3945

Lilith Chunn
5 Priscilla Road , Hopkinton, MA 01748

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lilith Chunn
5 Priscilla Road
Hopkinton, MA 01748

202-429-3945

Emily Murdock Baker
8010 Norton Ave Apt 11, West Hollywood, CA 90046

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Emily Murdock Baker
8010 Norton Ave
Apt 11
West Hollywood, CA 90046

202-429-3945

Dean Andrade
1206 S 77 , Milwaukee, WI 53214

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Andrade
1206 S 77
Milwaukee, WI 53214

202-429-3945

Susan Rudisill
1500 E Riverside Dr #708, Austin, TX 78741

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rudisill
1500 E Riverside Dr
#708
Austin, TX 78741

202-429-3945

Ben Cody
613 Randle , Edwardsville, IL 62025

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ben Cody
613 Randle
Edwardsville, IL 62025

202-429-3945

Nancy Kreider
PO Box 1665 , Kalama, WA 98625

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Nancy Kreider
PO Box 1665
Kalama, WA 98625

202-429-3945

Marla Bottesch
PO Box 458 , Norridgewock, ME 04057

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marla Bottesch
PO Box 458
Norridgewock, ME 04057

202-429-3945

Harriet McCleary
2440 Stevens Ave # 2 , Minneapolis, MN 554043529

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McCleary
2440 Stevens Ave # 2
Minneapolis, MN 55404-3529

202-429-3945

Charley Engelking
HC 68 Box 30 , Capitan, NM 88316

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Charley Engelking
HC 68 Box 30
Capitan, NM 88316

202-429-3945

Donna George
8394 Theodolite Drive Apt.413 , Baldwinsville, NY 13027

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 George
8394 Theodolite Drive Apt.413
Baldwinsville, NY 13027

202-429-3945

ken carpenter
box 7126 , big bear lake, CA 92315

February 8, 2008 9:12 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
ken carpenter
box 7126
big bear lake, CA 92315

202-429-3945

Lloyd Skole
8900 Roosevelt Blvd 905 , philadelphia, PA 19115

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lloyd Skole
8900 Roosevelt Blvd 905
philadelphia, PA 19115

202-429-3945

Jan Stevenson
2137 W. Admiral Rd. , Stillwater, OK 74074

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jan Stevenson
2137 W. Admiral Rd.
Stillwater, OK 74074

202-429-3945

Carol Gracie
19 North Lake Circle , South Salem, NY 10590

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gracie
19 North Lake Circle
South Salem, NY 10590

202-429-3945

Tom Robbins
6811 Raymond Rd. , Madison, WI 53719

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Robbins
6811 Raymond Rd.
Madison, WI 53719

202-429-3945

Steve Kreider
954 Oak Street , San Francisco, CA 94117

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kreider
954 Oak Street
San Francisco, CA 94117

202-429-3945

Shirley Schue
30641 Edgewood Street , Sorrento, FL 32776

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schue
30641 Edgewood Street
Sorrento, FL 32776

202-429-3945

Lorraine Suzuki
3870 Inglewood Boulevard , Los Angeles, CA 90066

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lorraine Suzuki
3870 Inglewood Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90066

202-429-3945

Natalie Pawlikowski
231 N. Hager Ave , Barrington, IL 60010

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Natalie Pawlikowski
231 N. Hager Ave
Barrington, IL 60010

202-429-3945

carla stern
10235 burned oak ln , ESCONDIDO, CA 92026

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 stern
10235 burned oak ln
ESCONDIDO, CA 92026

202-429-3945

David S. Nichols
5107 NE Couch Street , Portland, OR 97213

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 S. Nichols
5107 NE Couch Street
Portland, OR 97213

202-429-3945

Eileen Mello
345 Haddon Road , Oakland, CA 94606

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mello
345 Haddon Road
Oakland, CA 94606

202-429-3945

Christopher Duran
4902 N Amherst St , Portland, OR 97203

February 8, 2008 9:10 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Duran
4902 N Amherst St
Portland, OR 97203

202-429-3945

Stephen Reed
927 Owen Street NW , Cedar Rapids, IA 524052847

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Reed
927 Owen Street NW
Cedar Rapids, IA 52405-2847

202-429-3945

Pamela Martens
2050 Pierce , Cambria, CA 93428

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Martens
2050 Pierce
Cambria, CA 93428

202-429-3945

Michael Moreno
15514 Greenstone Circle , Parker, CO 80134

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Moreno
15514 Greenstone Circle
Parker, CO 80134

202-429-3945

Joseph Neiman
32-20 89 St/ , Jackson Hts., NY 11369

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Neiman
32-20 89 St/
Jackson Hts., NY 11369

202-429-3945

Rick Brown
4075 Aerial Way, #170 Apt. #170, Eugene, OR 97402

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Brown
4075 Aerial Way, #170
Apt. #170
Eugene, OR 97402

202-429-3945

FRED KAHN
1607 VILLAGE LANE , WINTER PARK, FL 32792

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 KAHN
1607 VILLAGE LANE
WINTER PARK, FL 32792

202-429-3945

William Kastern
7062 Lawrence Farm Lane , Randleman, NC 27317

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
William Kastern
7062 Lawrence Farm Lane
Randleman, NC 27317

202-429-3945

Eileen Collins
2931 Leefield Drive , Herndon, VA 20171

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Collins
2931 Leefield Drive
Herndon, VA 20171

202-429-3945

Cher Johnson
11445 Westwind Drive , Eden Prairie, MN 55344

February 8, 2008 9:09 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cher Johnson
11445 Westwind Drive
Eden Prairie, MN 55344

202-429-3945

Scottie Singer
24370 Wagon Wheel Lane , Wildomar, CA 925959162

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Scottie Singer
24370 Wagon Wheel Lane
Wildomar, CA 92595-9162

202-429-3945

shahido kempter
1541 Calle Tulipanes , encinitas, CA 92024

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
shahido kempter
1541 Calle Tulipanes
encinitas, CA 92024

202-429-3945

Matthew Gregory
1201 Lincoln Mall Apt. 601 , Lincoln, NE 68508

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Matthew Gregory
1201 Lincoln Mall Apt. 601
Lincoln, NE 68508

202-429-3945

Maria Price
601 Mountain Oaks , Canyon Lake, TX 78133

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Maria Price
601 Mountain Oaks
Canyon Lake, TX 78133

202-429-3945

cathy tibbetts
foothills drive , farmington, NM 87402

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
cathy tibbetts
foothills drive
farmington, NM 87402

202-429-3945

Vicki Johnson
10735 Spruce Ave. , Kansas City,, MO 64137

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Johnson
10735 Spruce Ave.
Kansas City,, MO 64137

202-429-3945

Monet Raths
28 Buttonwood Lane , Birchrunville, PA 19421

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Monet Raths
28 Buttonwood Lane
Birchrunville, PA 19421

202-429-3945

Karin Collins
335 Pony Tail Rd. , Alpharetta, GA 30004

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karin Collins
335 Pony Tail Rd.
Alpharetta, GA 30004

202-429-3945

Stephanie Seymour
173 Walton Street , Englewood, NJ 0

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Seymour
173 Walton Street
Englewood, NJ 0

202-429-3945

Phillip godsey
5019 Oak Creek Court , FORT WAYNE, IN 46835

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Phillip godsey
5019 Oak Creek Court
FORT WAYNE, IN 46835

