202-429-3945

Tom Kordus
140 Filbert Drive , Streamwood, IL 60107

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Tom Kordus
140 Filbert Drive
Streamwood, IL 60107

202-429-3945

Susan Shawn
13655 SE Briarfield Court , Portland, OR 97222

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Susan Shawn
13655 SE Briarfield Court
Portland, OR 97222

202-429-3945

Andrew Johnson
2015 W. University St., #A403 , Springfield, MO 65807

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Andrew Johnson
2015 W. University St., #A403
Springfield, MO 65807

202-429-3945

Stephen Orsary
48 Estrada Lane , Corte Madera, CA 94925

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Stephen Orsary
48 Estrada Lane
Corte Madera, CA 94925

202-429-3945

Doug Butler
25 Katie Lane , Painted Post, NY 14870

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Doug Butler
25 Katie Lane
Painted Post, NY 14870

202-429-3945

serge vrabec
5902 SE Milwaukie Ave. , portland, OR 97202

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
serge vrabec
5902 SE Milwaukie Ave.
portland, OR 97202

202-429-3945

Carla Shuford
116 Pitch Pine Lane , Chapel Hill, NC 27514

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Carla Shuford
116 Pitch Pine Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514

202-429-3945

PETER WEST
2325-B W. AVENUE133RD , SAN LEANDRO, CA 94577

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
PETER WEST
2325-B W. AVENUE133RD
SAN LEANDRO, CA 94577

202-429-3945

Erin Cone
6 Eldorado Way , Santa Fe, NM 87508

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Erin Cone
6 Eldorado Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508

202-429-3945

michael uliczny
225 wooster st , elyria, OH 44035

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
michael uliczny
225 wooster st
elyria, OH 44035

202-429-3945

Gayle Sullivan
8408 Rockwell Ave , North Port, FL 34291

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Gayle Sullivan
8408 Rockwell Ave
North Port, FL 34291

202-429-3945

burris millstone
3600 yacht club drive apt 1401, aventura, FL 33180

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
burris millstone
3600 yacht club drive
apt 1401
aventura, FL 33180

202-429-3945

Kathleen Wolfe
28701 Sith Place South #201 , Des Moines, WA 981988274

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Kathleen Wolfe
28701 Sith Place South #201
Des Moines, WA 98198-8274

202-429-3945

Anne Sausser
1442 Funston Ave , San Francisco, CA 94122

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Anne Sausser
1442 Funston Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122

202-429-3945

Chris Hudock
638 10th Ave , Bethlehem, PA 18018

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Chris Hudock
638 10th Ave
Bethlehem, PA 18018

202-429-3945

Lars Lohan
588 Sutter St , San Francisco, CA 94102

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Lars Lohan
588 Sutter St
San Francisco, CA 94102

202-429-3945

Ursula Freer
28 Avenida Las Nubes , Santa Fe, NM 87508

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Ursula Freer
28 Avenida Las Nubes
Santa Fe, NM 87508

202-429-3945

Joe Forbes
1611 16th Ave. So. , Birmingham, AL 35205

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Joe Forbes
1611 16th Ave. So.
Birmingham, AL 35205

202-429-3945

Sandra Miller
3908 7th Street, NE Apt. 1, Washington, DC 200173605

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Sandra Miller
3908 7th Street, NE
Apt. 1
Washington, DC 20017-3605

202-429-3945

Anthony Nicolau
185 Clinton Ave , Brooklyn, NY 11205

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Anthony Nicolau
185 Clinton Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11205

202-429-3945

Kate Beck
1024 Regent Street , Alameda, CA 94501

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Kate Beck
1024 Regent Street
Alameda, CA 94501

202-429-3945

Susan Brown
1356 Graylyn Road , Virginia Beach, VA 23464

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Susan Brown
1356 Graylyn Road
Virginia Beach, VA 23464

202-429-3945

Debra Gray
1101 Independence Ave. Apt. 403, Akron, OH 44310

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Debra Gray
1101 Independence Ave.
Apt. 403
Akron, OH 44310

202-429-3945

Ai McCarthy
2833 SE Schiller St. , Portland, OR 97202

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Ai McCarthy
2833 SE Schiller St.
Portland, OR 97202

202-429-3945

Richard Kangas
2701 A Street , Selma, CA 93662

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Richard Kangas
2701 A Street
Selma, CA 93662

202-429-3945

Neal Keefer
4025 Northeast Couch Street , Portland, OR 97232

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Neal Keefer
4025 Northeast Couch Street
Portland, OR 97232

202-429-3945

Douglas Wescott
8669 Jenny Avenue , San Diego, CA 92123

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Douglas Wescott
8669 Jenny Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123

202-429-3945

Richard Stellner
133 NW 18th Avenue, #6 , Portland, OR 97209

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Richard Stellner
133 NW 18th Avenue, #6
Portland, OR 97209

202-429-3945

Sarah Williams
32 County Road , Guilford, CT 06437

February 8, 2008 8:08 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 Williams
32 County Road
Guilford, CT 06437

202-429-3945

Rick Rosner
2353 Otono Circle , Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Rick Rosner
2353 Otono Circle
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

202-429-3945

James Moore
17900 Vista Drive , Buena Vista, CO 81211

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
James Moore
17900 Vista Drive
Buena Vista, CO 81211

202-429-3945

ANDREW REICH
153 N WINDSOR BLVD , LOS ANGELES, CA 90004

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
ANDREW REICH
153 N WINDSOR BLVD
LOS ANGELES, CA 90004

202-429-3945

Stefanie Gandolfi
81 Donna Way , Oakland, CA 946055037

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Stefanie Gandolfi
81 Donna Way
Oakland, CA 94605-5037

202-429-3945

John I. Schneider
14100 Hickory Hills Trail , Louisville, KY 40299

February 8, 2008 8:08 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 I. Schneider
14100 Hickory Hills Trail
Louisville, KY 40299

202-429-3945

Eric Pihl
129 N. Wilke Rd. , Arlington Heights, IL 60005

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Eric Pihl
129 N. Wilke Rd.
Arlington Heights, IL 60005

202-429-3945

Sumita Sengupta
7810 SW 51 AVE , Miami, FL 33143

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Sumita Sengupta
7810 SW 51 AVE
Miami, FL 33143

202-429-3945

Jon Peter Bumstead
2417 1/4 Foothill Blvd. , La Crescenta, CA 91214

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Jon Peter Bumstead
2417 1/4 Foothill Blvd.
La Crescenta, CA 91214

202-429-3945

Sharon Davis
195 Palm Dr. , weirton, WV 26062

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Sharon Davis
195 Palm Dr.
weirton, WV 26062

202-429-3945

Valerie Bernard
3032 nw 69th Street , Seattle, WA 98117

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Valerie Bernard
3032 nw 69th Street
Seattle, WA 98117

202-429-3945

Carol Murphy
513 Madeira Drive SE , Albuquerque, NM 87108

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Carol Murphy
513 Madeira Drive SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108

202-429-3945

Alden & Norma Erikson
55 Walnut Avenue , Mill Valley, CA 94941

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Alden %pa_first_name% Norma Erikson
55 Walnut Avenue
Mill Valley, CA 94941

202-429-3945

John Gomolka
3714 Mayflower Oval , Brunswick Hills, OH 442124143

February 8, 2008 8:08 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 Gomolka
3714 Mayflower Oval
Brunswick Hills, OH 44212-4143

202-429-3945

Sarah Boucas-Neto
319 winding way merion station, 19066, PA 19066

February 8, 2008 8:08 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 Boucas-Neto
319 winding way
merion station
19066, PA 19066

202-429-3945

Bob Aegerter
370 Sudden Vly , Bellingham, WA 982294807

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Bob Aegerter
370 Sudden Vly
Bellingham, WA 98229-4807

202-429-3945

Dorothy Mac Leod
256 Kerry Street , Holbrook, NY 11741

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Dorothy Mac Leod
256 Kerry Street
Holbrook, NY 11741

202-429-3945

Larry Bulling
2321 NW Mulkey Avenue , Corvallis, OR 97330

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Larry Bulling
2321 NW Mulkey Avenue
Corvallis, OR 97330

202-429-3945

tamra perez
8331 Rockbury Way , Antelope, CA 95843

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
tamra perez
8331 Rockbury Way
Antelope, CA 95843

202-429-3945

Bill Ghiorso
687 Vincente Ave , Berkeley, CA 94707

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Bill Ghiorso
687 Vincente Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707

202-429-3945

Anthony Tower
440 Graham , Montreal, QC H3P2C9 Canada

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Anthony Tower
440 Graham
Montreal, QC H3P2C9

202-429-3945

Diane Cantwell
505 Belmont Avenue , Los Angeles, CA 90026

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Diane Cantwell
505 Belmont Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90026

202-429-3945

JOSEPH REEL
PO BOX 51066 , PACIFIC GROVE, CA 93950

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
JOSEPH REEL
PO BOX 51066
PACIFIC GROVE, CA 93950

202-429-3945

mariellen kulik
2190 S. Williams Street , denver, CO 80210

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
mariellen kulik
2190 S. Williams Street
denver, CO 80210

202-429-3945

Michael Souza
3366 Grim Ave , San Diego, CA 92104

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Michael Souza
3366 Grim Ave
San Diego, CA 92104

202-429-3945

Damian Van Denburgh
209 East 5th Street , New York, NY 10003

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Damian Van Denburgh
209 East 5th Street
New York, NY 10003

202-429-3945

Judith Cleaver
310 East Plane Street , Bethel, OH 45106

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Judith Cleaver
310 East Plane Street
Bethel, OH 45106

202-429-3945

Chad Hawthorne
2155 Park Marina Dr. , Redding, CA 96001

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Chad Hawthorne
2155 Park Marina Dr.
Redding, CA 96001

202-429-3945

Peggy Deuel
20923 Sedona Ranch Lane , Spring, TX 77388

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Peggy Deuel
20923 Sedona Ranch Lane
Spring, TX 77388

202-429-3945

Jennie Olson
2865 A St #6 , San Diego, CA 92102

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Jennie Olson
2865 A St #6
San Diego, CA 92102

202-429-3945

Gary Hochgraf
2740 packard rd , ann arbor, MI 48108

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Gary Hochgraf
2740 packard rd
ann arbor, MI 48108

202-429-3945

frances russell
7749 moline , houston, TX 77087

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
frances russell
7749 moline
houston, TX 77087

202-429-3945

Richard & Martha Olson
33 Cool Springs Road , SIGNAL MOUNTAIN, TN 373772060

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Richard %pa_first_name% Martha Olson
33 Cool Springs Road
SIGNAL MOUNTAIN, TN 37377-2060

202-429-3945

Joan Heezen
N4844 790th Street , Ellsworth, WI 54011

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Joan Heezen
N4844 790th Street
Ellsworth, WI 54011

202-429-3945

Chris Barker
15760 County Road 12 , Fort Lupton, CO 80621

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Chris Barker
15760 County Road 12
Fort Lupton, CO 80621