202-429-3945

Sandy London
6532 Jefferson Ct. , Bensalem, PA 19020

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 London
6532 Jefferson Ct.
Bensalem, PA 19020

202-429-3945

John Hunter
P.O. Box 275 , Lovettsville, VA 20180

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hunter
P.O. Box 275
Lovettsville, VA 20180

202-429-3945

JEFFREY CAMPBELL
325 RAYMOND ST , PITTSBURGH, PA 152181006

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
JEFFREY CAMPBELL
325 RAYMOND ST
PITTSBURGH, PA 15218-1006

202-429-3945

Sarah Hamilton
9087 Tioughanack Rd. , Canastota, NY 130324224

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sarah Hamilton
9087 Tioughanack Rd.
Canastota, NY 13032-4224

202-429-3945

Cecelia Wenning
10623 SE Bush ST , Portland, OR 97266

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cecelia Wenning
10623 SE Bush ST
Portland, OR 97266

202-429-3945

Darren Behan
42 York Ave , Port Monmouth, NJ 07758

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Darren Behan
42 York Ave
Port Monmouth, NJ 07758

202-429-3945

Erik Haig
1139 N. New Hampshire Avenue #2, Los Angeles, CA 90029

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Erik Haig
1139 N. New Hampshire Avenue
#2
Los Angeles, CA 90029

202-429-3945

Greg Yeargain
RR 1 Box 339 , Ironton, MO 63650

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Yeargain
RR 1 Box 339
Ironton, MO 63650

202-429-3945

Brian Krysinski
302 S.Cedar Lake Road#1 , Minneapolis, MN 55405

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Krysinski
302 S.Cedar Lake Road#1
Minneapolis, MN 55405

202-429-3945

Sol Feldthouse
999 Greenleaf canyon rd , Topanga, CA 90290

February 8, 2008 9:08 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sol Feldthouse
999 Greenleaf canyon rd
Topanga, CA 90290

202-429-3945

Linda Tomlinson
7044 Wild Iris Dr , Nashville, TN 37221

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Tomlinson
7044 Wild Iris Dr
Nashville, TN 37221

202-429-3945

Albert Decker
4716 Balmoral Drive , Lawrence, KS 660471800

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Albert Decker
4716 Balmoral Drive
Lawrence, KS 66047-1800

202-429-3945

Ken Reynolds
707 Elmtree Lane , Claymont, DE 19703

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ken Reynolds
707 Elmtree Lane
Claymont, DE 19703

202-429-3945

catherine patterson
1015 S 48th Street , lincoln, NE 68510

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 patterson
1015 S 48th Street
lincoln, NE 68510

202-429-3945

R Espoz
2240 W Cullerton , Chicago, IL 60608

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Espoz
2240 W Cullerton
Chicago, IL 60608

202-429-3945

Cindy Walker
28599 Mountain View Rd , Conifer, CO 80433

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cindy Walker
28599 Mountain View Rd
Conifer, CO 80433

202-429-3945

Jackie McFarland
15255 N. F.L.W. Blvd. , Scottsdale, AZ 85260

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jackie McFarland
15255 N. F.L.W. Blvd.
Scottsdale, AZ 85260

202-429-3945

Don McQuinn
17244 Sylvester Rd SW , Seattle, WA 98166

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McQuinn
17244 Sylvester Rd SW
Seattle, WA 98166

202-429-3945

Eunice Riemer
392 Ridgecrest Ave. , Los Alamos, NM 875443568

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Eunice Riemer
392 Ridgecrest Ave.
Los Alamos, NM 87544-3568

202-429-3945

William Cromwick
116 Pearson Rd 2nd Floor, Somerville, MA 02144

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
William Cromwick
116 Pearson Rd
2nd Floor
Somerville, MA 02144

202-429-3945

Lynda Capps
1901 S. New Hope Rd , Gastonia, NC 28054

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lynda Capps
1901 S. New Hope Rd
Gastonia, NC 28054

202-429-3945

Amy Wilson
3121 Langley Drive , Franklin, TN 37064

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Wilson
3121 Langley Drive
Franklin, TN 37064

202-429-3945

Kathryn Hahn
1030 Valerie Cir , Santa Fe, NM 87507

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kathryn Hahn
1030 Valerie Cir
Santa Fe, NM 87507

202-429-3945

shirley sirota
1705 French Village Ct. , Houston,, TX 770553521

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 sirota
1705 French Village Ct.
Houston,, TX 77055-3521

202-429-3945

Anne Orth
PO Box 55 , Gerald, MO 630370055

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Orth
PO Box 55
Gerald, MO 63037-0055

202-429-3945

Woody Griggs
1605 Stonewood Ct , San Pedro, CA 90732

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Woody Griggs
1605 Stonewood Ct
San Pedro, CA 90732

202-429-3945

Andrea Ferrara
3085 Creek Dr , Ann Arbor, MI 48108

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Andrea Ferrara
3085 Creek Dr
Ann Arbor, MI 48108

202-429-3945

Jeffrey Colledge
721 1/2 Santa Fe SW , Albuquerque, NM 87102

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jeffrey Colledge
721 1/2 Santa Fe SW
Albuquerque, NM 87102

202-429-3945

Jack Stansfield
16314 62nd Avenue NW , Stanwood, WA 982928981

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jack Stansfield
16314 62nd Avenue NW
Stanwood, WA 98292-8981

202-429-3945

Dinda Evans
pob 178695 , San Diego, CA 921173819

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dinda Evans
pob 178695
San Diego, CA 92117-3819

202-429-3945

Wendi Craig
4251 Esperanza Lane , San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

February 8, 2008 9:07 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wendi Craig
4251 Esperanza Lane
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

202-429-3945

Roger Benning
4 Gaspee Court , Hilton Head, SC 29926

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Benning
4 Gaspee Court
Hilton Head, SC 29926

202-429-3945

Kevin Vaught
505 Oak Forest Circle , Antioch, TN 37013

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kevin Vaught
505 Oak Forest Circle
Antioch, TN 37013

202-429-3945

James Andersen
2330 Spring Ridge , Ann Arbor, MI 48103

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Andersen
2330 Spring Ridge
Ann Arbor, MI 48103

202-429-3945

Rich Moloney
4140 Hamlet Pl. , Colorado Springs, CO 80917

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rich Moloney
4140 Hamlet Pl.
Colorado Springs, CO 80917

202-429-3945

Meredith Erickson
2270 Willeo Rill Road , Marietta, GA 30062

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Meredith Erickson
2270 Willeo Rill Road
Marietta, GA 30062

202-429-3945

Jerry Freudenburg
1535 SE Royal Green cir D103, Port St Lucie, FL 34952

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jerry Freudenburg
1535 SE Royal Green cir
D103
Port St Lucie, FL 34952

202-429-3945

Sue White
723 E. Federal St. , Spearfish, SD 577832570

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 White
723 E. Federal St.
Spearfish, SD 57783-2570

202-429-3945

Judith Link
662 Vista Lake Drive , Manteo, NC 27954

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Link
662 Vista Lake Drive
Manteo, NC 27954

202-429-3945

Edie Schroedel
373 N Fort shaw Rd , Fort shaw, MT 59443

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Edie Schroedel
373 N Fort shaw Rd
Fort shaw, MT 59443

202-429-3945

mikki broughton
1380 bentley st , concord, CA 94518

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
mikki broughton
1380 bentley st
concord, CA 94518