202-429-3945

William Dane
301 E. Cedar St. , Ontario, CA 91761

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
William Dane
301 E. Cedar St.
Ontario, CA 91761

202-429-3945

carmi strom
5418 timothy dr. , san diego, CA 92105

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
carmi strom
5418 timothy dr.
san diego, CA 92105

202-429-3945

David Rousseau
2027,13th St. , Clarkston, WA 994033101

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
David Rousseau
2027,13th St.
Clarkston, WA 99403-3101

202-429-3945

Adam Pastula
1538 Cedarwood Drive , Longmont, CO 80501

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Adam Pastula
1538 Cedarwood Drive
Longmont, CO 80501

202-429-3945

Tracey Pence
1829 N. Fuller Ave #3 , Los Angeles, CA 90046

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Tracey Pence
1829 N. Fuller Ave #3
Los Angeles, CA 90046

202-429-3945

charlene chauvaux
923 sheffield st. , cambria, CA 93428

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
charlene chauvaux
923 sheffield st.
cambria, CA 93428

202-429-3945

Elizabeth Gladfelter
250 Valley Park South , Bethlehem, PA 18018

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Elizabeth Gladfelter
250 Valley Park South
Bethlehem, PA 18018

202-429-3945

Frank R Scott
1601 W Santa Clara Ave , Santa Ana, CA 92706

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Frank R Scott
1601 W Santa Clara Ave
Santa Ana, CA 92706

202-429-3945

Mike Pirkl
8566 Calabash Ave. , Fontana, CA 92335

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Mike Pirkl
8566 Calabash Ave.
Fontana, CA 92335

202-429-3945

Marcia Bailey
1270 Cabbage Patch Rd. , Burnsville, NC 28714

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Marcia Bailey
1270 Cabbage Patch Rd.
Burnsville, NC 28714

202-429-3945

julie amato
4251 Tujunga Ave,#10 , studio City, CA 91604

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
julie amato
4251 Tujunga Ave,#10
studio City, CA 91604

202-429-3945

Jacqueline Remington
41-249 Kaaiai St. , Waimanalo, HI 96795

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Jacqueline Remington
41-249 Kaaiai St.
Waimanalo, HI 96795

202-429-3945

Lisa Mastalier
14680 alma drive , Sterling Heights, MI 48313

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Lisa Mastalier
14680 alma drive
Sterling Heights, MI 48313

202-429-3945

* Zentura
PO Box 4111, Casper, WY 82604

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
* Zentura
PO Box
4111
Casper, WY 82604

202-429-3945

Brian Pope
128 S Hayworth Ave Apt 5 , Los Angeles, CA 900483620

February 8, 2008 8:08 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 Pope
128 S Hayworth Ave Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90048-3620

202-429-3945

Paul Schoenweiss
611 Rt. 212 , saugerties, NY 12477

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Paul Schoenweiss
611 Rt. 212
saugerties, NY 12477

202-429-3945

Michael Maggied
2240 E Arbor Cir , Mesa, AZ 85204

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Michael Maggied
2240 E Arbor Cir
Mesa, AZ 85204

202-429-3945

Jane H Beattie
PO Box 1434 , Ketchum, ID 83340

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Jane H Beattie
PO Box 1434
Ketchum, ID 83340

202-429-3945

jane Ray
1705 briarwood , corsicana, TX 75110

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
jane Ray
1705 briarwood
corsicana, TX 75110

202-429-3945

eric owen
8031 NE 182nd Pl , kenmore, WA 98028

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
eric owen
8031 NE 182nd Pl
kenmore, WA 98028

202-429-3945

Alice Burkhart
1709 Ruthdale Dr , Fort Worth, TX 76134

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Alice Burkhart
1709 Ruthdale Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76134

202-429-3945

Ed Baker
1356 Kenilworth #3 , Lakewood, OH 44107

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Ed Baker
1356 Kenilworth #3
Lakewood, OH 44107

202-429-3945

Tom Harper
12540 Sutherland Drive , Grass Valley, CA 95949

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Tom Harper
12540 Sutherland Drive
Grass Valley, CA 95949

202-429-3945

Bob Welsh
2183 Juneau Ct. S , Salem, OR 97302

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Bob Welsh
2183 Juneau Ct. S
Salem, OR 97302

202-429-3945

Michael Denton
829 Begonia Dr. , San Leandro, CA 945783806

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Michael Denton
829 Begonia Dr.
San Leandro, CA 94578-3806

202-429-3945

Ronald MacQuarrie
393 Plaza Estival , San Clemente, CA 92672

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Ronald MacQuarrie
393 Plaza Estival
San Clemente, CA 92672

202-429-3945

kate kobayashi
237 elizabeth , NYC, NY 10012

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
kate kobayashi
237 elizabeth
NYC, NY 10012

202-429-3945

Anna Smith
180 C County Road 143 , Oxford, MS 38655

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Anna Smith
180 C County Road 143
Oxford, MS 38655

202-429-3945

Noreen Weeden
493 Vermont St , San Francisco, CA 94107

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Noreen Weeden
493 Vermont St
San Francisco, CA 94107

202-429-3945

Connie McCue
3020 Bentwood Cir S Dr Apt. 2C, Indianapolis, IN 46268

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Connie McCue
3020 Bentwood Cir S Dr
Apt. 2C
Indianapolis, IN 46268

202-429-3945

Charlotte Blackwell
PO Box 183 , Seymour, MO 65746

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Charlotte Blackwell
PO Box 183
Seymour, MO 65746

202-429-3945

Krishna Rickard
1102 Vance Dr , Corpus Christi, TX 78412

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Krishna Rickard
1102 Vance Dr
Corpus Christi, TX 78412

202-429-3945

logan welde
514 e 11 st , New York, NY 10009

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
logan welde
514 e 11 st
New York, NY 10009

202-429-3945

Amber Knight
87 Kawailani Circle , Kihei, HI 96753

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Amber Knight
87 Kawailani Circle
Kihei, HI 96753

202-429-3945

Robert Ball
11213 EAST 17TH AVE , SPOKANE VALLEY, WA 99206

February 8, 2008 8:08 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,
Robert Ball
11213 EAST 17TH AVE
SPOKANE VALLEY, WA 99206

202-429-3945

Gaylen Stirton
1319 El Centro Avenue , Oakland, CA 94602

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Gaylen Stirton
1319 El Centro Avenue
Oakland, CA 94602

202-429-3945

lanette smith
1162 mclaughlin , basalt, CO 81621

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
lanette smith
1162 mclaughlin
basalt, CO 81621

202-429-3945

Alison Lerman
173 16th Avenue , Sea Cliff, NY 11579

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Alison Lerman
173 16th Avenue
Sea Cliff, NY 11579

202-429-3945

Mike Sexton
2524 Commonwealth 52 , Junction City, KS 66441

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Sexton
2524 Commonwealth 52
Junction City, KS 66441

202-429-3945

hiroshi suzuki
29438 n. mammoth lane , canyon country, CA 91387

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
hiroshi suzuki
29438 n. mammoth lane
canyon country, CA 91387

202-429-3945

Angela West
4611 Ohio St. #17 , San Diego, CA 92116

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 West
4611 Ohio St. #17
San Diego, CA 92116

202-429-3945

Angela Froehlich
12230 N 39th Way , Phoenix, AZ 85032

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Froehlich
12230 N 39th Way
Phoenix, AZ 85032

202-429-3945

Amy Steiner
1244 Broadway , San Francisco, CA 94109

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Steiner
1244 Broadway
San Francisco, CA 94109

202-429-3945

Jonathan Clapp
17 Seventh Street , Harwich, MA 02645

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Clapp
17 Seventh Street
Harwich, MA 02645

202-429-3945

Melissa Buchanan
1300 Spyglass Parkway , Vallejo, CA 94591

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Buchanan
1300 Spyglass Parkway
Vallejo, CA 94591

202-429-3945

John Long
1480 SW Allen , Corvallis, OR 97333

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Long
1480 SW Allen
Corvallis, OR 97333

202-429-3945

Amy Wolfberg
1817 N. Fuller Avenue, #303 , Los Angeles, CA 90046

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Wolfberg
1817 N. Fuller Avenue, #303
Los Angeles, CA 90046

202-429-3945

Claire Flewitt
975 Soto Drive , San Lorenzo, CA 945801554

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Claire Flewitt
975 Soto Drive
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-1554

202-429-3945

Justin Wagner
404 Naples St #1, San Francisco, CA 94112

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Justin Wagner
404 Naples St
#1
San Francisco, CA 94112

202-429-3945

Ronald Cohen
1 Barstow Road , Great Neck, NY 110213501

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ronald Cohen
1 Barstow Road
Great Neck, NY 11021-3501

202-429-3945

Fred Sokolow
1817 Hill St. , Santa Monica, CA 90405

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Sokolow
1817 Hill St.
Santa Monica, CA 90405

202-429-3945

Paul Burks
684 Benicia Drive, #7 , Santa Rosa, CA 95409

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Burks
684 Benicia Drive, #7
Santa Rosa, CA 95409

202-429-3945

Ed Kraynak
1563 S Roslyn Street , Denver, CO 80231

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ed Kraynak
1563 S Roslyn Street
Denver, CO 80231

202-429-3945

Beverly Nelmes
6100 12th St. S., Apt. 315 , St. Petersburg, FL 33705

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Beverly Nelmes
6100 12th St. S., Apt. 315
St. Petersburg, FL 33705

202-429-3945

Kim Schreiber
5750 Kipling St , Arvada, CO 80002

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Schreiber
5750 Kipling St
Arvada, CO 80002

202-429-3945

Don Stayner
3518 Fremont Ave. N. , Seattle, WA 98103

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Stayner
3518 Fremont Ave. N.
Seattle, WA 98103

202-429-3945

Steve Robison
2439 W. Silverlake Dr. , Los Angeles,, CA 90039

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Robison
2439 W. Silverlake Dr.
Los Angeles,, CA 90039

202-429-3945

Chris Stay
540 Seamont Lane , Edmonds, WA 98020

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Stay
540 Seamont Lane
Edmonds, WA 98020

202-429-3945

Ron Prather
1070 Eden Ave , Atlanta, GA 30316

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Prather
1070 Eden Ave
Atlanta, GA 30316

202-429-3945

Leda Slattery
1713 Bonanza Way , Modesto, CA 95350

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Leda Slattery
1713 Bonanza Way
Modesto, CA 95350

202-429-3945

Barbara Baker
P.O. Box 2332 , Martinsburg, WV 254022332

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Baker
P.O. Box 2332
Martinsburg, WV 25402-2332

202-429-3945

Robert Clark
232 Route 80 , Killingworth, CT 06419

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Clark
232 Route 80
Killingworth, CT 06419

202-429-3945

Elizabeth McConaughy
27071 El Retiro , Mission Viejo, CA 92692

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McConaughy
27071 El Retiro
Mission Viejo, CA 92692