202-429-3945

David Tarnowski
RR 1 Box 38 163 N. 17th Rd, Lostant, IL 61334

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Tarnowski
RR 1 Box 38
163 N. 17th Rd
Lostant, IL 61334

202-429-3945

jammi shelton
1316 first street north , saint petersburg, FL 33701

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
jammi shelton
1316 first street north
saint petersburg, FL 33701

202-429-3945

Margaret Spak
381 Santa Margarita , Menlo Park, CA 94025

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Spak
381 Santa Margarita
Menlo Park, CA 94025

202-429-3945

Michael Nolan
450 Banbury Avenue , Elk Grove Village, IL 600073419

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Nolan
450 Banbury Avenue
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007-3419

202-429-3945

Karinmaria Salzman
11 Wesley Drive , West Milford, NJ 07480

February 8, 2008 9:06 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karinmaria Salzman
11 Wesley Drive
West Milford, NJ 07480

202-429-3945

Christine Radice
132 Brooks Street , Brighton, MA 02135

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Christine Radice
132 Brooks Street
Brighton, MA 02135

202-429-3945

Dale Hadler
2523 16th Avenue South , Minneapolis, MN 55404

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dale Hadler
2523 16th Avenue South
Minneapolis, MN 55404

202-429-3945

Robert Hatch
99 Rowell Road , Walden, VT 05873

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hatch
99 Rowell Road
Walden, VT 05873

202-429-3945

John Slawinski
"4909 Crooks Road, #C7" , Royal Oak, MI 48073

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Slawinski
"4909 Crooks Road, #C7"
Royal Oak, MI 48073

202-429-3945

ARMANDO MERCADO
5622 HIGH TOR HL , COLUMBIA, MD 21045

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 MERCADO
5622 HIGH TOR HL
COLUMBIA, MD 21045

202-429-3945

Jack David Marcus
215 West 92nd Street Apt. 15E , New York City, NY 10025-7480

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jack David Marcus
215 West 92nd Street Apt. 15E
New York City, NY 10025-7480

202-429-3945

Alfred S Fuller
2712 Sol Y Luz Loop , Santa Fe, NM 87505

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Alfred S Fuller
2712 Sol Y Luz Loop
Santa Fe, NM 87505

202-429-3945

June Snyder
1381 Bosworth Place , Columbus, OH 43229

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
June Snyder
1381 Bosworth Place
Columbus, OH 43229

202-429-3945

Claudia Espana
8790 SW 54 ST , Miami, FL 33165

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Claudia Espana
8790 SW 54 ST
Miami, FL 33165

202-429-3945

susan kuhn
2835 SE 64th ave , Portland, OR 97206

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 kuhn
2835 SE 64th ave
Portland, OR 97206

202-429-3945

Esther Chang
"5719, Camellia Ave." , Temple City, CA 91780

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Esther Chang
"5719, Camellia Ave."
Temple City, CA 91780

202-429-3945

Raymond Shaw
8787 Locust Ave. Sp. 25 , Fontana, CA 92335

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Raymond Shaw
8787 Locust Ave. Sp. 25
Fontana, CA 92335

202-429-3945

dalen cole
49 Old County Road E. , Londonderry, VT 05148

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
dalen cole
49 Old County Road E.
Londonderry, VT 05148

202-429-3945

Kate Jamal
528 Gerritt St. , Philadelphia, PA 19147

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kate Jamal
528 Gerritt St.
Philadelphia, PA 19147

202-429-3945

Dave Stall
615 Skyview Pl. # 2 , Madison, WI 53713

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dave Stall
615 Skyview Pl. # 2
Madison, WI 53713

202-429-3945

Ned Overton
16 Renown St. , Lake Grove, NY 11755

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ned Overton
16 Renown St.
Lake Grove, NY 11755

202-429-3945

Aleks Webster
4149 E. Campo Bello Dr. , Phoenix, AZ 85032

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Aleks Webster
4149 E. Campo Bello Dr.
Phoenix, AZ 85032

202-429-3945

Stephen Krofchok
8738 White Peacock Way , Elk Grove, CA 95624

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Krofchok
8738 White Peacock Way
Elk Grove, CA 95624

202-429-3945

Elizabeth Schwartz
1604 NE Saratoga St. , Portland, OR 97211

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schwartz
1604 NE Saratoga St.
Portland, OR 97211

202-429-3945

Karl Piela
17 LeClair Terrace , Chicopee, MA 01013

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karl Piela
17 LeClair Terrace
Chicopee, MA 01013

202-429-3945

Gordon McClung
1563 Memorial Drive , Springfield, OH 45505

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McClung
1563 Memorial Drive
Springfield, OH 45505

202-429-3945

Gabriel Sheets
1620 Shirley Street , Merced, CA 95341

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gabriel Sheets
1620 Shirley Street
Merced, CA 95341

202-429-3945

Nancy Sutherland
470 W. 24th St. #2i , New York, NY 10011

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Nancy Sutherland
470 W. 24th St. #2i
New York, NY 10011

202-429-3945

Lorraine Hartmann
10627 Durland NE , Seattle, WA 98125

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lorraine Hartmann
10627 Durland NE
Seattle, WA 98125

202-429-3945

Steve Drum
14400 Newport Ave #11 , Tustin, CA 92780

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Drum
14400 Newport Ave #11
Tustin, CA 92780

202-429-3945

Edith Kelly
63 East Summit Avenue , Sewaren, NJ 07077

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Edith Kelly
63 East Summit Avenue
Sewaren, NJ 07077

202-429-3945

Tammy Cinquemani
40 Linden Ave , Holtsville, NY 11742

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Cinquemani
40 Linden Ave
Holtsville, NY 11742

202-429-3945

colleen brown
704 wellington circle , rochester hills, MI 48309

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
colleen brown
704 wellington circle
rochester hills, MI 48309

202-429-3945

Andrea Chaloux
23 14th St. Fl. 2 , Watervliet, NY 12189

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Andrea Chaloux
23 14th St. Fl. 2
Watervliet, NY 12189

202-429-3945

Crista Worthy
12021 Wilshire Blvd #663 , Los Angeles, CA 90025

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Crista Worthy
12021 Wilshire Blvd #663
Los Angeles, CA 90025

202-429-3945

Jane Larson
8217 Dawn Hill Dr.S.E. , Olympia, WA 98513

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Larson
8217 Dawn Hill Dr.S.E.
Olympia, WA 98513

202-429-3945

Carl Ondry
12976 SierraVista Ct , Truckee, CA 961611495

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ondry
12976 SierraVista Ct
Truckee, CA 96161-1495

202-429-3945

Mary Eberle
20803 Viento Valle , Escondido, CA 92025

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Eberle
20803 Viento Valle
Escondido, CA 92025

202-429-3945

Terry Poplawski
612 Walnut Avenue , Ukiah, CA 95482

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Linda McGill
307 W Lincoln Street , Alpena, MI 49707

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McGill
307 W Lincoln Street
Alpena, MI 49707

202-429-3945

lynn matarelli
1317 sarah brooks dr , keller, TX 762482049

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
lynn matarelli
1317 sarah brooks dr
keller, TX 76248-2049

202-429-3945

Jennifer Connors
5726 Mason Bluff Drive , Burke, VA 22015

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Connors
5726 Mason Bluff Drive
Burke, VA 22015

202-429-3945

Gilbert Wald
534 Foothill Rd , Bridgewater, NJ 08807

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gilbert Wald
534 Foothill Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807

202-429-3945

Jeff Stickney
201 Mount Ave. , Missoula, MT 59801

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Stickney
201 Mount Ave.
Missoula, MT 59801

202-429-3945

Ray Coffman
12803 W. Roanoke Place , Morrison, CO 804651210

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ray Coffman
12803 W. Roanoke Place
Morrison, CO 80465-1210

202-429-3945

Rini Twait
1010 E 5th Ave , Longmont, CO 80501

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rini Twait
1010 E 5th Ave
Longmont, CO 80501

202-429-3945

Victoria Paredes
P.O. Box 1757 , Santa Teresa, NM 88008

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Victoria Paredes
P.O. Box 1757
Santa Teresa, NM 88008

202-429-3945

Lisa Hulett
3860 Gary Road , Arnold, MO 63010

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hulett
3860 Gary Road
Arnold, MO 63010

202-429-3945

Pamela McAdoo
12670 Palisade St.P O Box 8278 , Truckee, CA 96161

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McAdoo
12670 Palisade St.P O Box 8278
Truckee, CA 96161

202-429-3945

Christian Burchard
777 Pompadour Drive , Ashland, OR 97520

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Christian Burchard
777 Pompadour Drive
Ashland, OR 97520

202-429-3945

Shirley Ward
583 Curry Springs Pl , Hmilton, VA 20158

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ward
583 Curry Springs Pl
Hmilton, VA 20158

202-429-3945

Janet Miller
13331 Moorpark St. Unit 206, Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Miller
13331 Moorpark St.
Unit 206
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

202-429-3945

Marita Mirzatuny
8410 Bowling Green , Austin, TX 78757

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marita Mirzatuny
8410 Bowling Green
Austin, TX 78757

202-429-3945

William Dane
301 E. Cedar St. Apt. 84 , Ontario, CA 91761

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
William Dane
301 E. Cedar St. Apt. 84
Ontario, CA 91761

202-429-3945

Todd Webster
4000 SW 47 St. E3 , Gainesville, FL 32608

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Webster
4000 SW 47 St. E3
Gainesville, FL 32608

202-429-3945

Madeleine Sosin
9666 50th Avenue SW , Seattle, WA 98136

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Madeleine Sosin
9666 50th Avenue SW
Seattle, WA 98136

202-429-3945

William Patrick
4421 N Nagle Avenue , Harwood Heights, IL 60706

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
William Patrick
4421 N Nagle Avenue
Harwood Heights, IL 60706

202-429-3945

Paul Voyen
5990 Sandspit Rd , Santa Barbara, CA 93117

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Voyen
5990 Sandspit Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93117

202-429-3945

Arthur Kaltenborn
1370 Athena Drive , Kent, OH 44240

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Arthur Kaltenborn
1370 Athena Drive
Kent, OH 44240

202-429-3945

Andrew H. & Joanne E. Deranger, Esq.
10230 Dottys Way , Columbia, MD 210443884

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 H. %pa_first_name% Joanne E. Deranger, Esq.
10230 Dottys Way
Columbia, MD 21044-3884

202-429-3945

Evelyn Milian
11027 NW 8th Court , Plantation, FL 33324

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Milian
11027 NW 8th Court
Plantation, FL 33324

202-429-3945

Joan Book
12 Lois Court , Shrewsbury, PA 17361

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Book
12 Lois Court
Shrewsbury, PA 17361

202-429-3945

Kira Radtke
4770 Eastern Street , New Orleans, LA 70122

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kira Radtke
4770 Eastern Street
New Orleans, LA 70122

202-429-3945

Margaret Rothschild
27750 94th Avenue SW , Vashon, WA 98070

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rothschild
27750 94th Avenue SW
Vashon, WA 98070

202-429-3945

Jennifer K. Carlson
7510 Snowpea Court Unit K, Alexandria, VA 22306

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 K. Carlson
7510 Snowpea Court
Unit K
Alexandria, VA 22306

202-429-3945

Carol Geyer
po box 80 , Fryeburg, ME 04037

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Geyer
po box 80
Fryeburg, ME 04037

202-429-3945

Sally King
618 Apple Valley , Lyons, CO 80540

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 King
618 Apple Valley
Lyons, CO 80540

202-429-3945

Leonie Tremaine
4668 Apple Hill Pl , Carlsbad, CA 92010

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Leonie Tremaine
4668 Apple Hill Pl
Carlsbad, CA 92010

202-429-3945

Maynard Whitney
20137 Summit Hwy , Blodgett, OR 97325

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Maynard Whitney
20137 Summit Hwy
Blodgett, OR 97325

202-429-3945

Marty Landa
200 Glendon Streeet , Henderson, NV 89074

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marty Landa
200 Glendon Streeet
Henderson, NV 89074

202-429-3945

Pat Frankenfield
325 Channing Avenue #116, Palo Alto, CA 943012764

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Pat Frankenfield
325 Channing Avenue
#116
Palo Alto, CA 94301-2764

202-429-3945

John Mealy
7305 N Greeley Ave , PORTLAND, OR 97217

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mealy
7305 N Greeley Ave
PORTLAND, OR 97217

202-429-3945

Samantha Dille
123 Rt. 579 , Bloomsbury, NJ 08804

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Dille
123 Rt. 579
Bloomsbury, NJ 08804

202-429-3945

Allison Eckert
5500 Eucalyptus Street Unit #131, American Canyon, CA 94503

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Allison Eckert
5500 Eucalyptus Street
Unit #131
American Canyon, CA 94503

202-429-3945

Bryan Todd
3016 Estates Ave , Pinole, CA 94564

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Todd
3016 Estates Ave
Pinole, CA 94564

202-429-3945

alan geyer
3226 pinecrest st , sarasota, FL 34239

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 geyer
3226 pinecrest st
sarasota, FL 34239

202-429-3945

George Haye
13766 Long Ridge Road #A , Los Gatos, CA 95033

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Haye
13766 Long Ridge Road #A
Los Gatos, CA 95033

202-429-3945

Larry Carney
1 , DETROIT, MI 48216

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Carney
1
DETROIT, MI 48216

202-429-3945

Raymond Smart
5037 Beacon Hill Drive , New Port Richey, FL 34652

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Raymond Smart
5037 Beacon Hill Drive
New Port Richey, FL 34652

202-429-3945

Lori Burris
25 Lee Circle , Ft. Oglethorpe, GA 30742

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Burris
25 Lee Circle
Ft. Oglethorpe, GA 30742

202-429-3945

Jane Hirt
895 autumn lane , Mill Valley, CA 94941

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Gunther Fonken
1914 Hillsdale Ave. , Kalamazoo, MI 490062415

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gunther Fonken
1914 Hillsdale Ave.
Kalamazoo, MI 49006-2415

202-429-3945

Kenneth Bauer
703 Falls Ct. , Pleasant Hill, CA 945231066

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kenneth Bauer
703 Falls Ct.
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1066

202-429-3945

Valarie Taffs
2554 Kraft St SE , Grand Rapids, MI 49546

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Valarie Taffs
2554 Kraft St SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49546

202-429-3945

Jane Gatenby
44 Chestnut Hill Rd , Sandy Hook, CT 06482

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gatenby
44 Chestnut Hill Rd
Sandy Hook, CT 06482

202-429-3945

Nancy Labovitz
1535 29th Street , San Diego, CA 92102

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Nancy Labovitz
1535 29th Street
San Diego, CA 92102