202-429-3945

Susan Inman
P.O. Box 700 , Elk Rapids, MI 49629

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Inman
P.O. Box 700
Elk Rapids, MI 49629

202-429-3945

Sylvia Schleimer
1777 N. Allen Ave. , Pasadena, CA 911041612

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sylvia Schleimer
1777 N. Allen Ave.
Pasadena, CA 91104-1612

202-429-3945

Amanda Rickert
1006 Coloma Way , Roseville, CA 95661

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rickert
1006 Coloma Way
Roseville, CA 95661

202-429-3945

Rachael Brown
3672 20th St. #1 , San Francsico, CA 94110

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rachael Brown
3672 20th St. #1
San Francsico, CA 94110

202-429-3945

Diane Traver
5860 ne 197th st , kenmore, WA 98028

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Diane Traver
5860 ne 197th st
kenmore, WA 98028

202-429-3945

Chrissy Kaufman
3637 Sonoma Ave #179 , Santa Rosa, CA 95405

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Chrissy Kaufman
3637 Sonoma Ave #179
Santa Rosa, CA 95405

202-429-3945

Brad Kraus
2600 Agua Fria St., Suite A , Santa Fe, NM 875056202

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kraus
2600 Agua Fria St., Suite A
Santa Fe, NM 87505-6202

202-429-3945

Jeff Crane
318 NE 51st St Apt 4 , Miami, FL 33137

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Crane
318 NE 51st St Apt 4
Miami, FL 33137

202-429-3945

Theodore Kerhulas
15926 Valley Wood Road , Sherman Oaks, CA 91403

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Theodore Kerhulas
15926 Valley Wood Road
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403

202-429-3945

Michael Molder
14295 SC Hwy 121 , Newberry, SC 29108

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Molder
14295 SC Hwy 121
Newberry, SC 29108

202-429-3945

Kathi Kibbel
522 s clinton , dallas, TX 75208

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kathi Kibbel
522 s clinton
dallas, TX 75208

202-429-3945

kerry drake
907 rue max st. , pensacola, FL 32507

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
kerry drake
907 rue max st.
pensacola, FL 32507

202-429-3945

Irving Geary
342 Pond Street , Rockland, MA 02370

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Irving Geary
342 Pond Street
Rockland, MA 02370

202-429-3945

Jennifer Nelson
920 Carpenter Rd , Loveland, OH 45140

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Nelson
920 Carpenter Rd
Loveland, OH 45140

202-429-3945

Randy Centner
7919 Jolain Dr , Cincinnati, OH 45242

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Randy Centner
7919 Jolain Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45242

202-429-3945

Jamie Arbuckle
P.O. Box 185 Hamilton Grange StationPO Box 185, New York City, NY 10031

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jamie Arbuckle
P.O. Box 185
Hamilton Grange StationPO Box 185
New York City, NY 10031

202-429-3945

Susan Hathaway
5107 Passons Boulevard #313 , Pico Rivera, CA 90660

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hathaway
5107 Passons Boulevard #313
Pico Rivera, CA 90660

202-429-3945

Luke Breit
Chair, CA Democratic Party Enviromental Caucus 2119 7th Ave., Sacramento, CA 95818

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Luke Breit
Chair, CA Democratic Party Enviromental Caucus
2119 7th Ave.
Sacramento, CA 95818

202-429-3945

Chris Huff
1008 Minturn Lane , Austin, TX 78748

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Huff
1008 Minturn Lane
Austin, TX 78748

202-429-3945

Deborah Lancman
3040 brant Street , San Diego, CA 92103

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Lancman
3040 brant Street
San Diego, CA 92103

202-429-3945

Debra Rehn
5130 SE 30th Av. #9 , Portland, OR 97202

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Debra Rehn
5130 SE 30th Av. #9
Portland, OR 97202

202-429-3945

Katharine avarese
216 Osborn Street , PHILADELPHIA, PA 19128

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Katharine avarese
216 Osborn Street
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19128

202-429-3945

Deborah Van Etveldt
6326 Dewey Street , Hollywood, FL 33023

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Van Etveldt
6326 Dewey Street
Hollywood, FL 33023

202-429-3945

Irwin Hoogheem
Shetland Circle , Ogden, KS 66517

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hoogheem
Shetland Circle
Ogden, KS 66517

202-429-3945

Jennifer Jen
2168 harding rd , blacksburg, VA 24060

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Jen
2168 harding rd
blacksburg, VA 24060

202-429-3945

Mark Messing
619 5th St. , Traverse City, MI 496842409

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Messing
619 5th St.
Traverse City, MI 49684-2409

202-429-3945

Donald Davis
2122 Cold Canyon Road , Calabasas, CA 91302

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Donald Davis
2122 Cold Canyon Road
Calabasas, CA 91302

202-429-3945

Toni Snidow
9323 Manchaca Rd., #1124 , Austin, TX 78748

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Toni Snidow
9323 Manchaca Rd., #1124
Austin, TX 78748

202-429-3945

rayna knobler
147 Lexington Avenue , buffalo, NY 142221809

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
rayna knobler
147 Lexington Avenue
buffalo, NY 14222-1809

202-429-3945

elsie chan
14009 nw 44th ct , VANCOUVER, WA 98685

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
elsie chan
14009 nw 44th ct
VANCOUVER, WA 98685

202-429-3945

Patricia Kanter-Kennedy
7627 Beech Cove Lane , Houston, TX 77072

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kanter-Kennedy
7627 Beech Cove Lane
Houston, TX 77072

202-429-3945

Donald Hakey
423 Howe Avenue, #304 , Shelton, CT 06484

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Donald Hakey
423 Howe Avenue, #304
Shelton, CT 06484

202-429-3945

Beth Braun
4457 N. Malden Street , Chicago, IL 60640

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Beth Braun
4457 N. Malden Street
Chicago, IL 60640

202-429-3945

MD Fein
PO Box 15413 , Newport Beach, CA 92659

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
MD Fein
PO Box 15413
Newport Beach, CA 92659

202-429-3945

Don Jacobson
941 SE 55th ave. , Portland, OR 97215

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Jacobson
941 SE 55th ave.
Portland, OR 97215

202-429-3945

Ernst Bauer
11581 S 28th Ave , Laveen, AZ 85339-1736

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ernst Bauer
11581 S 28th Ave
Laveen, AZ 85339-1736

202-429-3945

Suzanne Pierson
1845 Deer Valley Rd. , Boulder, CO 80305

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Suzanne Pierson
1845 Deer Valley Rd.
Boulder, CO 80305

202-429-3945

Roseann Marulli
123 Tehama Street , Brooklyn, NY 11218

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Roseann Marulli
123 Tehama Street
Brooklyn, NY 11218

202-429-3945

Anne Vallery
215 Rosemary Ave , Ambler, PA 19002

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Vallery
215 Rosemary Ave
Ambler, PA 19002

202-429-3945

Richard Abruscato
480 Las Flores , Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Abruscato
480 Las Flores
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360

202-429-3945

Tricia Philipson
2344 Saddleback Drive , Danville, CA 94506

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tricia Philipson
2344 Saddleback Drive
Danville, CA 94506

202-429-3945

Ken McCalman
HCR 70 Box 133 , Jasper, AR 726419714

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McCalman
HCR 70 Box 133
Jasper, AR 72641-9714

202-429-3945

Neil Murray
7 Canal Street Studio C, Bellows Falls, VT 05101

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Neil Murray
7 Canal Street
Studio C
Bellows Falls, VT 05101

202-429-3945

Jessica Pijoan
PO Box 266 , El Rito, NM 87530

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Pijoan
PO Box 266
El Rito, NM 87530

202-429-3945

Sydney Allrud
8815 Burke Av N , Seattle, WA 98103

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Sydney Allrud
8815 Burke Av N
Seattle, WA 98103

202-429-3945

Lori Baxter
2913 Brentwood Circle , Richmond, VA 23237

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Baxter
2913 Brentwood Circle
Richmond, VA 23237

202-429-3945

C Burns
Post Office Box 1561 , oakdale, CA 95361

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Burns
Post Office Box 1561
oakdale, CA 95361

202-429-3945

Rebecca Sundberg
830 Gleason Lane , Langley, WA 98260

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Sundberg
830 Gleason Lane
Langley, WA 98260

202-429-3945

Deborah Hirsch
5840 19th Avenue , Sacramento, CA 95820

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hirsch
5840 19th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95820

202-429-3945

susanne burcin
3114 via loma vista , escondido, CA 92029

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
susanne burcin
3114 via loma vista
escondido, CA 92029

202-429-3945

Joyce Bloom
17 Bogus Hill Road , New Fairfield, CT 06812

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Bloom
17 Bogus Hill Road
New Fairfield, CT 06812

202-429-3945

Heidi Auman
2220 South Dehmel Rd. , Frankenmuth, MI 48734

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Heidi Auman
2220 South Dehmel Rd.
Frankenmuth, MI 48734

202-429-3945

Robert Johnson
2228 Sun Cliffs St , Las Vegas, NV 89134

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Johnson
2228 Sun Cliffs St
Las Vegas, NV 89134

202-429-3945

Michelle Bafik-Vehslage
9019 Koenig , San Antonio, TX 78251

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Michelle Bafik-Vehslage
9019 Koenig
San Antonio, TX 78251

202-429-3945

Jo Nowakowski
9535 Dayton ve , Seattle, WA 98103

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Nowakowski
9535 Dayton ve
Seattle, WA 98103

202-429-3945

Sheri Kuticka
820 Weaver Ln. , Concord, CA 94518

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kuticka
820 Weaver Ln.
Concord, CA 94518

202-429-3945

Diana Warrendorf
2919 Adrienne , College Station, TX 77845

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Diana Warrendorf
2919 Adrienne
College Station, TX 77845

202-429-3945

Valerie Zachary
PO Box 6656 , Los Osos, CA 93412

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Valerie Zachary
PO Box 6656
Los Osos, CA 93412

202-429-3945

Naomi Weinstein
136 West 24th Street , New York, NY 10011

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Naomi Weinstein
136 West 24th Street
New York, NY 10011

202-429-3945

Mitzi MacDonald
11332 Berwick Street , Los Angeles, CA 90049

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mitzi MacDonald
11332 Berwick Street
Los Angeles, CA 90049

202-429-3945

Tommy Brown
350 John King Rd , Crestview, FL 32539

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tommy Brown
350 John King Rd
Crestview, FL 32539

202-429-3945

Alison Ellsworth
204 Flatbush Ave , Brooklyn, NY 11217

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Alison Ellsworth
204 Flatbush Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11217

202-429-3945

Harley Winfrey
1450 Oriole Road , Boone, IA 50036

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Harley Winfrey
1450 Oriole Road
Boone, IA 50036

202-429-3945

Douglas Krause
216 F Street #162 , Davis, CA 95616

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Douglas Krause
216 F Street #162
Davis, CA 95616