202-429-3945

Joyce Denne
823 Pine Street , Monterey, CA 93940

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Siobhan McLaughlin
1409 Rodman St , Hollywood, FL 33020

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Siobhan McLaughlin
1409 Rodman St
Hollywood, FL 33020

202-429-3945

Marjorie L. Brown
801 Nicole Lane , Angola, NY 14006

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marjorie L. Brown
801 Nicole Lane
Angola, NY 14006

202-429-3945

Tim Durnell
3087 Daisy Mine Rd , Rice, WA 99167

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Durnell
3087 Daisy Mine Rd
Rice, WA 99167

202-429-3945

Robert Belknap
900 Hillsborough Street , Raleigh, NC 276031610

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Belknap
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603-1610

202-429-3945

Barbara Robbin
11201 Dona Lola Drive , Studio City, CA 91604

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Robbin
11201 Dona Lola Drive
Studio City, CA 91604

202-429-3945

Tim Baures
N6239 Jason St. , Onalaska, WI 54650

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Baures
N6239 Jason St.
Onalaska, WI 54650

202-429-3945

Daniel Lippman
296 Division Street , Great Barrington, MA 01230-1119

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Lippman
296 Division Street
Great Barrington, MA 01230-1119

202-429-3945

Joanne Pelkey
2630 Landsdown Place , Colorado Springs, CO 80919

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Pelkey
2630 Landsdown Place
Colorado Springs, CO 80919

202-429-3945

Donna London
5290 Topaz Street , Las Vegas, NV 89120

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 London
5290 Topaz Street
Las Vegas, NV 89120

202-429-3945

DC Katten
41667 North 51st Street , Cave Creek, AZ 85331

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
DC Katten
41667 North 51st Street
Cave Creek, AZ 85331

202-429-3945

Daniel Romeo
17 Brookside Glen , Huntington, MA 01050

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Romeo
17 Brookside Glen
Huntington, MA 01050

202-429-3945

steven morrell
3901 Sarita Dr , fort Worth, TX 76109

February 8, 2008 9:05 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 morrell
3901 Sarita Dr
fort Worth, TX 76109

202-429-3945

Richard Landau
768 Springfield Avenue Unit B-6, Summit, NJ 07901

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Landau
768 Springfield Avenue
Unit B-6
Summit, NJ 07901

202-429-3945

Jane O'Shaughnessy
1638 Corsica St , San Diego, CA 92111

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 O'Shaughnessy
1638 Corsica St
San Diego, CA 92111

202-429-3945

Julie Boswell
5701 Pacific Avenue , Cleveland, OH 44102

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Boswell
5701 Pacific Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44102

202-429-3945

Rev. J. Howard Cherry
377 S. Winebiddle Street , Pittsburgh, PA 15224

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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. J. Howard Cherry
377 S. Winebiddle Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15224

202-429-3945

Carol Newton
3020 Griffith Park Blvd , Los Angeles, CA 900273010

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Newton
3020 Griffith Park Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3010

202-429-3945

Sheila Erwin
3490 Arbor Dr. , West Linn, OR 95708

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sheila Erwin
3490 Arbor Dr.
West Linn, OR 95708

202-429-3945

Skip Radau
PO Box 65170 , Tucson, AZ 85728

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Skip Radau
PO Box 65170
Tucson, AZ 85728

202-429-3945

Doreen Rapp
11334 Quivas Way , Denver, CO 80234

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Doreen Rapp
11334 Quivas Way
Denver, CO 80234

202-429-3945

Anne Ambler
12505 Kuhl Road , Silver Spring, MD 20902

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ambler
12505 Kuhl Road
Silver Spring, MD 20902

202-429-3945

James Cunningham
938 Deacon Circle , Columbus, OH 43214 2395

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Cunningham
938 Deacon Circle
Columbus, OH 43214 2395

202-429-3945

Miguel Godinez
175 Granville Avenue , Los Angeles, CA 90049

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Miguel Godinez
175 Granville Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90049

202-429-3945

Rodger James Sillars
1167 Oxford Road Suite TWS , Cleveland Heights, OH 44121

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rodger James Sillars
1167 Oxford Road Suite TWS
Cleveland Heights, OH 44121

202-429-3945

Andrea Peixoto
26906 Halifax Place , Hayward, CA 94542

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Andrea Peixoto
26906 Halifax Place
Hayward, CA 94542

202-429-3945

Cathy Gaccione
144 Poinciana , Ellenton, FL 34222

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cathy Gaccione
144 Poinciana
Ellenton, FL 34222

202-429-3945

Meyer Jordan
403 W. Michigan Ave. , Pensacola, FL 32505

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Meyer Jordan
403 W. Michigan Ave.
Pensacola, FL 32505

202-429-3945

Chris Goodwin
2925 Glenwood Dr #302 , Boulder, CO 80301

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Goodwin
2925 Glenwood Dr #302
Boulder, CO 80301

202-429-3945

Richard Hubacek
43300 Little River Airport Rd. Sp.123, Little River, CA 95456

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hubacek
43300 Little River Airport Rd.
Sp.123
Little River, CA 95456

202-429-3945

EJ Marko Jr
801 Lyons Road #19206 , Coconut Creek, FL 33063

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
EJ Marko Jr
801 Lyons Road #19206
Coconut Creek, FL 33063

202-429-3945

Mario Maraldo
25999 Ballard Rd. , Harrison Twp., MI 48045

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mario Maraldo
25999 Ballard Rd.
Harrison Twp., MI 48045

202-429-3945

hans bertschi
2750 s wadsworth blvd , denver, CO 80227

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
hans bertschi
2750 s wadsworth blvd
denver, CO 80227

202-429-3945

Bruce Boyle
PO Box 83 , Plainfield, VT 05667

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Bruce Boyle
PO Box 83
Plainfield, VT 05667

202-429-3945

Mike DellaPenna
2 Fairway Drive , Malvern, PA 19355

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 DellaPenna
2 Fairway Drive
Malvern, PA 19355

202-429-3945

David Botticelli
1121 Pheasant Hollow Dr , Plainsboro, NJ 08536

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Botticelli
1121 Pheasant Hollow Dr
Plainsboro, NJ 08536

202-429-3945

Linda Leghart
148 Railroad Street Box 125, Jacobs Creek, PA 15448

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Leghart
148 Railroad Street
Box 125
Jacobs Creek, PA 15448

202-429-3945

Alla Sobel
201 West 72nd Street, Apt 8D , New York, NY 10023

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Alla Sobel
201 West 72nd Street, Apt 8D
New York, NY 10023

202-429-3945

Kent Minault
13214 Magnolia Blvd , Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Minault
13214 Magnolia Blvd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

202-429-3945

Gesa Hueckel
310 Cedar Bluff Dr. , Moore, SC 29369

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gesa Hueckel
310 Cedar Bluff Dr.
Moore, SC 29369

202-429-3945

Steven Batson
3840 Evergreen Street , Irving, TX 75061

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Batson
3840 Evergreen Street
Irving, TX 75061

202-429-3945

Joann Sonenstein
8229 Weeping Springs Ave. , Las Vegas, NV 891311450

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Joann Sonenstein
8229 Weeping Springs Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89131-1450

202-429-3945

Brenda Williamson
518 North Rose Avenue , Kannapolis, NC 28083

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Brenda Williamson
518 North Rose Avenue
Kannapolis, NC 28083

202-429-3945

Nicole Mettler
5650 Odell Ave. S , Afton, MN 55001

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mettler
5650 Odell Ave. S
Afton, MN 55001

202-429-3945

Jeffery K. McGonagill
280 SW Tunison Ave , Corvallis, OR 973331624

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jeffery K. McGonagill
280 SW Tunison Ave
Corvallis, OR 97333-1624

202-429-3945

Ben Chiang
4411 Cahuenga Blvd. #2, Toluca Lake, CA 916022386

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ben Chiang
4411 Cahuenga Blvd.
#2
Toluca Lake, CA 91602-2386

202-429-3945

leslie simon
11 Spring Hollow Cir , Asheville, NC 28805

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 simon
11 Spring Hollow Cir
Asheville, NC 28805

202-429-3945

Jane Moodie
27786 Royal Ave. , Eugene, OR 97402

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Moodie
27786 Royal Ave.
Eugene, OR 97402

202-429-3945

Joel Thorson
726 SE Fairwinds Loop , Vancouver, WA 98661

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Joel Thorson
726 SE Fairwinds Loop
Vancouver, WA 98661

202-429-3945

Ron Gonzalez
104 Bedford Ave , Brooklyn, NY 11211

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gonzalez
104 Bedford Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11211

202-429-3945

Jody Gibson
7415 SW 60th St , Des Moines, IA 50321

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jody Gibson
7415 SW 60th St
Des Moines, IA 50321

202-429-3945

Raymond Harris
201 Spring Rd. , Scotia, NY 12302

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Raymond Harris
201 Spring Rd.
Scotia, NY 12302

202-429-3945

Julie Lindblad
3630 Hedrick St. , Jacksonville, FL 32205

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Lindblad
3630 Hedrick St.
Jacksonville, FL 32205

202-429-3945

Mijanou Bauchau
1941 lookout Dr. , Agoura Hills, CA 91301

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mijanou Bauchau
1941 lookout Dr.
Agoura Hills, CA 91301

202-429-3945

Alex Harris
12407 East 43rd St. S. #3 , Independence, MO 64055

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Harris
12407 East 43rd St. S. #3
Independence, MO 64055

202-429-3945

Michael Chihill
1166 Amber Pines Dr. , Leland, NC 28451

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Chihill
1166 Amber Pines Dr.
Leland, NC 28451

202-429-3945

Jill Singer
37252 Almont East , Sterling hgts, MI 48310

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jill Singer
37252 Almont East
Sterling hgts, MI 48310

202-429-3945

Krishna Vemuganti
1812 Chasewood Drive , Austin, TX 78727

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Krishna Vemuganti
1812 Chasewood Drive
Austin, TX 78727

202-429-3945

Katherine Babiak
99 Bank St. , New York, NY 10014

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Babiak
99 Bank St.
New York, NY 10014

202-429-3945

Bobbie Frederick
3369 N. Dinwiddie St. , Arlington, VA 22207

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Bobbie Frederick
3369 N. Dinwiddie St.
Arlington, VA 22207

202-429-3945

Karin Wishan
17595 Kelok Road , Lake Oswego, OR 97034

February 8, 2008 8:59 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Karin Wishan
17595 Kelok Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034

202-429-3945

bobby woodart
1614 primrose , toledo, OH 43612

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
bobby woodart
1614 primrose
toledo, OH 43612

202-429-3945

Sister Letitia Prentice
S83 W27815 Beaver Trail , Mukwonago, WI 531499623

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sister Letitia Prentice
S83 W27815 Beaver Trail
Mukwonago, WI 53149-9623

202-429-3945

Patricia Haverkamp
1016 Young Street , Gainesville, TX 762405430

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Haverkamp
1016 Young Street
Gainesville, TX 76240-5430

202-429-3945

Susan Kroll
5109 Todds Mill RD , Pinckneyville, IL 62274

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kroll
5109 Todds Mill RD
Pinckneyville, IL 62274

202-429-3945

Barbara H-E
WINDRIDGE RD. , Baltimore, MD 212082140

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 H-E
WINDRIDGE RD.
Baltimore, MD 21208-2140

202-429-3945

Robert Burke
195 Coppermine Rd , Unionville, CT 06085

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Burke
195 Coppermine Rd
Unionville, CT 06085

202-429-3945

Cy Neu
4777 Stevens Dr. , Hubertus, WI 53033

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cy Neu
4777 Stevens Dr.
Hubertus, WI 53033

202-429-3945

Russell Weisz
319 Laguna St. , Santa Cruz, CA 95060

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Weisz
319 Laguna St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

202-429-3945

Grover Taylor
624 Glenn Ave , Rocky Mount, NC 27803-1907

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Grover Taylor
624 Glenn Ave
Rocky Mount, NC 27803-1907

202-429-3945

Herman Smith
4625 southampton arch , Portsmouth, VA 23703

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Herman Smith
4625 southampton arch
Portsmouth, VA 23703

202-429-3945

Molly Monroe
2849 SE Goodpark , Corvallis, OR 97333

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Molly Monroe
2849 SE Goodpark
Corvallis, OR 97333

202-429-3945

Robert Rubin
1095 S. Floral Ridge Way , Tucson, AZ 85710

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rubin
1095 S. Floral Ridge Way
Tucson, AZ 85710

202-429-3945

Leo Blyler
2317 Bennett Ave Apt 2, Glenwwod Springs, CO 81601

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Leo Blyler
2317 Bennett Ave
Apt 2
Glenwwod Springs, CO 81601

202-429-3945

Pamela Harper-Smith
1804 Springhaven Circle , College Station, TX 77840[

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Harper-Smith
1804 Springhaven Circle
College Station, TX 77840[

202-429-3945

Susan Barnes
1546 10 Mile Road NE , Comstock Park, MI 49321

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Barnes
1546 10 Mile Road NE
Comstock Park, MI 49321

202-429-3945

Sharon Knopp
3440 State Street , eau claire, WI 54701

February 8, 2008 8:56 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Knopp
3440 State Street
eau claire, WI 54701

202-429-3945

Jim Phillips
33 Mazatlan Dr. , Sonoma, CA 95476

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Anne Grupe
7729 Wolford Way , Lorton, VA 22079

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Grupe
7729 Wolford Way
Lorton, VA 22079

202-429-3945

Melinda Baxter
78 George Wright Rd , Woolwich, ME 04579

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Baxter
78 George Wright Rd
Woolwich, ME 04579

202-429-3945

Mary Walker
14903 W. 71st street , Shawnee, KS 66216

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Walker
14903 W. 71st street
Shawnee, KS 66216

202-429-3945

Sandra Smith
6914 Kings Hollow , Dallas, TX 75248

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Smith
6914 Kings Hollow
Dallas, TX 75248

202-429-3945

Susan Campanini
2027 Burlison Drive , Urbana, IL 61801

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Campanini
2027 Burlison Drive
Urbana, IL 61801

202-429-3945

Brian K. Sutton
34 Kennedy Avenue , Bardstown, KY 400049123

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 K. Sutton
34 Kennedy Avenue
Bardstown, KY 40004-9123

202-429-3945

Deborah Ostrowsky
P.O. Box 800301 , Santa Clarita, CA 91380

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ostrowsky
P.O. Box 800301
Santa Clarita, CA 91380

202-429-3945

Deborah Pesa
71-42 252 Street 2nd Floor, Bellerose, NY 11426

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Pesa
71-42 252 Street
2nd Floor
Bellerose, NY 11426