202-429-3945

Tim Duda
340 Queen Anne , San Antonio, TX 78209

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Duda
340 Queen Anne
San Antonio, TX 78209

202-429-3945

Tony Horkan
20827 Trappe Road , Upperville, VA 20184

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tony Horkan
20827 Trappe Road
Upperville, VA 20184

202-429-3945

Don Woolf
3601 Old Highway , Catheys Valley, CA 95306

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Woolf
3601 Old Highway
Catheys Valley, CA 95306

202-429-3945

James Moore
413 west hand avenue apt.#16 , cape may court house, NJ 08210

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Moore
413 west hand avenue apt.#16
cape may court house, NJ 08210

202-429-3945

Margaret DeArdo
1311 Faiestead Lane , pittsburgh, PA 15217

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 DeArdo
1311 Faiestead Lane
pittsburgh, PA 15217

202-429-3945

Tamara Matz
2317 Richland Ave , Los Angeles, CA 90027

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tamara Matz
2317 Richland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027

202-429-3945

jackie yung
590 w hills way nw , salem, OR 97304

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 yung
590 w hills way nw
salem, OR 97304

202-429-3945

Nicole Martin
944 Sequoia Ruby Ct. , Henderson, NV 89052

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Martin
944 Sequoia Ruby Ct.
Henderson, NV 89052

202-429-3945

Robert Seltzer
6465 Kanan Dume Rd. , Malibu, CA 902654040

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Seltzer
6465 Kanan Dume Rd.
Malibu, CA 90265-4040

202-429-3945

Pat & Jim Isaacs
9491 Caddell Rd , Indian Land, SC 29707

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 %pa_first_name% Jim Isaacs
9491 Caddell Rd
Indian Land, SC 29707

202-429-3945

Terry Sario
4666 N 19th Avenue , Phoenix, AZ 85015

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Sario
4666 N 19th Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85015

202-429-3945

Paul MAGNUSON
505 Willowbrook Dr. , Morganton, NC 28655

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 MAGNUSON
505 Willowbrook Dr.
Morganton, NC 28655

202-429-3945

Rev.Lorenz & Rev. Barbara Schultz
1905 Camino Dr. , Forest Grove, OR 97116

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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.Lorenz %pa_first_name% Rev. Barbara Schultz
1905 Camino Dr.
Forest Grove, OR 97116

202-429-3945

Dianna Perrotto
7318 Ridge Rd , Lexington, NC 27295

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dianna Perrotto
7318 Ridge Rd
Lexington, NC 27295

202-429-3945

Gary Wright
78231 Snauer Lane , cottage grove, OR 97424

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Wright
78231 Snauer Lane
cottage grove, OR 97424

202-429-3945

Deneen Griffin
782 Lafayette Blvd. , Sheffield Lake, OH 44054

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Deneen Griffin
782 Lafayette Blvd.
Sheffield Lake, OH 44054

202-429-3945

Susan Hammer
65-1274 Kawiahae Rd , Kamuela, HI 96743

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hammer
65-1274 Kawiahae Rd
Kamuela, HI 96743

202-429-3945

Patricia Giurleo
4501 Broadway #5E , New York, NY 10040

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Giurleo
4501 Broadway #5E
New York, NY 10040

202-429-3945

catherine bremer
189 high country rd. , Blanco, TX 78606

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 bremer
189 high country rd.
Blanco, TX 78606

202-429-3945

Robert Davis
4127 Colorado Avenue South , Saint Louis Park, MN 55416

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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
4127 Colorado Avenue South
Saint Louis Park, MN 55416

202-429-3945

Elsie Frazier
351 E Center , Downey, ID 83234

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Elsie Frazier
351 E Center
Downey, ID 83234

202-429-3945

babs marchand
5217 berkeley dr , naples, FL 34112

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
babs marchand
5217 berkeley dr
naples, FL 34112

202-429-3945

Maris Bennett
3401 Dimaggio Way , Antioch, CA 945095720

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Maris Bennett
3401 Dimaggio Way
Antioch, CA 94509-5720

202-429-3945

Pam Lallas
35 Baptist Rd , Canterbury, NH 03224

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Pam Lallas
35 Baptist Rd
Canterbury, NH 03224

202-429-3945

robert feist
818 Angelus Place , venice, CA 90291

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Diane and Russ Clayton
7216 San Fernando Drive , Boise, ID 83704

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Diane and Russ Clayton
7216 San Fernando Drive
Boise, ID 83704

202-429-3945

Eric Arevalo
609 W 196th St Apt 6G , New York, NY 10040

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Eric Arevalo
609 W 196th St Apt 6G
New York, NY 10040

202-429-3945

Paul Thompson
434 NE Ravenna Blvd , SEATTLE, WA 98115

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Thompson
434 NE Ravenna Blvd
SEATTLE, WA 98115

202-429-3945

Robby Strozier
130 Calloway Drive Apt. B, Macon, GA 31204

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Robby Strozier
130 Calloway Drive
Apt. B
Macon, GA 31204

202-429-3945

Larry Wenberg
1350 Ala Moana Blvd #503 , Honolulu, HI 96814

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Wenberg
1350 Ala Moana Blvd #503
Honolulu, HI 96814

202-429-3945

Patricia Chamberlain
2026 Grove Ave , San Diego, CA 92154

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Chamberlain
2026 Grove Ave
San Diego, CA 92154

202-429-3945

Victor Vuyas
1244 Broadway , San Francisco, CA 94109

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Victor Vuyas
1244 Broadway
San Francisco, CA 94109

202-429-3945

Kevin Branstetter
901 N Pleasant Ave , Lodi, CA 95240

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Branstetter
901 N Pleasant Ave
Lodi, CA 95240

202-429-3945

Joan Ciccarone
riddle Road , Cossayuna, NY 12823

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ciccarone
riddle Road
Cossayuna, NY 12823

202-429-3945

Cate Salenger
12606 Valley View Lane , Redlands, CA 92373

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cate Salenger
12606 Valley View Lane
Redlands, CA 92373

202-429-3945

Tim Poole
2975 Scenic Valley Way , Henderson, NV 89052

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Poole
2975 Scenic Valley Way
Henderson, NV 89052

202-429-3945

sally Castiglia
14037 Calvert St , Van Nuys,, CA 91401

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Castiglia
14037 Calvert St
Van Nuys,, CA 91401

202-429-3945

Margo Santoro
PO Box 306 645 Whitney Road, Stoddard, NH 03464

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Margo Santoro
PO Box 306
645 Whitney Road
Stoddard, NH 03464

202-429-3945

Brenda Corey
323 Freeman Avenue , Wadesboro, NC 28170

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Corey
323 Freeman Avenue
Wadesboro, NC 28170

202-429-3945

Carol Edgerton
2539 E. Johnson St. , Madison,, WI 53704

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Edgerton
2539 E. Johnson St.
Madison,, WI 53704

202-429-3945

Hannah Freed
4652 Oak Grove Circle , Los Angeles, CA 90041

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Hannah Freed
4652 Oak Grove Circle
Los Angeles, CA 90041

202-429-3945

Luke Quagliana
219 Knapp Hill Road , Chestertown, NY 12817

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Luke Quagliana
219 Knapp Hill Road
Chestertown, NY 12817

202-429-3945

Carol Thompson
2874 Amy Drive , South Park, PA 151298955

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Thompson
2874 Amy Drive
South Park, PA 15129-8955

202-429-3945

Lucy McDonald
1897 Tanglewood Way , Pleasanton, CA 94566

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lucy McDonald
1897 Tanglewood Way
Pleasanton, CA 94566

202-429-3945

Wes Wada
1265 NE 9th Street , Bend, OR 97701

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wes Wada
1265 NE 9th Street
Bend, OR 97701

202-429-3945

Phillip Taylor
2343 Meridian Road , Victor, MT 59875

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Taylor
2343 Meridian Road
Victor, MT 59875

202-429-3945

Tanya Milanowski
804 E North Street , Pontiac, IL 61764

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tanya Milanowski
804 E North Street
Pontiac, IL 61764

202-429-3945

Marc Weber
14 Blue Willow Lane , New City, NY 10956

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marc Weber
14 Blue Willow Lane
New City, NY 10956

202-429-3945

Cynthia Torrey
852 Jackson Circle , Fort Lee, VA 23801

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cynthia Torrey
852 Jackson Circle
Fort Lee, VA 23801

202-429-3945

Stephen Gotesky
246 Driskell Rd , Cleveland, GA 30528

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Gotesky
246 Driskell Rd
Cleveland, GA 30528

202-429-3945

Tracey Kleber
345 South Anita Ave , Los Angeles, CA 90049

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tracey Kleber
345 South Anita Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049

202-429-3945

Cheri Dzubak
69 Elton Avenue , Yardville, NJ 08620

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Cheri Dzubak
69 Elton Avenue
Yardville, NJ 08620

202-429-3945

jim crawford
4020 starr ave , oregon, OH 43616

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 crawford
4020 starr ave
oregon, OH 43616

202-429-3945

Desmond Hosford
57 Grove Street Apt. 2, New York, NY 10014

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Desmond Hosford
57 Grove Street
Apt. 2
New York, NY 10014

202-429-3945

Betty Bosch
1215 SW Horizon Dr. , Blue Springs, MO 640154935

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Betty Bosch
1215 SW Horizon Dr.
Blue Springs, MO 64015-4935

202-429-3945

Michael Mitsuda
33210 Lake Oneida Street , Fremont, CA 94555

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mitsuda
33210 Lake Oneida Street
Fremont, CA 94555

202-429-3945

Melissa Reynolds
1800 Glenroy Ave. , Chattanooga, TN 37405

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Reynolds
1800 Glenroy Ave.
Chattanooga, TN 37405

202-429-3945

Carol polk
33893 Cape Cove , Dana Pt., CA 92629

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 polk
33893 Cape Cove
Dana Pt., CA 92629

202-429-3945

Debra Carson
62 Gun Club Rd , Charleroi, PA 15022

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Debra Carson
62 Gun Club Rd
Charleroi, PA 15022

202-429-3945

Joseph Kingsman
6903 Winchester Ave , Ventnor, NJ 08406

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kingsman
6903 Winchester Ave
Ventnor, NJ 08406

202-429-3945

Robert Nichols
421 West 56th St , New York, NY 10019

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Nichols
421 West 56th St
New York, NY 10019

202-429-3945

Lee Blowers
416 4th Ave NE , Waseca, MN 56093

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lee Blowers
416 4th Ave NE
Waseca, MN 56093

202-429-3945

ana guzman
1029 6str. n.e , D.C, DC 20002

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 guzman
1029 6str. n.e
D.C, DC 20002

202-429-3945

Pat Steward
10 Rocky Ledge Dr , Clinton, CT 06413

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Steward
10 Rocky Ledge Dr
Clinton, CT 06413

202-429-3945

Marianne Shaw
165 Esmeyer Drive , San Rafael, CA 94903

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marianne Shaw
165 Esmeyer Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903

202-429-3945

Wayne Irvin
145 Riding Lane , Southern Pines, NC 28387

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wayne Irvin
145 Riding Lane
Southern Pines, NC 28387

202-429-3945

Dave Willett
58 Seaside Drive , Ormond Beach, FL 32176

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Willett
58 Seaside Drive
Ormond Beach, FL 32176

202-429-3945

virginia lindsey
POBox 970 , Freeland, WA 98249

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
virginia lindsey
POBox 970
Freeland, WA 98249

202-429-3945

Terry Barber
20058 Ventura Blvd. # 180 , WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Barber
20058 Ventura Blvd. # 180
WOODLAND HILLS, CA 91364

202-429-3945

vicki fishstrom
P.O. Box 590929 , San Francisco, CA 94159

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 fishstrom
P.O. Box 590929
San Francisco, CA 94159

202-429-3945

Jill Davine
4047 La Salle Ave. , Culver City, CA 90232

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Davine
4047 La Salle Ave.
Culver City, CA 90232

202-429-3945

David Shoemaker
520 Tollgate Road , Quakertown, PA 18951

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Shoemaker
520 Tollgate Road
Quakertown, PA 18951

202-429-3945

Chris Mackrell
4835 E Anaheim St # 211, Long Beach, CA 90804

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mackrell
4835 E Anaheim St
# 211
Long Beach, CA 90804

202-429-3945

Patricia Jacobs
115 W. Front Street , Perrysburg, OH 43551

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Jacobs
115 W. Front Street
Perrysburg, OH 43551

202-429-3945

Genevieve Willson
11278 Gurd Road , Delton, MI 49046

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Genevieve Willson
11278 Gurd Road
Delton, MI 49046

202-429-3945

Beth Dallam
2 Duncan Court , Jersey City, NJ 073066009

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Beth Dallam
2 Duncan Court
Jersey City, NJ 07306-6009

202-429-3945

Kim Powanda
243 S lincoln , Denver, CO 80209

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Powanda
243 S lincoln
Denver, CO 80209

202-429-3945

mana hideki
17 garnet rd , ny, NY 11485

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
mana hideki
17 garnet rd
ny, NY 11485

202-429-3945

Harriet Rhodes
255 Greenwich Avenue , Greenwich, CT 06830

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rhodes
255 Greenwich Avenue
Greenwich, CT 06830

202-429-3945

Mr. and Mrs. Gene and Doris Peters
100 N. Sanborn Blvd., # 150 , Mitchell, SD 573012536

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. Gene and Doris Peters
100 N. Sanborn Blvd., # 150
Mitchell, SD 57301-2536

202-429-3945

R Pearson
5527 36th NE , seattle, WA 98105

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Pearson
5527 36th NE
seattle, WA 98105

202-429-3945

Ralph Werner
2261 Sunset Dr. , Escondido, CA 920256612

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ralph Werner
2261 Sunset Dr.
Escondido, CA 92025-6612

202-429-3945

Suzan Bekiroglu
3470 Tidewater Dr , Weeki Wachee, FL 34607

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Suzan Bekiroglu
3470 Tidewater Dr
Weeki Wachee, FL 34607

202-429-3945

Isabelle LeCun
12 Howard Ct , Lincroft, NJ 07738

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Isabelle LeCun
12 Howard Ct
Lincroft, NJ 07738

202-429-3945

Dennis Lee Cleven
312 S. Ingersoll St., Apt.2 , Madison, WI 53703

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dennis Lee Cleven
312 S. Ingersoll St., Apt.2
Madison, WI 53703

202-429-3945

Nancy Grant
4308 Alcove Avenue Unit 104, Studio City, CA 916041507

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Grant
4308 Alcove Avenue
Unit 104
Studio City, CA 91604-1507

202-429-3945

Nancy S. Morris
1578 E Cumberland Blvd , Whitefish Bay, WI 53211

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 S. Morris
1578 E Cumberland Blvd
Whitefish Bay, WI 53211

202-429-3945

Linda Alband
4328 NE Maywood Place , Portland, OR 97220

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Alband
4328 NE Maywood Place
Portland, OR 97220

202-429-3945

Theresa Siskind
11763 7th ln north bld8 apt4, ST PETERSBURG, FL 337162509

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Siskind
11763 7th ln north
bld8 apt4
ST PETERSBURG, FL 33716-2509

202-429-3945

todd wolf
460 rt. 46 , Parsippany, NJ 7054

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 wolf
460 rt. 46
Parsippany, NJ 7054

202-429-3945

Lauren Crosby
201 Minehead Road , Irmo, SC 290632008

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Lauren Crosby
201 Minehead Road
Irmo, SC 29063-2008

202-429-3945

Mark Rinehart
1312 W.Sandusky St. Apt. G-11, Findlay, OH 45840

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rinehart
1312 W.Sandusky St.
Apt. G-11
Findlay, OH 45840

202-429-3945

Donna Tanner
35 Grove St. , concord, MA 01742

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Tanner
35 Grove St.
concord, MA 01742

202-429-3945

Terry Knaack
9831 S Flower Ct , Littleton, CO 80127

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Knaack
9831 S Flower Ct
Littleton, CO 80127

202-429-3945

chris parks
1676 mccaskill road , carthage, NC 28327

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 parks
1676 mccaskill road
carthage, NC 28327

202-429-3945

Christine Steele
1526 SE Knight St , Portland, OR 97202

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Steele
1526 SE Knight St
Portland, OR 97202

202-429-3945

Judith Anshin
1560 Sutterville Road , Sacramento, CA 95822

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Anshin
1560 Sutterville Road
Sacramento, CA 95822

202-429-3945

Phyllis Ray
17 Livingston Place , Greenwich, CT 06830

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Phyllis Ray
17 Livingston Place
Greenwich, CT 06830

202-429-3945

Joel Hofslund
632 Melrose Lane , Beecher, IL 60401

February 8, 2008 8:03 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Hofslund
632 Melrose Lane
Beecher, IL 60401

202-429-3945

Barbara Crumpacker
1015 E Lakeside , Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Crumpacker
1015 E Lakeside
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814

202-429-3945

Craig Morea
2308 E Red Bridge Rd , Kansas City, MO 64131

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Craig Morea
2308 E Red Bridge Rd
Kansas City, MO 64131

202-429-3945

Willa O'Connor
227 Cambridge Ave , Kensington, CA 94708

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Willa O'Connor
227 Cambridge Ave
Kensington, CA 94708

202-429-3945

Elsa Petersen
264 Colonial Hertiage , Doylestown, PA 18901

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Elsa Petersen
264 Colonial Hertiage
Doylestown, PA 18901

202-429-3945

Brian Dipert
14695 Wolfgang Road , Truckee, CA 96161

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Dipert
14695 Wolfgang Road
Truckee, CA 96161

202-429-3945

Philip Simon
box 9473 , San Rafael, CA 94912

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Philip Simon
box 9473
San Rafael, CA 94912

202-429-3945

Richard Maxfield
53 Tanner Street , Portsmouth, NH 03801

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Maxfield
53 Tanner Street
Portsmouth, NH 03801

202-429-3945

Rev. Ronald L Sims, D.D.
1104 W. Old Bissonette Road , Oscoda, MI 487509226

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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. Ronald L Sims, D.D.
1104 W. Old Bissonette Road
Oscoda, MI 48750-9226

202-429-3945

Sue Carney
170 Jessica Lane , Ashland, OR 97520

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Carney
170 Jessica Lane
Ashland, OR 97520

202-429-3945

Kathryn Kramer
1315 Goodrich Ave. , Saint Paul, MN 55105

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Kramer
1315 Goodrich Ave.
Saint Paul, MN 55105

202-429-3945

Nancy Alexander
9725 Greenmeadow Circle , Glen Allen, VA 230603569

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Alexander
9725 Greenmeadow Circle
Glen Allen, VA 23060-3569

202-429-3945

Patrick Aitchison
916 Bishop's Gate Lane Apt B, Kirkwood, MO 63122

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Patrick Aitchison
916 Bishop's Gate Lane
Apt B
Kirkwood, MO 63122

202-429-3945

Calvin Abbott
15408 N. Boswell Blvd. , Sun City, AZ 85351

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Calvin Abbott
15408 N. Boswell Blvd.
Sun City, AZ 85351

202-429-3945

Saul Markowitz
318 N. California St. , Burbank, CA 91505

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Michael Rall
P.O. Box 117 507 West St. - Rear, Carey, OH 433160117

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rall
P.O. Box 117
507 West St. - Rear
Carey, OH 43316-0117

202-429-3945

Liane Rawlings
841 Bishop St., Suite 935 , Honolulu, HI 96813

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Liane Rawlings
841 Bishop St., Suite 935
Honolulu, HI 96813

202-429-3945

Scott Budzien
11322 W. National Ave. #205, West Allis, WI 532273136

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Budzien
11322 W. National Ave.
#205
West Allis, WI 53227-3136

202-429-3945

Joanna Metzger
1304 Lingonberry Ct. , Libertyville, IL 60048

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Metzger
1304 Lingonberry Ct.
Libertyville, IL 60048

202-429-3945

Patricia Quinn
14143 Moorpark St. , Sherman oaks, CA 91423

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Quinn
14143 Moorpark St.
Sherman oaks, CA 91423

202-429-3945

Scott Troup
14339 S. Stoneridge Dri. , Oregon City, OR 97045

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Troup
14339 S. Stoneridge Dri.
Oregon City, OR 97045

202-429-3945

Kenyon Karl
17 Ephraim Page Rd , Wentworth, NH 032823224

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kenyon Karl
17 Ephraim Page Rd
Wentworth, NH 03282-3224

202-429-3945

Jamie Leinss
845 Brandywine Dr. , Roselle, IL 60172

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jamie Leinss
845 Brandywine Dr.
Roselle, IL 60172

202-429-3945

C.R. Johnson
PO Box 1445 , Port Orford, OR 974651445

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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.R. Johnson
PO Box 1445
Port Orford, OR 97465-1445

202-429-3945

Kim Herman
6104 Kendra Way , Centreville, VA 20121

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Herman
6104 Kendra Way
Centreville, VA 20121

202-429-3945

Wayne Ude
PO Box 145 , Clinton, WA 98236

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Wayne Ude
PO Box 145
Clinton, WA 98236

202-429-3945

Amy Katz
309 Welwyn way , Alexandria, LA 71303

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Katz
309 Welwyn way
Alexandria, LA 71303

202-429-3945

Karen Jones
704 Sunset Ave. , Venice, CA 90291

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

donna earley
217 hwy 10 , Jelm, WY 82063

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 earley
217 hwy 10
Jelm, WY 82063

202-429-3945

Rosemary Caolo
1512 E. Gibson ST , SCRANTON, PA 18510

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rosemary Caolo
1512 E. Gibson ST
SCRANTON, PA 18510