202-429-3945

Lynda Key
5569 East Saginaw , Fresno, CA 93727

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lynda Key
5569 East Saginaw
Fresno, CA 93727

202-429-3945

Jacqueline Lasahn
1514 Sequoia Avenue , Richmond, CA 948051665

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jacqueline Lasahn
1514 Sequoia Avenue
Richmond, CA 94805-1665

202-429-3945

Wesley Banks
P.O. Box 73 , Vancouver, WA 98666

February 8, 2008 8:55 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wesley Banks
P.O. Box 73
Vancouver, WA 98666

202-429-3945

Emily Koomen
31 Milk Street , Newburyport, MA 01950

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Emily Koomen
31 Milk Street
Newburyport, MA 01950

202-429-3945

Kathy Rapp
814 Pershing , Willard, MO 65781

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rapp
814 Pershing
Willard, MO 65781

202-429-3945

Emily Pressman
350 Noxontown Rd , Middletown, DE 19709

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Emily Pressman
350 Noxontown Rd
Middletown, DE 19709

202-429-3945

James Hench
1188 Walnut , Napa, CA 94559

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hench
1188 Walnut
Napa, CA 94559

202-429-3945

Jeff Steenbergen
1617 Taylor Ave N. , Seattle, WA 98109

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Steenbergen
1617 Taylor Ave N.
Seattle, WA 98109

202-429-3945

Jessica Decatur
34 division ave , Blue Point, NY 11715

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Decatur
34 division ave
Blue Point, NY 11715

202-429-3945

R.L. Wilde
7208 Longfield Drive #1 , Cincinnati, OH 45243

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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.L. Wilde
7208 Longfield Drive #1
Cincinnati, OH 45243

202-429-3945

T.A. Hamilton
300 Wood Grove Ct. #13 , Tallahassee, FL 32301

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
T.A. Hamilton
300 Wood Grove Ct. #13
Tallahassee, FL 32301

202-429-3945

fred shafer
22 broadway , west milford, NJ 07480

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 shafer
22 broadway
west milford, NJ 07480

202-429-3945

suzi hokonson
1315 w woodside , spokane, WA 99208

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
suzi hokonson
1315 w woodside
spokane, WA 99208

202-429-3945

Brian Brown
E. 12426 Broadway Apt. # 9 , spokane, WA 99216

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Brown
E. 12426 Broadway Apt. # 9
spokane, WA 99216

202-429-3945

kiran nair
23 graystone way , laguna niguel, CA 92677

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
kiran nair
23 graystone way
laguna niguel, CA 92677

202-429-3945

Monika Lesch
108 Morehead Street , Morganton, NC 28655

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Monika Lesch
108 Morehead Street
Morganton, NC 28655

202-429-3945

Marcia Migdal
1302 Perth Rd , Hagaman, NY 12086

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marcia Migdal
1302 Perth Rd
Hagaman, NY 12086

202-429-3945

Carol McArdell
30 James Circle , El Jebel, CO 81623

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McArdell
30 James Circle
El Jebel, CO 81623

202-429-3945

Shelby Heimbach
8127 Rapallo Way , Clay, NY 13041

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Shelby Heimbach
8127 Rapallo Way
Clay, NY 13041

202-429-3945

Michael Black
975 Parsons Drive , Beaumont, TX 77706

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Black
975 Parsons Drive
Beaumont, TX 77706

202-429-3945

Linda Segall-Anable
3263 SW Cascade Terrace , Portland, OR 97205

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Segall-Anable
3263 SW Cascade Terrace
Portland, OR 97205

202-429-3945

Larry Lewin
11545 16th Ave. NE , Seattle, WA 98125

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Lewin
11545 16th Ave. NE
Seattle, WA 98125

202-429-3945

clint Tharp
211 North Ave. apt 535, athens, GA 30601

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
clint Tharp
211 North Ave.
apt 535
athens, GA 30601

202-429-3945

Jane Schluter
640 Athlone Terrace , River Vale, NJ 07675

February 8, 2008 8:54 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schluter
640 Athlone Terrace
River Vale, NJ 07675

202-429-3945

Noel DeBruton
13640 Bellflower Boulevard , Bellflower, CA 907062499

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Noel DeBruton
13640 Bellflower Boulevard
Bellflower, CA 90706-2499

202-429-3945

Debbi Siebert
3582 county road 2150 , Caddo Mills, TX 75135

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Debbi Siebert
3582 county road 2150
Caddo Mills, TX 75135

202-429-3945

Stephen Hoeprich
3324 ALLENFORD DR SE , CANTON, OH 44707

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hoeprich
3324 ALLENFORD DR SE
CANTON, OH 44707

202-429-3945

Perry Gale
35-2 Hagerman Avenue , Medford, NY 11763

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Perry Gale
35-2 Hagerman Avenue
Medford, NY 11763

202-429-3945

Mariefe Ramos
22732 Figueroa St #36 , Carson, CA 90745

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mariefe Ramos
22732 Figueroa St #36
Carson, CA 90745

202-429-3945

Elizabeth MacKelvie
1954 Palisades Dr , Appleton, WI 54915

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 MacKelvie
1954 Palisades Dr
Appleton, WI 54915

202-429-3945

Ian Dogole
315 Durant Way , Mill Valley, CA 94941

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

reno Dakota
545 W 14TH , NYC, NY 10009

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
reno Dakota
545 W 14TH
NYC, NY 10009

202-429-3945

Jonathan Holzer
229 Boulder Hill Drive , Longview, WA 98632

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Holzer
229 Boulder Hill Drive
Longview, WA 98632

202-429-3945

Melanie Cipher
26 Sutton Place , Groton, CT 06340

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Cipher
26 Sutton Place
Groton, CT 06340

202-429-3945

ellen Anderson
88 Artists Place , Carbondale, IL 629038283

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Anderson
88 Artists Place
Carbondale, IL 62903-8283

202-429-3945

Nina Marie Giordano
13820 South 44th Street Apt. # 1246, Phoenix, AZ 85044

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Nina Marie Giordano
13820 South 44th Street
Apt. # 1246
Phoenix, AZ 85044

202-429-3945

Donna Stonecipher
6702 6th Ave. NW , Seattle, WA 98117

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Stonecipher
6702 6th Ave. NW
Seattle, WA 98117

202-429-3945

Andy Berkvist
15 Bright Avenue , Northampton, MA 01060

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Andy Berkvist
15 Bright Avenue
Northampton, MA 01060

202-429-3945

Grace Johnstone
1808 Bridgman Hill Road , Hardwick, VT 05843

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Grace Johnstone
1808 Bridgman Hill Road
Hardwick, VT 05843

202-429-3945

Steve Berman
1155 Elm Ave. #13, Glendale, CA 912013713

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Berman
1155 Elm Ave.
#13
Glendale, CA 91201-3713

202-429-3945

Colette Sherrington
18641 State Road 31 , North Fort Myers, FL 33917

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Colette Sherrington
18641 State Road 31
North Fort Myers, FL 33917

202-429-3945

Robert Dean
109 Chittenden Road , Amston, CT 06231

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Dean
109 Chittenden Road
Amston, CT 06231

202-429-3945

oakey pruett
508 Sehorn Hollow Rd. , Lexington, VA 24450

February 8, 2008 8:52 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

carol broll
321 E. 43 St. Apt. 209 , new york, NY 10017

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 broll
321 E. 43 St. Apt. 209
new york, NY 10017