202-429-3945

Susan Preston
P. O. Box 415 , La Crosse, FL 32658

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Preston
P. O. Box 415
La Crosse, FL 32658

202-429-3945

Richard Ely
2138 Green Hill Rd , Sebastopol, CA 954729306

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Ely
2138 Green Hill Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9306

202-429-3945

Miryam Bachrach
8717 Airdrome Street , Los Angeles, CA 900353412

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Miryam Bachrach
8717 Airdrome Street
Los Angeles, CA 90035-3412

202-429-3945

Brian Penkrot
1457 W. Summerdale #3 , Chicago, IL 60640

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Penkrot
1457 W. Summerdale #3
Chicago, IL 60640

202-429-3945

Erin Iverson
116 Ridge Ave. , Evanston, IL 60202

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Iverson
116 Ridge Ave.
Evanston, IL 60202

202-429-3945

Rod Ries
1141 37th St , Sacramento, CA 95816

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rod Ries
1141 37th St
Sacramento, CA 95816

202-429-3945

Susan Sinkiewicz
26 N. Woodruft Dr. , Valparaiso, IN 46385

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Sinkiewicz
26 N. Woodruft Dr.
Valparaiso, IN 46385

202-429-3945

Elisha Page
1921 E Walnut St , Springfield, MO 65802

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Elisha Page
1921 E Walnut St
Springfield, MO 65802

202-429-3945

Hao Le
165 Sierra Vista Ave Apt 4 , Mountain View, CA 94043

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Hao Le
165 Sierra Vista Ave Apt 4
Mountain View, CA 94043

202-429-3945

Toni Wolfson
11891 Lake Blvd , Felton, CA 95018

February 8, 2008 7:58 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Toni Wolfson
11891 Lake Blvd
Felton, CA 95018

202-429-3945

Shanna Carpenter
2563 N. Farwell Ave. , Milwaukee, WI 53211

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Shanna Carpenter
2563 N. Farwell Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53211

202-429-3945

John Brady
1067 Valley Forge Rd. , Duncansville, PA 16635

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Brady
1067 Valley Forge Rd.
Duncansville, PA 16635

202-429-3945

Tavia Gilbert
31 Pine Street , Portland, ME 04102

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Tavia Gilbert
31 Pine Street
Portland, ME 04102

202-429-3945

Kathleen Ulberg
1382 Mineral spring Tr , Alpine Meadows, CA 96145

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Ulberg
1382 Mineral spring Tr
Alpine Meadows, CA 96145

202-429-3945

Sanjay Gangadhara
2 Carousel Court , San Ramon, CA 94583

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Steven Velasco
1150 Kingston St. , Costa Mesa, CA 92626

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Velasco
1150 Kingston St.
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

202-429-3945

Louis Fox
1238 Hearst Ave. , berkeley, CA 94702

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Louis Fox
1238 Hearst Ave.
berkeley, CA 94702

202-429-3945

Kerry Kovarik
341 N. 102nd. St. , Seattle, WA 98133

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kerry Kovarik
341 N. 102nd. St.
Seattle, WA 98133

202-429-3945

William Heath
4513 Lone Grove Ln , Plano, TX 75093

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Heath
4513 Lone Grove Ln
Plano, TX 75093

202-429-3945

Dawn O'Donnell
54 bump hill Road , Greenfield Ctr., NY 12833

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Dawn O'Donnell
54 bump hill Road
Greenfield Ctr., NY 12833

202-429-3945

Melissa Judge
1711 W Aileen Street , Tampa, FL 33607

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Judge
1711 W Aileen Street
Tampa, FL 33607

202-429-3945

Gary r Beck
1155 pine , San Francisco, CA 94109

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 r Beck
1155 pine
San Francisco, CA 94109

202-429-3945

Judith Angelson
562 West End Avenue , New York, NY 10024

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Angelson
562 West End Avenue
New York, NY 10024

202-429-3945

Laurra Maddock
29352 Las Cruces , Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Laurra Maddock
29352 Las Cruces
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677

202-429-3945

Melissa McCool
753 Hexon RD , Selah, WA 98942

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 McCool
753 Hexon RD
Selah, WA 98942

202-429-3945

John Cox
3026 SE 39th Ave , Portland, OR 972021615

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Cox
3026 SE 39th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-1615

202-429-3945

Rosalind de Rolon
6800 Del Norte Ln. #122 , Dallas, TX 75225

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Rosalind de Rolon
6800 Del Norte Ln. #122
Dallas, TX 75225

202-429-3945

Tom Rust
165 Sabine , Boerne, TX 78006

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rust
165 Sabine
Boerne, TX 78006

202-429-3945

David Antos
4024 W. Newport Ave , Chicago, IL 60641

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Antos
4024 W. Newport Ave
Chicago, IL 60641

202-429-3945

Susan Wold
19134 Marilla St. , Northridge, CA 91324

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Wold
19134 Marilla St.
Northridge, CA 91324

202-429-3945

Eddy Robey
14413 Weddington St 6 , Sherman Oaks, CA 91401

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Eddy Robey
14413 Weddington St 6
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401

202-429-3945

Melodie Huffman
47 Shorewood Dr , Danville, IL 61832

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Melodie Huffman
47 Shorewood Dr
Danville, IL 61832

202-429-3945

Marnie Gaede
772 Caldera Curve , South Fork, CO 81154

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Marnie Gaede
772 Caldera Curve
South Fork, CO 81154

202-429-3945

Marjorie Pasch
511 Parlem Drive , Chattanooga, TN 37415

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Pasch
511 Parlem Drive
Chattanooga, TN 37415

202-429-3945

Beverlee Goynes
466 Branchville Road , Ridgefield, CT 06877

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Beverlee Goynes
466 Branchville Road
Ridgefield, CT 06877

202-429-3945

andy tomsky
P.O. Box 82673 , san diego, CA 92138

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 tomsky
P.O. Box 82673
san diego, CA 92138

202-429-3945

K Krupinski
392 E. Palm Street , Altadena, CA 91001

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
K Krupinski
392 E. Palm Street
Altadena, CA 91001

202-429-3945

Tim Herbstrith
914 36th Street , Minneapolis, MN 55408

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Herbstrith
914 36th Street
Minneapolis, MN 55408

202-429-3945

Ed Kiniry
423 Rainier Ave. S. , Seattle, WA 98144

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Ed Kiniry
423 Rainier Ave. S.
Seattle, WA 98144

202-429-3945

Dale Overbey
1505 S. Old Hwy 94 #307, St. Charles, MO 63303

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Overbey
1505 S. Old Hwy 94
#307
St. Charles, MO 63303

202-429-3945

Kevin Filocamo
193 Henry Street , San Francisco, CA 94114

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Daniel Mark
PO Box 1206 Post Office , Studio City, CA 91614

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Mark
PO Box 1206 Post Office
Studio City, CA 91614

202-429-3945

Kate Skolnick
411 W. 115th St. #41, New York, NY 10025

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Skolnick
411 W. 115th St.
#41
New York, NY 10025

202-429-3945

Judith Smith
2712 Grande Vista Avenue , Oakland, CA 94601

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Smith
2712 Grande Vista Avenue
Oakland, CA 94601

202-429-3945

scott rommel
3154 S dudley st , lakewood, CO 80227

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 rommel
3154 S dudley st
lakewood, CO 80227

202-429-3945

Louise Kandel
132 E. Putnam , Cos Cob, CT 06807

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Louise Kandel
132 E. Putnam
Cos Cob, CT 06807

202-429-3945

CHERIE COWAN
10801 E HAPPY VALLEY RD #140 , Scottsdale, AZ 85255

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
CHERIE COWAN
10801 E HAPPY VALLEY RD #140
Scottsdale, AZ 85255

202-429-3945

Brent Stockwell
P.O. Box 4055 , Manteca, CA 95337

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Brent Stockwell
P.O. Box 4055
Manteca, CA 95337

202-429-3945

Katherine Lopez
60 Nyack Ave , LANSDOWNE, PA 190502864

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Lopez
60 Nyack Ave
LANSDOWNE, PA 19050-2864

202-429-3945

Paul Toxie
12504 Weyers Cave Ct. , Herndon, VA 20170

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Toxie
12504 Weyers Cave Ct.
Herndon, VA 20170

202-429-3945

Sharon Keys
Holmes Run Parkway , Alexandria, VA 22304

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Keys
Holmes Run Parkway
Alexandria, VA 22304

202-429-3945

Brenda Jackson
6035 E Fairmount Street , Tucson, AZ 857124340

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Jackson
6035 E Fairmount Street
Tucson, AZ 85712-4340

202-429-3945

William Rosen
1608 Meadowlake Ter , Kansas City, MO 64114

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Rosen
1608 Meadowlake Ter
Kansas City, MO 64114

202-429-3945

Kristine Billings
4709 Wetherby Court , Bakersfield, CA 93311

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kristine Billings
4709 Wetherby Court
Bakersfield, CA 93311

202-429-3945

Joseph Alfano
4 Seabreeze Lane , Bayville, NY 11709

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the 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 Alfano
4 Seabreeze Lane
Bayville, NY 11709

202-429-3945

Caleb Bushner
818 Autumn Lane , Mill Valley, CA 94941

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

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

202-429-3945

Troy Beecham
37 Granite Springs Rd. , Granite Springs, NY 10527

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Troy Beecham
37 Granite Springs Rd.
Granite Springs, NY 10527

202-429-3945

Kristen Osman
222 Miramar St. , Upland, CA 91784

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Kristen Osman
222 Miramar St.
Upland, CA 91784

202-429-3945

Jerre Miller
612 N. Walnut St. , Willow Springs,, MO 65793

February 8, 2008 7:57 PM
West-wide Energy Corridor DEIS
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave., Building 900, Mail Stop 4
Argonne, IL 60439
Subject: West-wide Energy Corridor

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

- once appropriate locations are identified, projects on federal lands are presumptively limited to
those corridors: agencies should limit projects on federal lands to corridors;
- consideration is given to improving access for renewable energy, such as wind and solar:
agencies should take the opportunity to reduce our dependence on fossil fuels, limit the effects of
climate change and help build a sustainable energy future for the West by seriously evaluating
alternatives to maximize use of renewable energy;
- avoid wild areas pending designation: wildlands included in recently-introduced wilderness
bills (such as those in Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and California) will also be impacted by
the proposed corridors. Analysis of such impacts has not been completed yet, but as agencies are
provided with relevant information they should consider moving or modifying corridors. Wild
and Scenic Rivers that have been deemed eligible or suitable for designation should also be
avoided; and
- alternatives are presented and considered: without alternatives, the public can only comment on
what they don't like about the proposed plan. The agencies (who have all of the pertinent
information) should provide the public with choices - that's why NEPA requires them to develop
alternatives.
By adopting the changes above, the agencies can guarantee the protection of our priceless
publicly-owned wildlands and ensure a sustainable, clean energy future for all Americans.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jerre Miller
612 N. Walnut St.
Willow Springs,, MO 65793