202-429-3945

Bill Martin
1110 Peppertree Court , Sarasota, FL 34242

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Martin
1110 Peppertree Court
Sarasota, FL 34242

202-429-3945

Gloria Durka
18 Spicebush Lane , Tuxedo, NY 10987

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Durka
18 Spicebush Lane
Tuxedo, NY 10987

202-429-3945

Karen Mott
25 Fenwick Street , Greenlawn, NY 11740

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mott
25 Fenwick Street
Greenlawn, NY 11740

202-429-3945

Peter Branch
490 E. 40th Ave. , Eugene, OR 97405

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Branch
490 E. 40th Ave.
Eugene, OR 97405

202-429-3945

Anne Erikson
285-D-Chateaux Elise , Santa Barbara, CA 93109

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Erikson
285-D-Chateaux Elise
Santa Barbara, CA 93109

202-429-3945

Elizabeth Leigh
921 Dawson Road , Scottdale, PA 15683

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Leigh
921 Dawson Road
Scottdale, PA 15683

202-429-3945

Anne & Dave Sharkey
858 Logan Avenue , New York City, NY 104652312

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 %pa_first_name% Dave Sharkey
858 Logan Avenue
New York City, NY 10465-2312

202-429-3945

Doug Hanke
9814 Gretna Green Dr. , Tampa, FL 33626

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Doug Hanke
9814 Gretna Green Dr.
Tampa, FL 33626

202-429-3945

Scott Brown
370 Sonoma Ave. Apt A , Seaside, CA 93955

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Brown
370 Sonoma Ave. Apt A
Seaside, CA 93955

202-429-3945

Judith Hoffberg
P.O. Box 3640 , Santa Monica, CA 90408

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hoffberg
P.O. Box 3640
Santa Monica, CA 90408

202-429-3945

Brian Benson
8307 Dibble Ave. N.W. , Seattle, WA 981173246

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Benson
8307 Dibble Ave. N.W.
Seattle, WA 98117-3246

202-429-3945

Emily Van Alyne
228 Redmond Road , Gansevoort, NY 12831

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Emily Van Alyne
228 Redmond Road
Gansevoort, NY 12831

202-429-3945

Carol Gawronski
18059 Sacramento , Homewood, IL 60430

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gawronski
18059 Sacramento
Homewood, IL 60430

202-429-3945

Achmad Chadran
206 Stow Road , Harvard, MA 01451

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Achmad Chadran
206 Stow Road
Harvard, MA 01451

202-429-3945

Karen kochis-Jennings
2019 Hyperion Avenue , Los Angeles, CA 90027

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 kochis-Jennings
2019 Hyperion Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90027

202-429-3945

Charles Christy
3113 Atherton Drive , Santa Clara, CA 95051

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Christy
3113 Atherton Drive
Santa Clara, CA 95051

202-429-3945

Nelson Dowler
1533 Ritchie rd , Stow, OH 44224

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Nelson Dowler
1533 Ritchie rd
Stow, OH 44224

202-429-3945

Sheri Archey
2375 Myrtle Ave. NE , Salem, OR 97301-7242

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sheri Archey
2375 Myrtle Ave. NE
Salem, OR 97301-7242

202-429-3945

Peter Harrell
PO Box 1731 , Yreka, CA 96097

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Harrell
PO Box 1731
Yreka, CA 96097

202-429-3945

Bruce Reynolds
854 Locust Corner Rd. , Cincinnati, OH 45245 3112

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Bruce Reynolds
854 Locust Corner Rd.
Cincinnati, OH 45245 3112

202-429-3945

Ruth Busch
6077 County Road 290 , Lafayette, AL 36862

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Busch
6077 County Road 290
Lafayette, AL 36862

202-429-3945

Chris McCarty
2909 S. Ocean Blvd. #3C , Highland Beach, FL 334871819

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McCarty
2909 S. Ocean Blvd. #3C
Highland Beach, FL 33487-1819

202-429-3945

Theresa Schmitter
1280 15th Ave #108 , San Francisco, CA 94122

February 8, 2008 8:51 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schmitter
1280 15th Ave #108
San Francisco, CA 94122

202-429-3945

Eileen Harney
17 Maplewood Rd. , Medfield, MA 02052

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Harney
17 Maplewood Rd.
Medfield, MA 02052

202-429-3945

Elisabeth Bacus
806 Eaglenest Ave , Akron, OH 44303

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Elisabeth Bacus
806 Eaglenest Ave
Akron, OH 44303

202-429-3945

Stacey Bennett
356 Carol Drive , Ventura, CA 93003

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Stacey Bennett
356 Carol Drive
Ventura, CA 93003

202-429-3945

Gregg Bell
11270 Idlewood Dr. , Fishers, IN 46037

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gregg Bell
11270 Idlewood Dr.
Fishers, IN 46037

202-429-3945

Lisa Rollens
rT 5 bOX 442 , Ava, MO 65608

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rollens
rT 5 bOX 442
Ava, MO 65608

202-429-3945

Holly Still
530 Bay Road , Menlo Park, CA 94025

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Still
530 Bay Road
Menlo Park, CA 94025

202-429-3945

Cameron Govier
286 Goldenwood Cir. , Simi Valley, CA 93065

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cameron Govier
286 Goldenwood Cir.
Simi Valley, CA 93065

202-429-3945

ellise mallove
po box 93 , topanga, CA 90290

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
ellise mallove
po box 93
topanga, CA 90290

202-429-3945

Francisco Costa
67665 Ontina Road , Cathedral City, CA 92234

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Francisco Costa
67665 Ontina Road
Cathedral City, CA 92234

202-429-3945

Pat Turk
2914 Bird Drive , Erie, PA 16510

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Pat Turk
2914 Bird Drive
Erie, PA 16510

202-429-3945

Katherine Werner
354 Hastings Rd , Waitsfield, VT 05673

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Werner
354 Hastings Rd
Waitsfield, VT 05673

202-429-3945

Kristina Thorpe
P.O. Box 50804 , Montecito, CA 93150

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kristina Thorpe
P.O. Box 50804
Montecito, CA 93150

202-429-3945

Lela Perkins
15109 50th Ave S E , Everett, WA 98208

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lela Perkins
15109 50th Ave S E
Everett, WA 98208

202-429-3945

Therese Martin
10939 Rose Ave , Los Angeles, CA 90034

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Therese Martin
10939 Rose Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034

202-429-3945

Garry Chick
343 High Road , Port Matilda, PA 16870

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Chick
343 High Road
Port Matilda, PA 16870

202-429-3945

John Anderson
1530 Gough Street #603 , San Francisco, CA 94109

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Anderson
1530 Gough Street #603
San Francisco, CA 94109

202-429-3945

Mark Schneider
11682 Brookshire Ave. , Garden Grove, CA 92840

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schneider
11682 Brookshire Ave.
Garden Grove, CA 92840

202-429-3945

Joe Azzarello
10108 Rich Street , West Olive, MI 49460

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Azzarello
10108 Rich Street
West Olive, MI 49460

202-429-3945

John Hotchkiss
PO Box 6031 , Stateline, NV 89449

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hotchkiss
PO Box 6031
Stateline, NV 89449

202-429-3945

maureen marino
1976 horseshoe bend , tobyhanna, PA 18466

February 8, 2008 8:50 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 marino
1976 horseshoe bend
tobyhanna, PA 18466