202-429-3945

Donald Hyatt
4773 Hayden Boulevard , Columbus, OH 43221

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Donald Hyatt
4773 Hayden Boulevard
Columbus, OH 43221

202-429-3945

Rose Marie Menard
478 12th Avenue , San Francisco, CA 941182904

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Rose Marie Menard
478 12th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118-2904

202-429-3945

Norma Campbell
37 Decorah Lane , Campbell, CA 950082424

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Norma Campbell
37 Decorah Lane
Campbell, CA 95008-2424

202-429-3945

Chris Washington
345 West 58th Street, #11U , New York, NY 100191140

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Chris Washington
345 West 58th Street, #11U
New York, NY 10019-1140

202-429-3945

Beth Cady
5300 Holmes Run Parkway #710, Alexandria, VA 22304

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Beth Cady
5300 Holmes Run Parkway
#710
Alexandria, VA 22304

202-429-3945

John Trent
1055 Augustine Ave , Coos Bay, OR 974203077

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
John Trent
1055 Augustine Ave
Coos Bay, OR 97420-3077

202-429-3945

Paul Grove
PO Box 971 , Gardnerville, NV 89410

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Paul Grove
PO Box 971
Gardnerville, NV 89410

202-429-3945

Rebecca Carr
236 Gorham ST. APT. 7 A , Morenci, MI 49256

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Rebecca Carr
236 Gorham ST. APT. 7 A
Morenci, MI 49256

202-429-3945

Lee Basnar
1900 E Kachina Trail , Sierra Vista, AZ 85650

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Lee Basnar
1900 E Kachina Trail
Sierra Vista, AZ 85650

202-429-3945

Terri Uravich
2210 E Eldridge Ave , St Paul, MN 55109

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Terri Uravich
2210 E Eldridge Ave
St Paul, MN 55109

202-429-3945

Roger Pelizzari
1901 Guild Drive , Fairfield, IA 52556

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Roger Pelizzari
1901 Guild Drive
Fairfield, IA 52556

202-429-3945

Janice Gloe
3100 Guido Street , Oakland, CA 94602

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Janice Gloe
3100 Guido Street
Oakland, CA 94602

202-429-3945

lori Mazzola
32934 water gulch rd. , COARSEGOLD, CA 93614

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
lori Mazzola
32934 water gulch rd.
COARSEGOLD, CA 93614

202-429-3945

Elaine Benson
6845 Sanderling Court , New Market, MD 21774

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Elaine Benson
6845 Sanderling Court
New Market, MD 21774

202-429-3945

Kathy Sanchez
4676 E. Church , Fresno, CA 93725

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Kathy Sanchez
4676 E. Church
Fresno, CA 93725

202-429-3945

Saskia Stoessel
18 A Maple Ave. , Medford, MA 02155

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Saskia Stoessel
18 A Maple Ave.
Medford, MA 02155

202-429-3945

dragana monson
636 Georgia , vallejo, CA 94590

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
dragana monson
636 Georgia
vallejo, CA 94590

202-429-3945

Kim Vu
469 W 141st St Apt 2, New York, NY 10031

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Kim Vu
469 W 141st St
Apt 2
New York, NY 10031

202-429-3945

Steven Walters
14732 93rd Blvd. NE, #H203 , Bothell, WA 98011

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Steven Walters
14732 93rd Blvd. NE, #H203
Bothell, WA 98011

202-429-3945

Jody Almond
6799 Seaford Drive , Fayetteville, NC 28314

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Jody Almond
6799 Seaford Drive
Fayetteville, NC 28314

202-429-3945

Ricki Newman
617 Prince Dr. , Newburgh, IN 47630

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Ricki Newman
617 Prince Dr.
Newburgh, IN 47630

202-429-3945

Diana Parsons
7040 Archibald Ave. #29 , Alta Loma, CA 91701

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Diana Parsons
7040 Archibald Ave. #29
Alta Loma, CA 91701

202-429-3945

Jo Ellen Young
10752 Garfield Ave , Culver City, CA 90230

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Jo Ellen Young
10752 Garfield Ave
Culver City, CA 90230

202-429-3945

Arleen Hirano
12510 Sanford Street , Los Angeles, CA 90066

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Arleen Hirano
12510 Sanford Street
Los Angeles, CA 90066

202-429-3945

h schooler
7553 W. Norton Ave #3 , w. Hollywood, CA 90046

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
h schooler
7553 W. Norton Ave #3
w. Hollywood, CA 90046

202-429-3945

Lindsey Waddell
717 windsor park lane , hendersonville, TN 37075

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Lindsey Waddell
717 windsor park lane
hendersonville, TN 37075

202-429-3945

Alice Polesky
890 Kansas Street , San Francisco, CA 94107

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Alice Polesky
890 Kansas Street
San Francisco, CA 94107

202-429-3945

J Noble
Personal , Madison, WI 53716

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
J Noble
Personal
Madison, WI 53716

202-429-3945

Beatrice Kozak
142 E 27th Street, #7a , New York, NY 10016

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Beatrice Kozak
142 E 27th Street, #7a
New York, NY 10016

202-429-3945

Marc LaComb
295 Curtiss Street , Southington, CT 064891705

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Marc LaComb
295 Curtiss Street
Southington, CT 06489-1705

202-429-3945

N. Bullock
316 w 108 , N.Y., NY 10025

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
N. Bullock
316 w 108
N.Y., NY 10025

202-429-3945

Jamin Sewell
3515 Henry Hudson Parkway 10B, Bronx, NY 10463

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Jamin Sewell
3515 Henry Hudson Parkway
10B
Bronx, NY 10463

202-429-3945

Carl Nylund
13105 Herrick , Grandview, MO 64030

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Carl Nylund
13105 Herrick
Grandview, MO 64030

202-429-3945

Christopher Macdonald
9712 Violet Drive , Orlando, FL 32824

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Christopher Macdonald
9712 Violet Drive
Orlando, FL 32824

202-429-3945

David Weingarden
1415 Washington St Apt 305, Denver, CO 80203

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
David Weingarden
1415 Washington St
Apt 305
Denver, CO 80203

202-429-3945

Anthony Kropovitch
48 Wedgewood Dr. , West Seneca, NY 14224

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Anthony Kropovitch
48 Wedgewood Dr.
West Seneca, NY 14224

202-429-3945

Louise Rutkay
7 IVY Terrace , Millburn, NJ 07041

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Louise Rutkay
7 IVY Terrace
Millburn, NJ 07041

202-429-3945

Kevin Bond
5949 Havener House Way , Centreville, VA 20120

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Kevin Bond
5949 Havener House Way
Centreville, VA 20120

202-429-3945

Cheryl Rosenfeld
4340 Roemer Road , Columbia, MO 65202

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Cheryl Rosenfeld
4340 Roemer Road
Columbia, MO 65202

202-429-3945

Roberta Kennedy
8381 E. 29th Ave , Denver, CO 80238

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Roberta Kennedy
8381 E. 29th Ave
Denver, CO 80238

202-429-3945

Judith Lotz
1713 N. Fairview St. `, Burbank, CA 91505

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Judith Lotz
1713 N. Fairview St.
`
Burbank, CA 91505

202-429-3945

Jacqueline Ward
240 Kendal Lane , Cambria, CA 93428

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Jacqueline Ward
240 Kendal Lane
Cambria, CA 93428

202-429-3945

Steven King
4114 Banbury Pl. , Swansea, IL 62226

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Steven King
4114 Banbury Pl.
Swansea, IL 62226

202-429-3945

Mary Kay Raftery
6721 Bret Harte Dr. , San Jose, CA 95120

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Mary Kay Raftery
6721 Bret Harte Dr.
San Jose, CA 95120

202-429-3945

Robert Orlando
4705 State Highway , Cooperstown, NY 13326

February 8, 2008 7:56 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 Orlando
4705 State Highway
Cooperstown, NY 13326

202-429-3945

Ronald Stack.
96 Mattabassett St PO Box 72, East Berlin, CT 06023

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Ronald Stack.
96 Mattabassett St
PO Box 72
East Berlin, CT 06023

202-429-3945

Elisabeth Kavanaugh
14190 Deer Bed Cir , Penn Valley, CA 95946

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Elisabeth Kavanaugh
14190 Deer Bed Cir
Penn Valley, CA 95946

202-429-3945

John Ward
2276 st dvds ch Road , Fort Valley, VA 22652

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
John Ward
2276 st dvds ch Road
Fort Valley, VA 22652

202-429-3945

Richard Cardella
4570 Blufftop , Hydesville, CA 955479416

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Richard Cardella
4570 Blufftop
Hydesville, CA 95547-9416

202-429-3945

Mike MacDougall
10105 N Parkside Dr , Nine Mile Falls, WA 99026

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Mike MacDougall
10105 N Parkside Dr
Nine Mile Falls, WA 99026

202-429-3945

Ethan Cameron
5202 1st Ave NW , Seattle, WA 98107

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Ethan Cameron
5202 1st Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98107

202-429-3945

J. Ackerman
15781 Hayes Trail , Apple Valley, MN 55124

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
J. Ackerman
15781 Hayes Trail
Apple Valley, MN 55124

202-429-3945

Marianne Emblad
805 Marina Blvd , San Francisco, CA 94123

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Marianne Emblad
805 Marina Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94123

202-429-3945

Norman Holcombe
276 Thompsonville Rd , Canonsburg, PA 15317

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Norman Holcombe
276 Thompsonville Rd
Canonsburg, PA 15317

202-429-3945

Erika Scull
275 NW 92 Ave , Coral Springs, FL 33071

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Erika Scull
275 NW 92 Ave
Coral Springs, FL 33071

202-429-3945

John Bartels
38716 S. Starwood Dr. , Tucson, AZ 85739

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
John Bartels
38716 S. Starwood Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85739

202-429-3945

Wayne Hall
941 W. Hudson Way , Gilbert, AZ 85233

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Wayne Hall
941 W. Hudson Way
Gilbert, AZ 85233

202-429-3945

Todd Somodevilla
426 Sterling Place , Brooklyn, NY 11238

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Todd Somodevilla
426 Sterling Place
Brooklyn, NY 11238

202-429-3945

michele m.
7 tyler drive , ephrata, PA 17522

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
michele m.
7 tyler drive
ephrata, PA 17522

202-429-3945

E Kendall
2412 Foothill Blvd Spc 90 , Calistoga, CA 94515

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
E Kendall
2412 Foothill Blvd Spc 90
Calistoga, CA 94515

202-429-3945

Charles Glatt
3040 Wellington , Kalamazoo, MI 49008

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Charles Glatt
3040 Wellington
Kalamazoo, MI 49008

202-429-3945

Kevin Havener
2970 N. Sheridan Rd. #1517, Chicago, IL 60657

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Kevin Havener
2970 N. Sheridan Rd.
#1517
Chicago, IL 60657

202-429-3945

Tom Shinault
2860 S. East Ave. , Fresno, CA 93725

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Tom Shinault
2860 S. East Ave.
Fresno, CA 93725

202-429-3945

Jennie Mugrace
137 Lexington Ave , Bayonne, NJ 07002

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Jennie Mugrace
137 Lexington Ave
Bayonne, NJ 07002

202-429-3945

Angela Nichols
"1726 Apollo Rd., Apt. 2011" , Garland, TX 75044

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Angela Nichols
"1726 Apollo Rd., Apt. 2011"
Garland, TX 75044

202-429-3945

Sharon Rothe
18 Guilford Court , Morris Plains, NJ 07950

February 8, 2008 7:56 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 Rothe
18 Guilford Court
Morris Plains, NJ 07950

202-429-3945

Kathy Otten
Rt 4 Box 11720 , Eufaula, OK 744329375

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Kathy Otten
Rt 4 Box 11720
Eufaula, OK 74432-9375

202-429-3945

Bonnie Hensley
5471 Makati Circle , San Jose, CA 95123

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Bonnie Hensley
5471 Makati Circle
San Jose, CA 95123

202-429-3945

Angeline M. Bray
1040 Victoria avenue , Venice, CA 90291

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Angeline M. Bray
1040 Victoria avenue
Venice, CA 90291

202-429-3945

Sherry Petersen
350 Chapala Street #201 , Santa Barbara, CA 93101

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Sherry Petersen
350 Chapala Street #201
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

202-429-3945

Eric Henderson
1155 Malibu Drive , San Jose, CA 95129

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Eric Henderson
1155 Malibu Drive
San Jose, CA 95129

202-429-3945

David & Paula Bardsley
31400 James Island , Drummond Island, MI 49726

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
David %pa_first_name% Paula Bardsley
31400 James Island
Drummond Island, MI 49726

202-429-3945

Stephen Lavin
2872 South Uinta St , Denver, CO 80231

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Stephen Lavin
2872 South Uinta St
Denver, CO 80231

202-429-3945

Cheryl Ritchie
450 Glenmonte Dr , Howard, OH 43028

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Cheryl Ritchie
450 Glenmonte Dr
Howard, OH 43028

202-429-3945

Stephen Lang
550 Main Street , Northport, NY 11768

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Stephen Lang
550 Main Street
Northport, NY 11768

202-429-3945

Janneke Twombly
2500 Kohler Dr. , Boulder, CO 80305

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Janneke Twombly
2500 Kohler Dr.
Boulder, CO 80305

202-429-3945

Dorothy Dotson
833 Highland , New Whiteland, IN 46184

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Dorothy Dotson
833 Highland
New Whiteland, IN 46184

202-429-3945

Zaidy Diaz
7941 West Glenridge Loop , Lakeland, FL 33809

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Zaidy Diaz
7941 West Glenridge Loop
Lakeland, FL 33809

202-429-3945

Timothy Mieyal
2740 Friar Drive , Parma, OH 44134

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Timothy Mieyal
2740 Friar Drive
Parma, OH 44134

202-429-3945

Carla Ohm
113 Washington Ave , Lavallette, NJ 8735

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Carla Ohm
113 Washington Ave
Lavallette, NJ 8735

202-429-3945

Nancy King
1224 Vallecita Drive , Santa Fe, NM 87501

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Nancy King
1224 Vallecita Drive
Santa Fe, NM 87501

202-429-3945

Lee Kefauver
34 Rowe Street , Auburndale, MA 024661522

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Lee Kefauver
34 Rowe Street
Auburndale, MA 02466-1522

202-429-3945

Paul Jennetten
W2091 Johnson Rd , Eleva, WI 54738

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Paul Jennetten
W2091 Johnson Rd
Eleva, WI 54738

202-429-3945

Gaye Kelly
104 Acorn Drive , Petaluma, CA 94952

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Gaye Kelly
104 Acorn Drive
Petaluma, CA 94952

202-429-3945

Esther B. Wolf
4009 30 Ave. W. , Seattle, WA 98199

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Esther B. Wolf
4009 30 Ave. W.
Seattle, WA 98199

202-429-3945

Kimberly Hutchins
14 Burrill Place, #3 , South Boston, MA 02127

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Kimberly Hutchins
14 Burrill Place, #3
South Boston, MA 02127

202-429-3945

Fiona Nolan
12 Skylark Drive #6 , Larkspur, CA 94939

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Fiona Nolan
12 Skylark Drive #6
Larkspur, CA 94939

202-429-3945

Christine Egan
96 Dean Street , Brooklyn, NY 11201

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Christine Egan
96 Dean Street
Brooklyn, NY 11201

202-429-3945

Rosie Friedli
5890 Prospect rd , Longmont, CO 80503

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Rosie Friedli
5890 Prospect rd
Longmont, CO 80503

202-429-3945

James Whiteford
5039 N Damen Ave APT 2, Chicago, IL 60625

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
James Whiteford
5039 N Damen Ave
APT 2
Chicago, IL 60625

202-429-3945

Brant Kotch
12302 Cobblestone , Houston, TX 77024

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Brant Kotch
12302 Cobblestone
Houston, TX 77024

202-429-3945

Stephen Phillips
401 3rd Avenue , Two Harbors, MN 556161628

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Stephen Phillips
401 3rd Avenue
Two Harbors, MN 55616-1628

202-429-3945

Ron McGill
787 N. Michigan Ave , Pasadena, CA 91104

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Ron McGill
787 N. Michigan Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104

202-429-3945

Alison Abrams
1 Stuyvesant Oval, 4E , New York, NY 10009

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Alison Abrams
1 Stuyvesant Oval, 4E
New York, NY 10009

202-429-3945

Alan Southwick
P.O. Box 577 , Newport, RI 028400500

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Alan Southwick
P.O. Box 577
Newport, RI 02840-0500

202-429-3945

Patricia Mulligan
87 Lexington Avenue , Bayonne, NJ 07002

February 8, 2008 7:56 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 Mulligan
87 Lexington Avenue
Bayonne, NJ 07002

202-429-3945

Malcolm Jones
6292 S Blackhawk Ct , Centennial, CO 801116072

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Malcolm Jones
6292 S Blackhawk Ct
Centennial, CO 80111-6072

202-429-3945

eileen kuch
10820 pleasant acres dr. , hyattsville, MD 20783

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
eileen kuch
10820 pleasant acres dr.
hyattsville, MD 20783

202-429-3945

JOHN EVANS
55 SAN JUAN GRADE RD. SPACE#61 , SALINAS, CA 93906

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
JOHN EVANS
55 SAN JUAN GRADE RD. SPACE#61
SALINAS, CA 93906

202-429-3945

Athena McElrath
915 NE 6th Ave. , Camas, WA 98607

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Athena McElrath
915 NE 6th Ave.
Camas, WA 98607

202-429-3945

Lois Tonoff
1909 Cherry St , Millbury, OH 43447

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Lois Tonoff
1909 Cherry St
Millbury, OH 43447

202-429-3945

MARY GREGORY
18832 MIDDLE BELT , ROMULUS, MI 48174

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
MARY GREGORY
18832 MIDDLE BELT
ROMULUS, MI 48174

202-429-3945

Tania Kamal-Eldin
P.O.Box 13603 , La Jolla, CA 92039

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Tania Kamal-Eldin
P.O.Box 13603
La Jolla, CA 92039

202-429-3945

Brian Guadagno
101 East 26 Street , Bayonne, NJ 07002

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Brian Guadagno
101 East 26 Street
Bayonne, NJ 07002

202-429-3945

Linda Dills
6251 E. 33rd Street , tucson, AZ 85711

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Linda Dills
6251 E. 33rd Street
tucson, AZ 85711

202-429-3945

Stacey Smith
3008 Shipway , Long Beach, CA 90808

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Stacey Smith
3008 Shipway
Long Beach, CA 90808

202-429-3945

Lyn Whitcomb
5992 Merrywood Drive , Rocklin, CA 95677

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Lyn Whitcomb
5992 Merrywood Drive
Rocklin, CA 95677

202-429-3945

Ron Quigley
635 N. Baker Avenue B , East Wenatchee, WA 98802

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Ron Quigley
635 N. Baker Avenue B
East Wenatchee, WA 98802

202-429-3945

Renae Bowman
6563 College Hill Rd , Clinton, NY 13323

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Renae Bowman
6563 College Hill Rd
Clinton, NY 13323

202-429-3945

ANNA CLAVIN
104 HOUNDSTOOTH CIRCLE , CHESTER SPRINGS, PA 19425

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
ANNA CLAVIN
104 HOUNDSTOOTH CIRCLE
CHESTER SPRINGS, PA 19425

202-429-3945

Cathie Ferguson
4931 Oak ave Front, Hammond, IN 46327

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Cathie Ferguson
4931 Oak ave
Front
Hammond, IN 46327

202-429-3945

Ronda Snider
13805 Easy Street Kp N , Gig Harbor, WA 983295131

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Ronda Snider
13805 Easy Street Kp N
Gig Harbor, WA 98329-5131

202-429-3945

Shena Kieval
P. O. Box 1693 , Soquel, CA 95073

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Shena Kieval
P. O. Box 1693
Soquel, CA 95073

202-429-3945

Dave King
1109 Sundance Drive , Pen Argyl, PA 180729675

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Dave King
1109 Sundance Drive
Pen Argyl, PA 18072-9675

202-429-3945

Caitlin Hurwit
217 S. Lee St, , Falls Church, VA 22046

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Caitlin Hurwit
217 S. Lee St,
Falls Church, VA 22046

202-429-3945

Elaine Priday
3879 SW Reif Road , Powell Butte, OR 97753

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Elaine Priday
3879 SW Reif Road
Powell Butte, OR 97753

202-429-3945

Tom Quinlivan
8711 25th Avenue NE , Seattle, WA 98115

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Tom Quinlivan
8711 25th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98115

202-429-3945

ELIZABETH EVELYN
1390 Roundbottom RD , Cincinnati, OH 45244

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
ELIZABETH EVELYN
1390 Roundbottom RD
Cincinnati, OH 45244

202-429-3945

Richard Faith
2635 Couer D'Alene Drive , West Linn, OR 97068

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Richard Faith
2635 Couer D'Alene Drive
West Linn, OR 97068

202-429-3945

Suzanne Barns
196 Tortoise Trail , Batesburg, SC 29006

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Suzanne Barns
196 Tortoise Trail
Batesburg, SC 29006

202-429-3945

Martin Mehalchin
1522 3rd Avenue W , Seattle, WA 98119

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Martin Mehalchin
1522 3rd Avenue W
Seattle, WA 98119

202-429-3945

frank campbell
411 rumford ave , Bryant Pond, ME 04219

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
frank campbell
411 rumford ave
Bryant Pond, ME 04219

202-429-3945

Herb Joseph
3214 Via Alicante , La Jolla, CA 920372747

February 8, 2008 7:56 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,
Herb Joseph
3214 Via Alicante
La Jolla, CA 92037-2747

